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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  May  22,    1835. 

Xnruns.]  Petitioiit  preKBted.  By  tbe  Dakei  of  Gordoit, 
Abotli,  and  Rjcsmnro,  Uie  Marqiien  of  Bore,  die 
Barii  of  KiHwouL  and  RofSLTN,  and  Lord  Saltoun, 
from  a  Number  of  Plaoec, — tbt  Additional  AooommodaF 
tioa  in  Scoteh  Chmdia.— By  the  Earl  of  Rosxbsbt, 
from  Mid  Lothian,  for  a  Bffl  Regolatlng  Turnpike  Tnutsi 
from  Ohuigow  and  Denny,  agaimtany  Grant  of  Money  A» 
Building  Chuidieg  in  Soottand.— By  Viscount  Mbltiixb, 
from  tiie  Agrieulturiits  of  tiie  County  of  Linlithgow,  fbr 
Rdiefi^ — By  Lord  Whamdiflk,  fhim  Halifiuc,  against  the 
Factories'  Regulati<m  Act. — ^By  the  Marquess  of  SAua- 
BURV.  from  the  Handloom  Weavers  of  Bradfbrd,  for  a 
Board  d  Trade,  against  Maehlnery»  and  for  a  Reduction 
of  TaiKatlon. 

The  DUBLIN  PROCESSION.]  Lord 
Roden  said,  that  before  he  presented  a  Pe- 
titioQ  that  he  held  in  his  hand,  he  should 
take  the  liberty  of  adverting  to  a  subject 
of  some  importance — he  meant  that  of  the 
late  triumphal  procession  which  accom- 
panied Lord  Mulgrave's  entrance  into 
Dublin.  He  sincerely  regretted  that  he 
had  not  been  present  when  this  subject 
was  before  alluded  to ;  but  as  he  had 
only  come  to  town  last  night,  he  took  this, 
the  earliest,  opportunity  of  noticing  the 
statements  made  with  respect  to  it  by  the 
noble  Viscount  opposite.  Those  state- 
ments were,  that  it  was  not  of  the  descrip- 
tion which  was  stated,  but  was  merely  the 
legitimate  and  lawful  effervescence  of  poli- 
tical feeling.  He  should  not  enter  into 
any  controversy  with  the  noble  Viscount 
on  the  point  of  the  legality  of  such  pro- 
cessions— far  be  it  from  him  to  curb  the 
demonstration  of  political  feeling,  so  long 
VOL.  XXVIII.  {2!S} 


at  least,  as  that  demonstration  was  legal, 
and  so  long  as  it  confined  itself  within  the 
bounds  of  quiet  and  decorum.  But  it 
now  became  his  duty  to  state  what  this 
procession  was,  and  to  let,  not  the 
noble  Viscount  alone,  but  their  Lordships 
and  the  country  decide  whether  it  was  a 
procession  of  such  a  nature  as  the  noble 
Viscount  had  described.  As  to  the  state- 
ments which  had  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  procession,  he  was  ready  to  prove 
on  oarh,  at  the  Bar  of  the  House,  nor  at 
any  distant  time,  but  now,  by  the  oath  of 
an  hon.  Gentleman,  who  perhaps  now 
heard  his  voice,  what  that  procession 
was.  He  could  prove  that  it  was  a  pro- 
cession accompanied  with  the  symbols  of 
sedition,  poles  with  green  flags^  and 
mottoes  on  them,  such  as  *'The  Re- 
peal of  the  Union,"  "O'Connel  for 
ever,"  "  No  Tithes ;"  and  not  only  that, 
but  there  was  one  flag  on  which  was  worked 
the  harp,  the  emblem  of  Ireland,  and  their 
Lordships  must  understand  that  it  was 
without  the  Crown.  There  was  also  a  flag 
having  on  it,  as  he  was  informed,  and  be- 
lieved it  to  be  true,  the  cap  of  liberty. 
Was  that  a  legal  and  harmless  procession 
— one  that  was  not  to  meet  with  the  posi- 
tive reprehension  of  the  Government?  He 
should  say  no  more  of  this  procession 
than  this,  that  he  demanded  on  behalf  of 
the  loyal  Protestant  population  of  Ireland; 
that  they  might  proceed  with  their  proces- 
sions, not  with  the  symbols  of  sedition, 
but  of  loyalty — that  they  might  not  be 
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prosecuted  by  the  Government— and  that 
as  the  lav  was  not  put  in  force  against 
those  who  went  out  to  meet  Lord  MuU 
grave,  those  creatures  of  Mr.  O'Connel^it 
should  be  equally  restrained  in  it.%  appli- 
cation to  those  loyal  individuals  of  whom 
he  had  the  happiness  to  acknowledge  him- 
self a  Member.  He  was  not  sorry  for  the 
decision  of  the  noble  Viscount,  for  he 
thought  that  much  less  harm  was  likely  to 
be  done  from  adopting  it  than  from  adopt- 
ing one  of  an  opposite  kind.  He  had 
altered  his  opinion  on  this  point  from  cir- 
cumstances which  had  recently  taken 
place,  and  he  believed  that  by  permitting 
processions  to  proceed,  and  allowing  each 
party  to  show  what  its  sentiments  were 
boldly  and  openly,  much  less  harm  was 
likely  to  be  done  than  by  circumscribing 
the  expression  of  opinion.  He  had  come 
to  that  opinion  since  the  passing  of  the  law 
that  had  put  down  those  peaceable  proces- 
sions which  had  formerly  been  common  in 
most  parts  of  Ulster.  He  should  not  enter 
into  the  reason  for  his  opinions  at  the  pre* 
sent  moment,  but  he  demanded  that  jus- 
tice from  the  noble  Viscount,  and  that 
same  line  of  conduct  towards  the  loyal 
Protestants,  which  he  dealt  out  to  those 
other  parties  who  carried  in  their  hands 
the  symbols  of  sedition.  He  moved 
that  the  petition  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 
Viscount  Melbourne  could  only  say, 
that  facts  which  had  been  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord  were  entirely  con- 
trary to  the  statement  of  facts  which  he 
had  received  from  the  highest  authority, 
and  which  was  also  made  on  the  assertions 
of  eye-witnesses,  as  well  as  that  put  for- 
ward by  the  noble  Lord.  He  had  already 
said,  that  he  greatly  lamented  these  dis- 
plays of  party  feeling,  and  that  in  his 
opinion  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  both  sides 
would  abstain  from  them,  and  then  the 
irregularities  which  necessarily  arose  from 
them  might  be  avoided.  But  he  must 
observe,  that  much  as  he  should  con- 
demn, if  it  were  proved,  that  which 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Lord — 
much  as  he  should  lament  the  use  of  those 
symbols,  he  much  doubted  whether  the 
carrying  of  those  banners,  provided  they 
were  carried  on  the  occasion,  were  illegal 
and  would  bring  them  within  the  purview 
of  the  law.  He  lamented  that  such 
symbols  should  be  used  and  such  inscrip- 
tions exhibited  to  the  public ;  but,  without 
taking  upon  himself  to  give  a  legal  opi- 
nion, he  doubted  whether  this  was  an  oc- 


casion on  which  the  Act  could  be^taken 
to  apply.  If  it  did  apply  here,  it  would 
apply  to  every  occasion  of  public  rejoicing 
^'to  every  event  of  a  public  nature  which 
the  people  might  meet  to  celebrate.  He 
believed  that  it  was  confined  to  certain 
occasions,  when  there  were  processions 
arising  out  of  religious  differences.  Now, 
supposing  that  this  assembly  was  legal^ 
the  use  of  these  banners  would  not  then 
be  of  itself  illegal,  though  he  repeated  that 
their  use  was  to  be  lamented.  It  was  not 
illegal  to  inscribe  on  abanner,  **  O'Connell 
for  ever !"  nor  even  "  Repeal  of  the  Union!" 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Union  might  be 
effected  by  legal  means,  as  well  as  the 
Repeal  of  the  Tithes.  And,  much  as  the 
circumstances  stated  were  to  be  lamented 
and  deprecated,  he  did  not  think  that  of 
themselves  they  constituted  a  violation  of 
the  law.  Banners  had  been  exhibited 
on  former  occasions  in  a  manner  which, 
as  he  understood  it,  ought  undoubtedly 
to  be  condemned.  His  noble  Friend  op- 
posite (Lord  Haddington)  had  stated,  that 
on  the  occasion  of  the  procession  on  bis 
departure  from  Doblrn  no  banners  were 
exhibited;  but  was  that  always  the  case? 
-— WM  that  the  case  when  the  noble  l^rl 
went  to  the  theatre  in  Dublin  ?  The  theatre 
was  a  place  where  persons  met  in  a  room 
-->«where>  therefore,  there  was  more  oppor- 
tunity to  prevent  the  display  of  banners 
than  among  a  multitude  in  the  open  air. 
On  that  occasion,  as  he  had  been  informed, 
an  Orange  flag  had  been  waved  over  the 
head  of  the  noble  Earl  during  all  the  time 
that  he  was  in  the  theatre.  He  did  not 
blame  the  noble  Earl  for  the  circumstance, 
for  he  could  not  prevent  it ;  but  he  must 
ask  the  same  indulgence,  for  the  present 
Lord-lieutensnt  that  he  was  willing  do 
concede  to  his  noble  Friend  opposite, 
more  especially  as  his  noble  Friend  now  in 
Ireland  was  not  at  the  time  of  the  proces- 
sion, as  his  noble  Friend  opposite  was  at 
the  time  of  the  visit  to  the  theatre,  the 
Lord-lieutenant  in  full  possession  of  all 
the  powers  of  his  office,  resident  in  Dublin, 
and  probably  aware  of  what  was  about  to 
occur.  The  noble  Lord  who  had  intro- 
duced this  discussion  seemed  to  grant  no 
indulgence,  no  toleration  of  the  kind ;  but 
because  something  had  been  done  which 
might  or  might  not,  even  if  it  had  occurred 
as  he  stated  it,  be  illegal,  he  demanded 
that  full  indulgence  should  be  given  to 
that  which  was  decidedly  illegal.  With 
respect  to  the  demand  thus  made,  he 
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ftbould  only  say  that  it  \70uld  be  for  the 
GovernEDent  of  the  country  to  decide 
what  measures  should  be  taken  on  pro- 
cessions of  the  kind  alluded  to  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  for  which  he  begged 
to  remind  the  House  the  procession  that 
had  now  taken  place  did  not  afford  a 
precedent,  and  would  not  afford  an  ex- 
cuse. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  should  confine 
himself  strictly  to  the  reference  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  made  to  him,  with  re- 
spect to  the  time  when  he  went  to  the 
theatre  in  Dublin.  He  had  said,  that  was 
the  case  of  a  Lord-lieutenant  in  full  pos- 
session of  the  powers  of  his  office,  resident 
in  Dublin,  and  probably  aware  of  what 
was  about  to  take  place.  No  doubt  that 
was  the  case  in  all  respects  but  one ;  but 
he  begged  leave  to  tell  his  noble  Friend 
that  he  was  completely  unaware  of  what 
was  about  to  take  place<  He  had  given 
notice  that  he  should  go  Co  the  play,  and 
be  concluded 9  of  course,  that  there  would 
be  a  large  assembly  of  persons — that  the 
house  would  be  full — but  he  knew  no 
more ;  and  he  should  sgy,  however  stupid 
the  declaration  might  make  him  appear, 
that  he  had  been  a  verv  considerable  time 
in  the  theatre  before  ne  knew  anything 
about  the  matter.  So  far,  therefore,  as 
to  his  knowledge  of  what  was  about  to 
occur,  and  as  to  his  power  to  prevent  it. 
As  to  the  late  procession,  he  snould  not 
make  one  observation  upon  it ;  but  with 
respect  to  himself,  he  should  say,  that 
after  the  occurrence  referred  to,  it  was 
made  known  that  he  lamented  the  display 
of  parly  flags ;  and  he  was  assured,  by  a 

?erson  of  very  great  respectability  in 
lublin,  that  to  the  head  and  leader  of 
the  Orange  party  in  Dublin,  it  was  not 
known  that  any  exhibition  of  party  flags 
had  been  iutended«  The  fact  was,  that  it 
was  a  spontaneous  outbreak  of  feeline  on 
the  part  of  a  number  of  persons,  without 
any  regular  organization.  Among  tbeni 
was  a  number  of  young  men,  and  a  good 
many  strangers.  English  sailors  were 
there  also.  It  was  most  strange  that  this 
circumstance  should  have  been  made  the 
subject  of  reiterated  misrepresentations, 
wad  of  gross  attacks  upon  him  from  day 
to  day,  and  from  week  to  week,  by  per- 
sona who,  when  they  made  the  attacks, 
roust  have  known  that  no  man  more 
acutely  felt  the  false  position  in  which  he 
was  placed  by  such  exhibitions;  and  that 
no  man  was  more  anxious  to  take  means 


to  prevent  thetn.  This  manifestation  of 
feeling  was  of  an  insignificant  character 
— it  was  the  spontaneous  effusion  of  feel- 
ing from  a  number  of  persons  who  did 
believe  that  the  Government  which  pre- 
ceded that  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
be  the  representative  in  Ireland,  had  pur- 
sued a  course  from  which  the  Protestant 
Establishment  was  in  danger,  and  who, 
therefore,  expressed  their  great  joy  at  the 
change,  in  a  way,  for  which  he  repeated, 
be  was  not  in  the  least  degree  answer- 
able. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  feared  that  the 
most  lamentable  results  would  arise  from 
the  late  procession,  unless   Government 
took  some  step  to  prevent  its  being  drawn 
into  a  precedent.   His  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Roden)  had  pointed  out  what  roust  be  the 
result  of  the  matter,  and  had  shown  how 
probable  it  was  in  what  way  the  other 
party — a  party  of  considerable  strength 
in  Ireland,  exercising  a  degree  of  strength 
and  power  that  was  hardly  correctly  es- 
timated— would  consider  this  display,  and 
how  likely  it  was  to  make  them  attempt  to 
infringe  (he  Statute  which  they  saw  was 
not  obeyed  equally  by   all.     When  he 
mentioned  this  subject,  he  had  done  it 
from  no  other  motive  than  to  make  the 
Ministers  take  some  measure  to  allay  the 
feeling  which  must  prevail  on  this  Subject. 
Last  nieht  he  had  oeen  at  a  loss  to  un- 
derstand   the    statement    of   the    noblo 
Viscount  opposite,  not  knowing  whether 
the  noble  Viscount  meant  to  say,  that  the 
carrying  of  the  banners  was  not  illegal,  or 
that  the  object  of  the  meeting  itself  was 
not  illegal.     On  this  night  he  had  stated 
that  there  was  no  infraction  of  the  law  in 
what  had  passed.     He  (Lord  Wicklow) 
on  the  contrary,  asserted  that  if  it  was  a 
political  demonstration,  which  he  under- 
stood it  to  be,  it  did  decidedly  come  under 
the  operation  of  the  law.    That  Act  em- 
braced any  description  of  procession ;  and 
he  had    been  astonished  by  the    noble 
Viscount's  attempting  to  draw  a  compa- 
rison between  the  recent  procession,  and 
the  case  at  the  theatre.   What  comparison 
was  there  between  the  one  and  the  other, 
between  the  seditious  banners  in  the  pro- 
cession, and  the  Orange  handkerchief  at 
the  theatre?     He  called  on   the  noble 
Viscount,  to  show  to  the  people  at  large, 
how  much  it  was  the  determined  object  of 
the  Government  to  prevent  all  displays  of 
such  processions.   The  procession  was  not 
a  meeting  to  welcome  the  representative 
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of  the  King,  but  it  was  a  party  meeting, 
got  up  by  him  who  had  intended  to  head 
it,  but  who,  in  consequence  of  some 
scrapes  which  he  had  got  into  in  this 
country,  was  obliged  to  come  here  (as  he 
had  stated  at  a  public  meeting),  and  so 
was  prevented  from  attending  the  pro- 
cession. Was  he  not  known  to  influence 
the  conduct  of  Government,  and  that  he 
had  recommended  the  individual  who  had 
been  sent  over  to  govern  the  country  ? 
Who  was  now  the  supporter  of  the  Go- 
vernment— the  very  man  whom  they  had 
once  denounced — whom  they  had  once  in- 
troduced into  the  King's  Speech,  and  of 
whom  it  had  been  stated  in  a  dispatch 
written  by  the  noble  Marquess  (Lord  Wel- 
lesley)in  March  last  year,  when  that  noble 
Marqiiesi*  was  Lord-lieutenant  in  Ireland, 
thnt  all  the  disturbances,  which  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  then  to  sup- 
press, arose  entirely  from  the  combination 
of  the  demands  for  the  destruction  of 
til  lies,  with  those  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union  ?  Who  was  it  that  avowed  that 
these  two  objects  were  the  objects  of  his 
life  ?  Who  but  the  individual  in  question. 
Seeing:  what  were  the  noble  Marquess's 
sentiments,  so  short  a  time  ago,  it  did  not 
surpriite  him  that  the  noble  Marquess 
should  have  resigned  his  office,  which,  as 
a  man  of  honour,  he  felt  bound  to  do, 
when  he  found  what  was  the  influence  of 
the  individual  to  whom  he  had  alluded. 
With  those  sentiments,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  acted  as  a  man  of  honourable 
character  might  be  expected  to  act ;  and 
in  accordance  with  what  he  felt  to  be  his 
duty,  he  had  resigned  his  office.  He  cared 
not  what  reasons  the  noble  Viscount  as- 
signed for  it — he  had  heard  others — and 
seeing  and  hearing  what  he  did,  he  con- 
jured the  noble  Viscount,  if  he  thought 
that'  this  act  did  not  apply  to  such  pro- 
cessions, as  the  one  which  had  recently 
taken  place,  to  take  legal  opinion  on  the 
subject,  and  to  make  it  clear  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  that  the  law  which  did  apply 
to  Orange  processions,  was  not  violated 
on  the  recent  occasion.  It  would  at  least 
be  satisfactory  to  know  this  to  a  certainty. 
The  Marquess  Wellesley  said,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  enter  on  the  subject 
which  had  given  rise  to  this  discussion, 
however  important  it  might  be  considered, 
and  however  anxious  he  might  be  to  ex- 
press his  disapprobation  of  party  proceed- 
ings, and  still  less  was  it  his  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  that 


unfortunate  subject — the  resignation  of 
the  office  which  he  lately  held.  But  this 
latter  point  having  been  alluded  to  by  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  (if  he  might  be 
allowed  to  call  him  so),  this  much  he  must 
say,  in  correction  of  what  his  noble  Friend 
had  stated — namely,  "that  his  resigna* 
tion  was  founded  on  intelligence  which  he 
had  received  from  Ireland,  relative  to  the 
entrance  of  Lord  Mulgrave  into  Dublin," 
that  he  was  totally  ignorant  of  the  whole 
of  the  circumstances  at  the  time  when  his 
resignation  took  place.  He'  had  at  the 
time  no  knowledge  of  the  matter  what- 
ever; and  therefore  he  humbly  requested, 
whatever  opinion  their  Lordships  might 
please  to  form  on  that  event,  to  which 
some  persons  attached  so  much  import- 
ance, but  to  which  he  attached  none,  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  be  led  away  by 
the  supposition  that  it  was  connected  with 
anything  that  had  occuk-red  on  the  occasion 
of  the  noble  Earl's  entrance  into  Dublin. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  could 
but  admit  that  the  noble  Marquess  had 
evinced  great  talent  whilst  he  was  Viceroy 
of  Ireland,  but  he  must  express  a  doubt 
whether  his  explanation  would  give  satis- 
faction to  those  who  were  connected  with, 
and  were  consequently  anxious  for,  the 
welfare  of  Ireland.  He  said  this  more 
particularly  after  what  had  appeared  in  the 
public  journals,  and  what  had  transpired  in 
that  House,  with  reference  to  the  resigna- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess.  He  had  for- 
merly alluded  to  that  subject.  He  felt 
himself  in  a  situation  to  do  so.  He  thought 
himself  at  liberty  to  state  what  he  had 
stated,  in  consequence  of  a  communication 
which  he  had  had  with  a  noble  and  illus- 
trious personage,  who  declared  that  he  had 
the  fact  from  the  mouth  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess himself.  He  was  sorry  that  the  no- 
ble Marquess  had  made  his  statement  in 
the  absence  of  that  noble  and  illustrious 
personage ;  but,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
had  addressed  himself  to  the  subject  of  his 
resignation,  he  would  give  him  an  oppor- 
tunity at  any  time,  on  Tuesday  next  for 
instance,  to  enter  into  the  causes  which 
had  led  to  his  resignation,  and  to  aflTord 
some  information  to  their  lordships  on  the 
subject. 

The  Marquess  Wellesley,  I  repeat  that 
my  resignation  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
procession  which  accompanied  the  noble 
Earl  now  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland .  I  must  also  again  declare  that 
I  was  ignorant  of  the  circumstance  attend- 
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iDg  It  when  I  resigned.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite  seems  to  entertain  notions  with 
respect  to  my  reading,  in  which  he  is  ex> 
ceedingly  inaccurate;  it  is  not  so  exten- 
sive as  to  make  me  complete  roaster  of 
every  sort  of  vague  report  that  is  spread 
abroad.  1  shall  add  one  word  more.  1 
do  not  feel  called  upon — I  should  not  feel 
justified^  in  entering  in  this  House  upon 
an  explanation  of  the  causes  of  my  resig- 
nation of  the  office  of  Lord  Chamberlain. 
If  your  Lordships  are  of  opinion  that  J 
should  enter  on  that  explanation,  let  me 
be  called  upon  in  a  distinct  and  regular 
manner;  or,  if  you  choose,  institute  an 
inquiry  into  the  subject  if  you  think  it 
sufficiently  grave ;  but  without  that  1  shall 
not  think  that  I  am  required  to  give  an 
explanation,  nor  shall  I  give  it.  I  shall 
reserve  my  opinion  on  all  public  questions 
as  an  independent  man,  as  I  now  am  not 
engaged  in  any  office,  nor  in  any  connex- 
ion which  can  in  the  very  slightest  degree 
fetter  the  expressions  of  my  opinion  on 
public  affairs.  That  opinion  will  be  formed 
as  my  reason  suggests,  and  delivered  as 
ray  pleasure  may  dictate ;  for  it  is  not  my 
duty  as  an  officer  of  Government — it  is  not 
my  task,  to  come  down  here  and  answer 
any  questions  that  noble  Lords  may  please 
to  put  to  me.  My  opinion  on  public 
matters  will  be  formed  with  independence, 
industry,  deliberation,  and,  I  trust,  with 
integrity.  Further  I  will  not  go,  at  the 
present  moment,  in  answering  the  ques- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  1  will 
not  state  the  grounds  of  my  resignation 
till  I  am  called  on  so  to  do  by  your  Lord- 
ships—till  I  am  compelled  by  proceedings 
of  this  House,  or  by  your  instituting  an 
inquiry  which  shall  render  my  doing  so 
absolutely  necessary.  I  shall  then,  and 
not  till  then,  think  fit  to  reply  to  those 
questions.  I  will  not  make  any  disclosures 
not  called  for  in  a  regular  manner. 

Lord  Wicklow  asked  as  a  particular  fa- 
vour, that  the  noble  Marquess  would  let 
him  clearly  understand  whether  he  meant 
to  say  that  the  reason  for  his  resignation 
was  not  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
appointments  which  had  taken  place  in 
Ireland  ? 

The  Marquess  Wellesley  did  not  feel 
himself  at  all  required  to  answer  that 
question. 

The  Earl  of  Harrowby  understood  the 
noble  Marquess  to  say  that  his  resignation 
was  not  owing  to  any  thing  that*  had 
passed  on  the  entrance  of  the  Lord-lieu^ 


tenant  into  Dublin,  because  at  the  time  he 
resio^ned,  the  noble  Marquess  was  ignorant 
of  that  transaction;  on  that  point  he 
would  not  make  a  single  observation.  His 
noble  Friend  near  him  (the  earl  of  Had- 
dington), with  the  delicacy  which  was  na- 
tural to  him,  and  proper  to  the  situation 
in  which  he  was  placed,  had  entirely  con- 
fined himself  to  an  explanation  of  the 
transaction  which  had  been  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  Viscount  oppos^ite,  who  had 
thought  fit  to  make  it  a  pafHllel  to  this 
Dublin  procession.  That  parallel  was  one 
composed  of  dissimilitudes  rather  than  of 
likenesses.  If  some  unknown  person  had 
displayed  an  Orange  flag  over  the  box  in 
which  his  noble  Friend  was  bitting,  how 
could  such  a  fact  be  compared  with  a  pro- 
cession  formally  proclaimed  and  arranged 
by  the  person  whom  he  need  not  describe 
except  as  the  only  individual  v^  ho  was 
ever  held  up  to  the  reprobation  of  his 
country  from  that  place  (poititiug  to  the 
throne)  ?  The  fact  of  such  a  procession 
being  intended  was  communicated  at  the 
Castle  of  Dublin,  and  inquiry  was  made 
there  for  the  purpbse  of  learning  the  par- 
ticular hour  at  which  the  Lord-lieutenant 
would  land.  The  influence  of  the  person 
to  whom  he  alluded  was  known  in  Ireland 
to  be  powerful  for  any  purpose  ;  but  for 
such  a  purpose  was  all-powerful.  That 
individual  had  announced  that  he  would 
not  himself  head  the  procession  ;  and  he 
did  not.  He  would  not  then  examine  the 
particular  reason  given  for  that  individual 
abstaining  from  doing  so ;  but  perhaps  he 
thought  it  more  dignified,  and  more  be- 
coming the  regal  station  to  which  he  was 
advanced,  to  make  his  entry  into  the 
Castle  by  proxy.  H.e  was  unwilling  in  the 
absence  of  a  noble  Lord  whom  he  had 
been  accustomed  to  designate  as  his  friend 
to  reflect  upon  his  conduct ;  but  he  pro- 
fessed that  he  would  rather  have  exposed 
himself  to  be  torn  to  pieces  by  that  same 
Dublin  mob,  than  to  have  entered  the  city 
in  procession  with  them.  He  would  not 
inquire  whether,  according  to  a  strict 
technical  interpretation  of  the  law,  the 
banners  that  were  carried  were  legal  or 
not ;  but  he  was  inclined  to  say,  that  they 
were  illegal.  At  all  events,  the  whole  af- 
fair exhibited  the  Government  of  the 
country  as  putting  itself  at  the  head  of  a 
party,  and  doing  every  thing  possible,  by 
means  of  menace,  to  affect  the  existence 
of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.  There 
could  be  no  symptom  more  alarming  to 
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the  future  happiness  of  Ireland  and  the 
destinies  of  this  country.  What  ought  to 
be  done>  he  had  not  the  presumption  to 
say ;  but  if  the  Government  had  any 
hopes  of  maintaining  tranquillity,  after 
ivhat  it  had  done,  it  was  not  fit  to  be 
trusted. 

Viscount  Melbourne  begged  to  explain, 
that  any  degree  of  concern  he  might  have 
expressed  was  subject  to  the  contingency 
of  the  noble  Lord's  statement  being  correct. 
But  be  did  not  admit  that  it  was  correct; 
for  the  accounts  he  had  received  were  of 
an  entirely  different  nature.  Banners 
such  as  were  described  might  have  been 
carried,  but  their  number  did  not  exceed 
one  or  two  at  the  outside.  The  statement 
made  to  him  was,  that  the  banners  in  ge- 
neral were  not  marked  with  any  inscription 
of  a  seditious  character.  The  sorrow  he 
had  expressed,  therefore,  was  on  the 
supposition  that  the  facta  were  different 
from  what  they  had  been  represented  to 
him  to  be. 

Lord  Farnham  begged  to  ask,  whether 
the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  his  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  would  consent  to  an 
inquiry  into  the  facts  connected  with  the 
entry  of  Lord  Mul^rave  into  Dublin,  either 
at  the  Bar  of  the  House  or  before  a  Select 
Committee?  He  had  heard  from  persons 
of  veracity,  present  on  the  occasion,  that 
the  facts  stated  by  his  noble  Friend  were 
as  he  had  represented  them,  and  if  the 
noble  Viscount  would  not  grant  the  inquiry 
he  (Lord  Farnham)  asked  for,  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Viscount  in  opposition 
would  not  be  entitled  to  the  implicit  reli- 
ance of  the  House. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  lay  a  Parliamentary 
ground  for  the  inquiry  he  should  of  course 
be  as  ready  to  join  in  it  as  any  of  their 
Lordships.  But  the  noble  Lord  was  bound 
to  show  that  the  facts  were  different  from 
what  he  had  stated  them  to  be,  that  the 
object  was  of  sufficient  importance^  and 
that  it  was  expedient  and  wise  to  enter 
upon  such  an  inquiry,  before  asking  their 
Lordships  to  grant  it. 

Earl  fitzwUliam  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  connected  with  the  county  of  Wex- 
ford, whether  he  believed  that  an  inquiry 
at  the  Bar  of  the  House  would  be  attended 
with  any  other  consequences  than  to  create 
excitement  and  irritation  on  both  sides 
in  Irelandi  which  would  be  destruc- 
tive of  those  hopes  of  tranquillity  which 
(he  oobte  E»(l  9PP<)9iteieein«d  to  deiitouf 


of  reaiinng.  There  woukl  be  statefneni 
and  counter  statement,  and  notwithstan- 
ding all  the  solemnities  with  which  an 
inquiry  at  the  Bar  was  conducted,  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  arriving  at 
that  clear,  distinct  statement  of  the  truth 
which  would  carry  conviction  to  unwilling 
minds ;  and  if  conviction  was  not  carried 
to  unwilling  minds,  so  far  from  such  an 
inquiry  carrying  peace  and  tranquillity  to 
Ireland  it  would  have  a  directly  contrary 
tendency.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
bis  noble  Friend  would  pause  before  he 
yielded  to  this  demand  for  Parliamentary 
inquiry  into  such  a  matter. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  said,  that  the  nobl^ 
Earl  was  mistaken  in  what  he  supposed 
would  be  the  efiect  of  inquiry  at  the  Bar 
of  that  House.  A  Member  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  could  establish  the 
facts  as  he  had  stated  them,  and  they 
would,  he  doubted  not,  be  admitted  by 
the  parties  themselves  who  carried  the 
banners,  for  they  gloried  in  what  they  had 
done. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  regretted,  that 
the  procession  in  question  should  have 
taken  place,  and  whatever  number  of 
these  banners  were  carried,  he  was  sure 
the  noble  Lord-lieutenant  must  himself 
regret  it ;  for  he  must  see  that  they  would 
be  displeasing  to  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  If  there  were  flags  ex- 
hibited such  as  bad  been  described,  he 
was  sure  that  the  Government  must  regret 
the  fact,  and  he  hoped  his  noble  Friends 
would  exert  their  influence  with  their 
Protestant  brethren  to  abstain  from  any 
violation  of  the  law. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said,  he 
must  enter  his  protest  against  its  being 
understood  that  the  whole  power  of  the 
law  would  not  in  future  be  exerted  by  the 
Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland,  under  the 
instructions  he  had  received  and  would 
receive,  to  put  down  every  species  of 
illegal  meeting  and  procession  in  whatever 
quarter,  and  for  whatever  purpose,  it 
might  be  assembled.  If  the  Dublin  pro« 
cession  was  not  put  down,  it  was  because 
it  was  not  conceived  to  be  illegal*  If  it 
had  been  illegal,  it  would  have  been  the 
duty  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  to  have  taken  measures  to 
suppress  it.  But  he  knew  of  nothing 
more  likely  to  compromise  the  peace  of 
Ireland,  and  to  lower  the  character  of  the 
Government,  than  attempting  to  stretch 
the  provisions  of  a  Uw  wnicb  wai  Umitod 
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in  its  tpiriication  to  sabjectt  copnected  I 
with  religioat  differences. 

The  Bsxl  of  Wickhw:  No;  andlhfiTe 
it  here. 

The  Marqaess  of  Lansdovme  would  not 
BOW,  although  perfectly  ready  to  do  so  at 
a  fit  tiiDe,  enter  into  a  discussion  on  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  in  question  ;  but  he 
must  say^  that  nothing  would  be  more 
unfortunate  than  that  this  law  should  bear 
a  construction  which  would  suppress  the 
expression  of  political  feeling,  which  ought 
to  be  free,  except  to  an  extent  which 
would  endanger  public  peace  and  excite 
those  religious  animosities  which  it  should 
be  the  object  of  the  Legislature  to  pre- 
vent. The  Goyernraent  of  Ireland  ought 
not  to  exist  as  a  Government  if  it  did  not 
use  all  its  efforts,  direct  and  indirect,  to 
put  down  such  ebullitions  in  future.  But 
those  who  knew  the  doubtful  description 
of  such  Acts  roust  be  aware  that  with  all 
the  efforts  of  the  Government,  no  Act  of 
Parliament  could  be  enforced  without  the 
assistance  of  individuals,  who  should  en- 
deavour to  substitute  for  the  spirit  of  mis- 
chief a  union  which,  on  some  topics  at 
least  connected  with  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country,  might  exist  among  all 
classes. 

The  Earl  of  Wickhw  said,  that  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  who  had 
just  sat  down  was  in  direct  contrast  with 
that  of  the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  Both  agreed  that  the 
Act  of  Parliament  did  not  apply  to  such  a 
case;  but  whilst  the  noble  Marquess  said 
that  such  ebullitions  should  he  prevented, 
the  noUe  Viscount  said  he  should  not 
regret  that  which  had  taken  place  if  it 
were  not  in  opposition  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Viscount  Melbourne:  No;  I  denied 
that  the  description,  given  of  the  event 
was  correct. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow :  If  such  proces- 
sions were  allowed  to  pass  without  inquiry 
and  censure,  he  feared  they  would  be  made 
precedents  for  Protestant  processions. 
Certainly  the  question  could  not  be  allowed 
to  rest  as  it  was. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  asked 
whether  the  noble  Viscount  would  consent 
to  lay  before  the  House  the  letter  he  had 
received  from  the  Lord-lieutenant,  stating 
the  circumstances  connected  with  the  pro- 
cession, and  the  instructions  which  it 
appeared  had  been  sino«  sent  out  upon  the 
fvbjooi? 


Viscount  Melbourne  begged  to  be  d« 
lowed  till  Monday  to  consider  whether  he 
should  Isy  before  the  House  the  Lord* 
lieutenant's  letter ;  but  as  to  instructions 
since  sent  out  to  him,  ther^  existed  no 
such  document. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  under- 
stood the  noble  Marquess  opposite  to  say 
that  instructions  had  been  since  sent  over 
to  the  Lord-lieutenant  on  the  subject. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said  that 
he  alluded  to  his  general  instructions. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  begged  to  assure  the 
noble  Duke*  (of  Richmond)  that  he  and  his 
friends  would  do  all  in  their  power  to 
discourage  processions  in  violation  of  tha 
law. 

The  petition  was  laid  upon  the  Table* 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  May  22,  1 835, 

HiinrrsB.    BilL    Read  a  leoond  time :— >Aiuniii1  lodasiiitjr. 
Petitions  praoited.    By  Mr.  Mask  Pbiups,  (torn  Man  - 
cheater,  againft  the  Impriaoomeat  for  Debt  BUL 

Liverpool  Police.]  Lord  Sandon 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Liver- 
pool Police  Bill. 

Mr,  Ewart  opposed  the  Motion. 
Though  this  was  called  a  Police  Bill,  the 
real  object  of  it  was  to  provide  payment 
for  the  clergy  of  the  parish  of  Liverpool 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Corporation.  It 
bore  the  name  of  a  Police  Bill,  it  was 
true,  but  it  contained  a  clause  which 
enabled  the  Corporation  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  clergy  of  Liverpool  out  of 
their  funds.  Had  this  clause  not  been 
observed  in  proper  time  the  Bill  might 
have  passed  through  tlie  House  unnoticed, 
with  this  most  extraordinary  and  most 
objectionable  clauset  and  Liverpool  would, 
if  the  Bill  passed  in  its  present  shape,  be 
completely  shut  out  from  the  benefit  of 
those  legislative  reforms  of  the  public 
institutions  of  the  country  which  were  now 
in  progress.  Within  the  last  ten  years  no 
less  a  sum  than  120,000/,  had  been  ex- 
pended in  paying  the  clergy  of  the  parish 
and  in  the  building  and  repairing  of 
churches,  by  which  the  Dissenters  and 
the  Catholics  did  not  benefit  to  the 
amount  of  one  farthing.  Was  the  House 
prepared  to  add  to  the  already  enormous 
patronage  of  the  Corporation  by  passing 
such  a  Bill  as  this?  If  the  Corporation 
wanted  a  police,  or  if  they  wanted  to 
make  provision  for  the  clergy,  let  each 
object  be  provided  for  in  a  separate  Bill, 
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There  was  an  efficient  police  already  in 
Liverpool.  The  town  cierk,  when  examined 
on  the  subject,  spoke  highly  of  its  effi- 
ciency, and  an  officer  of  the  metropolitan 
police,  sent' down  by  sir  Robert  Peel  to 
inquire  into  the  subject,-  reported  the 
establishment  as  excellent  Two  years 
back  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Hume)  brought  in  a  Bill  to  enable  dis- 
tricts to  establish  a  local  police  without 
the  expense  and  trouble  of  carrying  a  pri- 
vate Bill  through  that  House.  Why 
should  not  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool 
avail  themselves  of  this  without  bringing 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  before  the  House  ? 
The  real  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  render 
the  clergy  of  this  parish  completely  free 
from  anything  like  popular  control,  in 
fixing  their  provision  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  felt  confident  his  noble  Friend 
and  Colleague  would  not,  with  all  his 
talents,  be  able  to  invest  the  Bill  with 
such  a  degree  of  plausibility  as  would 
induce  a  reformed  House  of  Commons  to 
pass  it.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  calling 
it  a  job — a  Corporation  job — whatever 
might  be  the  object  it  professed.  He 
would  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Lord  Sandon  hoped  he  should  be  able 
to  satisfy  the  House  that  the  Bill  did  not 
bear  the  character  given  to  it  by  his  hon. 
Colleague.  It  was  not  a  job,  nor  a  Cor- 
poration Bill.  He  regretted  the  necessity 
of  being  obliged  to  go  into  some  detail, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  to  the  House 
what  were  the  real  character  and  the  ob- 
jects of  this  Bill.  In  the  course  of  last 
year  it  was  proposed  by  Lord  Grey's  Go- 
vernment to  do  away  with  Church-rates. 
The  clergy  of  Liverpool  would  thus  be 
deprived  of  one  of  the  sources  from  which 
they  derived  their  very  moderate  income 
and  support.  Application  was  made  to 
the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool  to  ascertain 
how  it  would  be  most  advisable  to  act 
under  those  circumstances,  and  how  it 
would  be  most  advisable  to  provide  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  clergy^  which 
hitherto  was  derived  partly  from  the 
Church-rates.  The  result  was,  that  a  de- 
putation waited  upon  his  noble  Friend, 
the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Lord  Althorp),  who,  when  the  matter  was 
explained  to  him,  said,  that,  in  the  event 
of  the  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates  passing,  it  would  be  only  fair  that 
provision  should  be  made  from  some  other 


source  equivalent  to  the  dimintitton  of 
income  that  would  arise  from  the  abolition 
of  Church-r^tes.  •  The  whole  legal  claim 
of  the  clergy  of  the  parish  of  Liverpool 
was  only  400/.,  a  sum  totally  inadequate 
to  the  wants  of  so  large  a  parish.  It  was 
raised  to  1,500Z.,  and  this  was  the  whole 
amount  received  by  two  rectors  and  four 
curates.  The  duties  they  had  to  perform 
were  very  far,  indeed,  from  being  a  sinecure. 
There  were  two  churches,  and  fo:ir  full 
services  on  the  Sabbath,  besides  morning 
and  evening  prayer  on  other  days.  There 
were  170,000  souls  to  be  attended  to. 
The  House  must  see,  therefore,  that  the 
situation  of  the  clergy  of  Liverpool  was  no 
sinecure.  There  was  ample  employment, 
with  but  very  moderate  remuneration, 
which  would  be  greatly  diminished  when 
the  Church-rate  was  done  away  with.  So 
convinced  was  Lord  Althorp  that  some 
substitute  ought  to  be  provided  to  make 
I  up  for  the  loss  to  the  Church  that  he 
suggested  the  raising  of  an  equivalent 
sum  through  the  Poor-rates,  and  paying 
It  to  the  clergy.  The  objection  to  this 
course  was,  that  the  payment  made  in  this 
way  to  the  clergy  would  be  levied  upon 
all  classes  and  religious  persuasions. 
There  was,  therefore,  against  such  a 
course  the  same  objection  that  lay  against 
the  Church-rate.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, a  deputation  from  the  inhabitants 
in  general  waited  on  the  Magistrates  of 
the  town,  and  prayed  them  to  devise  some 
means  of  meeting  the  difficulty.  After 
mature  consideration,  they  thought  the 
most  advisable  course  would  be  to  embody 
a  clause  in  the  Police  Bill,  by  which  the 
difficulty  would  be  effectually,  and,  as  it 
appeared,  most  fairly  and  properly  reme- 
died. His  hon.  Friend  said,  there  was  al- 
ready an  efficient  police  in  Liverpool. 
Now,  the  truth  was,  the  whole  force 
amounted  only  to  fifiy,  and-  they  were 
employed  in  the  prevention  of  robberies  and 
nocturnal  depredations.  It  must  be  quite 
obvious  that  this  number  was  not  sufficient 
in  a  place  of  such  a  vast  population,  even 
for  night  service  alone,  much  less  for  the 
performance  of  police  duty  during  the  day. 
These  were  the  considerations  which  led 
to  the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  The 
establishment  of  an  efficient  police  was 
the  real  object,  and  not^  as  his  hon.  Friend 
said,  the  making  a  provision  for  the 
clergy.  The  parish  came  to  an  agreement 
to  pay  two-thirds  of  the  police-rate,  and 
the  other  third  was  to  go  to  the  clergy^  at 
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do  equiralent  for  their  loss  by  the  removal 
of  Charch-rate.  In  considering  the 
claims  of  the  clergy  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Corporation  derived  consi- 
derable income  from  land  which  had 
formerly  been  set  apart  for  the  use  of  the 
rector  of  the  parish.  The  objection  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  grounded  upon  the  cir- 
cumstance, that  persons  of  various  reli- 
gious persuasions  would  be  called  upon 
under  the  Bill,  to  contribute  to  the  support 
of  a  clergy  frofti  which  they  derived  no 
spiritual  benefit,  would  not,  he  appre- 
hended, weigh  with  the  House,  at  least  so 
long  as  there  was*  a  Church  connected 
with  the  State,  and  established  by  law. 
When  the  matter  was  last  considered  by 
the  vestry  there  was  not  one  dissentient 
voice.  'He  believed  the  Dissenters  of 
Liverpool  themselves  were  most  anxious  to 
see  an  addition  made  from  this,  or  from 
some  other  source  to  the  income  of  the 
clergy.  The  Grand  Jury  received  the 
presentment  for  the  establishment  of  a 
police,  and  the  Recorder  was  favourable 
to  the  measure  proposed.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  trusted  the  House  would 
reject  the  Amendment  proposed  by  bis 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Pryme  said,  that  the  merits  of  the 
Question  resolved  themselves  into  a  single 
point.  It  was  not  so  much  whether  the 
clergy  of  a  peculiar  religion  should  be  main- 
tained by  all  classes,  but  whether  a  fund 
destined  for  the  beoeGt  of  the  community  at 
large  should  have  a  portion  of  it  appro- 
priated to  the  benefit  of  a  particular  part 
of  that  community.  Corporate  funds,  he 
maintained,  were  held  in  trust  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  communitv.  He 
stated  his  belief  that  the  churches  of 
Liverpool  were  very  inadequately  endowed, 
and  he  should  like  to  see  endowments 
made  for  them»  but  he  must  maintain 
that  the  Corporation  Funds,  to  which  the 
Dissenters  contributed,  should  not  be 
appropriated  to  such  purposes.  He  would 
therefore,  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Tkomely  said,  that  he  had  been 
requested  to  support  the  petition  which 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Ltver- 

E^ol,  had'  just  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
ouse.  Locally  connected  with  Liver- 
pool, he  was  able  to  state  that  the  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  were  strongly  opposed 
to  the  Bill  now  under  consideration,  and 
it  was  regarded  by  them  as  an  evasion  in 
anticipation  of  the  measure  of  Muncipal 
Reform  which  it  was  generally  understood 


to  be  in  the  contemplation  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  submit  to  the  Legislature. 
The  Bill  might  have  the  support  of  the 
Corporate  body,  which  was  said  to  consist 
of  the  Mayor,  Bailiffs,  and  Burgesses, 
though  the  business  was  conducted  by 
forty-one  self-elected  Common-council- 
meo,  but  he  denied  that  this  body  repre- 
sented the  feelings  of  the  majority  of  the 
town.  The  subject  had  been  Drought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  parish 
vestry  in  October  last,  when,  out  of  be- 
tween 8,000  and  9,000  rate-payers,  only 
97  attended.  The  rector  was  in  the  chair, 
and  granted  a  poll  on  its  being  demanded, 
when  sixty-three  persons  voted  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  and  thirty-four,  of  whom  he 
(Mr.  Thornely)  had  been  one,  voted 
against  it.  He  contended  that  this  small 
division  did  not  by  any  means  manifest 
the  feelings  of  the  town  on  the  subject ; 
and  though  the  Bill  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  Grand  Jury  and  by  the 
Recorder,  still,  it  ought  to  be  remem- 
bered, that  the  latter,  as  well  as  the 
foreman  of  the  Grand  Jury,  was  a  member 
of  the  Corporation.  In  short,  he  was 
satisfied  this  Bill  would  never  have  been 
heard  of,  had  it  not  been  that  certain 
parties  in  the  Corporation  wished  to  steal 
a  march  on  the  good  effects  expected  from 
the  general  Government  measure  of  Mu- 
nicipal Reform,  and  upon  the  result  of  the 
Bill  with  reference  to  Church-rates.  On 
the  whole,  the  Corporate  Funds,  amount- 
ing to  100,000^  per  annum  (of  which 
50,000^.  was  paid  by  the  natives  of  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland,  in  the  shape 
of  town  dues),  were  perfectly  adequate 
for  the  addition  which  this  Bill  contem- 
plated fixing  upon  the  public,  and  he 
should  certainly  vote  for  the  Amendment 
moved  by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  this  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  said,  he  should 
not  have  risen  but  that  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for . 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Pryme)  to  one  fact.  The 
hon.  Member  had  objected  to  the  Bill, 
because  it  contemplated  a  diversion  of 
Corporate  Property  to  purposes  other  than 
that  for  which  it  was  intrusted  to  the 
Corporate  body.  He  begged  to  inform 
the  hon.  Member,  that  very  considerable 
property  was  vested  in  the  Corporation  of 
Liverpool,  for  the  express  purpose  of  en- 
abling them  to  provide  adequately  for 
the  rectors  and  clergy  of  that  extensive 
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and  important  parishy  and,  therefore,  the 
objection  of  the  bon.  Member  was  done 
away  with,  so  far  aa  the  proYiaions  in  the 
Bill  with  reference  to  the  clergy.  On  this 
Bill  a  vestry  had  been  held  in  the  man- 
ner stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton ;  but  since  that  period  a  still 
more  recent  general  vestry  had  been  held, 
as  stated  by  his  noble  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool,  when  no  objection  what- 
ever was  made  to  this  Bill.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Ewart)  treat  it  as  a  job. 
[Mr.  Ewart  did  not  so  treat  it.^  He  un- 
derstood, from  what  the  hon.  Member 
said,  that  he  regarded  it  as  a  job  of  the 
Corporation*  If  he  thought  .it  a  job, 
he  would  be  the  last  man  to  vote 
for  it.  If  the  Corporation  had  it  in 
trust  to  make  provision  for  the  clergy, 
they  must  do  so  in  this  or  in  some  other 
way.  He  was  not  disposed  to  deny  the 
respectability  of  the  opposing  party,  but 
he  did  deny  their  numbers;  and  as  a  proof 
that  thatopinion  on  the  subjecthad  changed 
in  some  quarters,  he  might  mention,  tibat 
the  petition  against  it,  intrusted  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Ewart), 
bad  since  been  withdrawn  from  his  hands, 
Mr.  Sheil  thought  that  a  decisive  an- 
swer might  be  given  to  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill,  from  the  mere  fact  stated  by  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  Corporation  of  Liver- 
pool held  funds  in  trust  for  the  payment 
of  the  clergy.  If  so,  why  were  the  in- 
habitants generally  to  be  called  upon  to 
contribute,  and  moreover  to  pay  two-thirds 
of  the  expense  of  maintaining  the  pro- 
posed police  ?  All  that  the  rectors  could 
claim  by  law  was  400^.  a  year ;  but  this 
was  an  attempt  to  saddle  the  inhabitants 
of  Liverpool  with  350/.  a-;ear  in  addition. 
He  was  assured  bv  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool,  that  tne  inhabitants  at  large 
were  averse  to  the  measure;  and  wny 
could  not  the  matter  rest  until  the  Bills 
to  regulate  Municipal  Corporations  and 
Church-rates  were  before  the  House? 
An  inquirv  had  been  made  into  the  several 
Municipal  Corporations,  and  a  measure 
for  the  reform  of  those  institutions  was 
actually  in  readiness.  Under  such  circum- 
stances he  could  not  but  consider  this 
Bill  as  a  sort  of  pious  fraud  and  holy 
device  for  the  benefit  of  the  Liverpool 
Corporation  and  Church.  Why  not  let 
the  matter  rest  until  the  Corporation  Bill 
was  introduced  ?  Where  was  the  neces- 
lity  for  this  baste?    He  would  teU  the 


House,  this  was  a  specimen  of  the  expe- 
dients which  Corporations  at  this  moment 
were  disposed  to  adopt  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  the  law,  and  frustrating  the  effect 
of  the  anticipated  Reform.  He  had  only 
lately  received,  from  the  party  on  whom 
the  utmost  reliance  could  be  placed,  a 
statement  that  the  Corporation  of  Lincoln 
had  met  to  consider  the  adoption  of 
measures  for  the  speedy  disposal  of  the 
Corporate  Property.  It  was  proposed  lo 
convert  the  whole  into  freehold  property, 
and  thereby  withdraw  it  from  the  opera- 
tion of  any  reform.  Again,  calling  to 
mind  the  non-necessity  of  hastening  this 
Bill,  and  the  certainty  of  a  Corporation 
Measure  being  shortly  introduced,  calling 
to  mind  also  the  injustice  which  this  Bill 
would  commit  on  the  Dissenters,  he  did 
hope  that  its  further  progress  would  not 
be  pressed,  or  if  it  were,  that  bon.  Mem- 
bers would  join  with  him  in  opposing  it. 

Lord  StoMley  could  not  but  think,  not- 
withstanding the  impassioned  address 
which  had  been  delivered  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tipperary,  that  the 
House  would  fall  into  the  very  error 
against  which  he  had  cautionea  them, 
that  of  coming  to  a  precipitate  and  un- 
advisable  conclusion,  if  they  departed  from 
the  ordinary  course  of  proceeding,  and 
determined  to  reject  this  Bill  upon  the 
second  reading.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  the  adoption  of  such  a  course  would 
be  far  more  precipitate  than  if  they  allowed 
the  assertions  on  one  and  the  other  side 
to  be  thoroughly  sifted  and  canvassed  by 
the  tribunal  to  which  it  was  proposed  to 
refer  the  consideration  of  the  Bill.  He 
much  regretted  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  should  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  mix  up  with  the  immediate  Question 
before  them  topics  of  a  general  nature, 
certainly  only  calculated  for  a  discussion 
upon  dorporate  Reform,  and  for  those 
important  and  extensive  measures  of 
which  he  understood,  and  which  he  sin- 
cerely hoped,  would  speedily  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  by  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his  address, 
had  affirmed  that  a  vast  proportion  of  the 
people  of  Liverpool  was  opposed  to  this 
Bill.  Now,  that  was  a  point,  he  submitted, 
which  would  more  properly  and  more  fairly 
come  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com« 
mittee.  So  far  as  the  House  was  yet  ac« 
quainted  with  the  fact,  it  derived  its 
knowledge  from  the  assertion  of  the  boa, 


SI 


Liverpool  Police, 


{Mat  32} 


Lumrpool  Police, 


n 


and  leirned  Member,  sod  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber sometioiee  made  assertions  merely  by 
way  of  rhetorical  flourish.  Now  these 
were  the  facts  which  were  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  House.  Oat  of  the  whole 
body  of  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool 
•nly  thirty-four  persons  recorded  their 
▼otes  against  this  Bill,  and  on  another 
occasion  sixteen  Testrymen,  haying  thought 
fit  to  petition  against  the  Bill,  gave  such 
displeasure^ to  their  constituents,  that  at 
the  next  vestry  meeting  they  were  removed 
from  their  offices,  and  supplanted  by  others 
whose  support  bad  been  given  to  the 
measure.  The  whole  number  consisted  of 
eighteen ;  of  these  sixteen  were  hostile  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  they  without 
any  difficulty  were  removed,  and  sixteen 
supporters  of  the  principle  elected  in  their 
place.  At  this  parish  election,  be  it  more- 
over remembered,  the  votes  were  not  given 
according  to  the  amount  of  property,  but 
upon  the  most  approved  basis  of  equality. 
So  much  for  the  public  opinion  of  Liver- 
pool in  regard  to  tl)e  matter,  and  for  the 
vast  preponderance  of  opposition,  and  for 
the  consequent  necessity  of  throwing  out 
the  Bill,  and  leaving  all  to  the  coming 
measure  of  Corporate  Reform.  With 
regard  to  the  Church-rates  of  Liverpool, 
this  was  a  very  peculiar  case.  It  was  ad- 
mitted so  to  be  bv  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Lord  John  Russell),  and  by  the 
noble  Ijord  who  formerly  filled  the  office 
of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Lord 
Althorp) ;  and  it  was  stated  by  them  that 
if  the  Ministerial  measure  relating  to 
Church-rates  were  approved  of  and  passed, 
it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  make 
certain  provisions  for  meeting  the  specific 
case  of  Liverpool,  where  there  was  no  en- 
dowment for  the  clergy.  Under  these 
circumstances,  and  there  being  a  general 
desire  for  the  improvement  of  the  police, 
it  was  determined  both  by  the  parish  and 
the  Corporation  to  send  up  a  Bill  to  Par- 
liament,comprising  provisions  for  improving 
the  police,  and  also  for  putting  an  end  to 
the  difficulty,  which  existed  in  reference 
to  the  local  Church-rates.  What  course 
did  they  takef  Why,  they  agreed  upon 
their  terms,  and  then  asked  to  go  before 
the  ordinary  tribunal,  by  which  they  well 
knew  every  provision  in  their  Bill,  from 
first  to  last,  must  be  searchingly  sifted 
and  examined.  What  course  could  be 
fairer  and  more  likely  to  give  satisfaction 
.(0  alii  ^*Bttt  S0|"  $dkj%  the  boOf  and 


learned  Member  for  Tipperary ;  **  I  will 
not  allow  this.  I  call  on  this  House  not 
to  act  precipitately ;  therefore,  I  call  on 
them  to  throw  out  ihe  Bill  precipitately.'' 
Could  the  House  really  believe  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  bad  fairly 
and  candidly  stated  the  ground  on  which 
he  wished  the  House  to  throw  out  the 
Bill  at  once  ?  Was  not  the  real  fact  this  ? 
It  was  felt  that  by  the  Bill  which  had 
been  agreed  to  both  by  the  inhabitants 
and  Corporation  of  Liverpool,  a  greater 
degree  of  firmness  and  stability  would  be 
given  to  the  very  moderate  provision  of 
the  clergy  of  a  large  and  increasing  popu-* 
lation.  On  that  ground  it  was  that  the 
House  was  called  upon  not  to  act,  and 
yet  to  act,  with  precipitance,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  completion  of  a  beneficial  and 
satisfactory  measure.  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Liverpool  ought  not  to  spend 
their  funds  for  the  benefit  of  the  Established 
Church,  he  begged  to  remind  the  hon« 
and  learned  Member  that  the  Corporation 
held  a  considerable  portion  of  their  pro- 
perty on  a  grant  in  trust  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  them  more  adequately  to  pro- 
vide for  the  Clergy  of  the  Established 
Church,and  of  remunerating  those  spiritual 
services  on  which,  from  the  increase  in 
population,  the  calls  were  now  more  fre- 
quent and  onerous.  Against  this  grant 
not  a  single  voice  had  been  raised,  either 
by  Dissenter  or  any  other,  since  the  year 
1752  up  to  the  present  period.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  act  with  such  injustice 
as  to  postpone  indefinitely  tlie  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  but  would  allow  it  to 
go,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  proceeding, 
to  a  Committee,  where  the  details  would 
be  properly  discussed.  He  would  readiU 
admit  that  this  measure  ought  not  to  clash 
with  the  Corporation  measure  about  to  be 
introduced,  and  therefore  he  should  hope 
that  his  noble  Friend  would  see  the  fair- 
ness and  expediency  on  all  accounts  of 
not  pressing  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 
until  he  was  acquainted  with  the  Minis^ 
terial  plan  of  Corporate  Reform.  This 
was  the  equitable  way  of  proceeding.  He 
wished  for  nothing  out  of  the  oidinary 
course  of  legislation.  He  onlv  pressed  for 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  because  to 
the  principle  no  substantial  objection  had 
been  made,  and  in  regard  to  the  details  a 
Committee  was  the  proper  tribunal  for 
examining  tbeiOf 
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Mr.  Shed:  I  rise,  Sir,  to  explaia  ooe 
circumstance  relating  to  the  Bill,  and  not, 
of  course,  to  answer  the  very  unprovoked 
— [  Cheers  interrupted  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  the  conclusion  of  the  sen-- 
tence  was  lost.]  Perhaps  I  have  no  right 
to  advert  to  what  I  do  not  call  a  wanton 
attack,  but  certainly  a  venomous  one. — 
[Cries  of  "  Spoke,  spoke,**  and  "  Order  T] 
— I  know  I  have  no  right  to  speak  again. 
I  feel  that.  But  upon  other  occasions 
other  individuals  who  have  been  attacked 
have  been  allowed  to  make 

Lord  Stanley:  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man allow  me  to  interrupt  him,  and  assure 
bim  that  if  I  have  used  one  word  person- 
ally painful  to  bis  feelings,  such  was  not 
my  intention? 

M.T,SheU:  Oh !  the  words  of  the  noble 
Lord  are  like  the  spear  of  Achilles ;  they 
wound  with  one  end  and  heal  with  the 
other. — [**  Spoke.**]-^!  must  explain.  The 
noble  Lord  says,  that  I  made  assertions  on 
my  own  authority — assertions  which  he, 
calls  rhetorical  flourishes,  and  which,  he 
adds,  I  am  in  the  habit  of  making.  I  say 
that  it  is  a  wanton  provocation.  I  say  that 
I  made  no  assertions  on  my  own  authority. 
The  assertions  were  those  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  and  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton.  The  noble 
Lord  forgets  those  hon.  Members,  and 
attributes  them  only  to  me. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis :  I  rise  to  order.     I 

t)ut  it  to  the  Chair,  whether  the  hon.  and 
earned  Member  is  not  at  this  moment 
making  a  distingt  speech  ?  1  believe  that 
this  is  against  the  rules  of  the  House. 

The  Speaker  was  understood  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  in  explaining  that  he 
had  not  made  assertions  on  his  own 
authority,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  so  far  in  order.  Beyond  that  he  had 
not  gone,  nor  would  he  be  in  order  if  he 
did. 

Mr.  SheU:  I  bow  willingly  to  your 
decision,  Sir,  however  I  may  think  I  suffer 
by  it. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  rose  amidst  some 
confusion  — I  never  heard  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber after  receiving  an  apology  like  that 
of  my  noble  Friend,  make  use  of  such 
an  adjective  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  used.  I  never  knew  any 
hon.  Member  persevere — [Mr.  Sheil  again 
rose,  but  cries  of  ''Order,  compelled  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  resume  his 
0eat.]- 

lAx.Fim:  Is  thehoD.  Baronet  in  order? 
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Sir  Robert  Inglis:  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  know  me  if  be  thinks  he  can  so 
easily  put  me  down.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  is  the  first  individual  in  my 
memory,  and  I  hope  he  will  be  the  last, 
who,  after  such  an  apology  as  that  made 
by  my  noble  Friend,  with  his  accustomed 
feelings  of  high  honour,  should  again  and 
again  have  stated  what  he  has.  i  say  this 
not  in  particular  justification  of  my  noble 
friend,  but  as  I  would  have  said  had  any 
other  hon.  Member  been  placed  in  similar 
circumstances.  An  hon.  Member  makes 
a  remark,  which  appearing  to  give  pain  to 
another  he  immediately  retracts ;  and  yet» 
notwithstanding  this  apology,  the  other 
hon.  Mefaiber  persists  in  declaring  that  he 
has  been  attacked,  and  that  to  such  an 
attack  he  will  reply.  To  a  scene  of  this 
description,  so  discreditable  to  the  dignity 
and  order  of  our  proceedings,  is  it  not 
essential  that  some  stop  should  be  put? 
I  will  now.  Sir,  advert  to  the  subject  im- 
mediately before  us.  I  was  certainly  not 
the  person  who  diverted  the  attention  of 
the  House  from  that  subject,  and  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  rose  to 
instruct  us  I  did  not  know,  this  being  a 
Committee  of  Supply  day,  but  that  he 
would  take  some  opportunity  of  adverting 
to  that  notice  which  he  lately  gave.  I 
cannot  now  but  feel  that  he  might  with 
some  consistency  have  left  the  matter  to 
hon.  Members  more  directly  connected 
with  such  a  local  question— particularly 
a  question  involving  the  very  point  in 
respect  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  necessarily  ignorant. 

Mr.  Wilks  begged  to  express  his  hope 
that,  notwithstanding  the  eloquent  appeal 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  House  would  not 
allow  this  Bill  to  proceed  further,  opposed 
as  it  was  to  the  feelings  of  the  majority  of 
the  most  wealthy  and  respectable  inhabi- 
tants of  the  town  of  Liverpool.  The 
House  ought  to  recollect  that  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  that  town  were  dissenters 
from  the  Established  Church,  4ind,  there- 
fore, they  ought  not  to  be  astonished 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  was 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  when  they  knew  that 
2-8th8  of  the  population  were  of  the  same 
persuasion  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. It  was  also  to  be  recollected  that  the 
Dissenters  of  Liverpool  considered  them- 
selves as  placed  in  a  state  of  peculiar  op- 
pression, and  complained  greatly  of  the 
violation  of  their  rights.  The  Corporation 
of  Liverpool  bad  a  council;  consisting  of 
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64 ;  and,  though  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts  had  been  repealed,,  not  a  Dissenter 
had  as  yet  been  admitted  into  it.  They 
had  not  allowed  one  Member  of  any  sect 
except  th(\t  of  the  Church-of- England,  to 
become  one  of  their  Corporation,  though 
twenty-three  of  the  Bankers  and  Mer- 
chants of  Liverpool  were  Dissenters.  The 
truth  was,  that  this  Bill,  bearing  the  name 
of  the  Liverpool  Day- Police  Bill,  was 
framed  for  the  purpose  of  giving  a 
permanent  appropriation  of  the  public 
money  to  the  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Charch — although  the  Corporation  was 
bound  to  provide  for  them  out  of  the  pro- 
perty entrusted  to  them  for  that  very  pur- 
pose. On  the  showing  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  was  the  case.  Then,  he  asked,  how 
could  the  Corporation  account  for  their 
conduct  in  the  past  century — during 
which  the  salary  paid  to  the  rectors  and 
curates  had  been  paid,  not  out  of  the 
property  in  trust,  but  out  of  the  pockets 
of  Dissenters  and  Roman  Catholics? 
Under  these  circumstances  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  consent  to  the  further 
progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Mark  Phillips  protested  against 
Church  matters  being  surreptitiously  in- 
troduced into  a  Police  Bill,  and  the  entail- 
ment of  this  charge  upon  the  people  of 
Liverpool* 

Lord  Sandon  begged  permission  to 
explain  that  the  Bill  stated  in  the  title 
that  it  was  to  provide  for  the  improvement 
of  the  Town  Police,  and  for  the  payment 
of  an  annual  sum  for  the  parochial  clergy 
of  Liverpool. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  would  assure  the 
House^  as  some  allusion  had  been  made  to 
the  Corporation  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, that  when  its  affairs  were  brought 
forward  the  corporate  authorities  would  be 
found  to  have  acted  with  the  greatest 
purity. 

Dr.  Bowring  begged,  as  a  Dissenter,  to 
protest  against  the  opprobrium  which  t\ie 
hon.  Baroaet  opposite  sought  to  throw 
upon  those  who  differed  from  his  own  reli- 
gious creed.  He  would  not  intrude  upon 
the  House  further  than  to  protest  against 
that  House  being  set  up  as  a  religious 
tribunal. 

Mr.  (yConnell  rose  to  protest  against 
the  Bill,  on  behalf  of  a  number  of  the 
contributors  to  the  fund  which  the  Bill 
proposed  to  dispose  of.  The  city  which 
he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  represented  was  a 
great  contributor  to  the  Corporation  fnnds 


of  the  town  of  Liverpool.     He  protested 
against    the    Bill,   because    there    were 
45,000~>he   was     told    62,000--Roman 
Catholics  resident  in  Liverpool,  not  one 
of  whom  had  ever  been  admitted  into  the 
Corporation  of  that  town.     There  were 
also  an  immense  number    of  Protestant 
Dissenters  resideiit  in  the  town,  not  one 
of  whom  had  e^er  yet  been  admitted  into 
the  Corporation  ;   and  yet  charges  of  bi- 
gotry were  constantly  heard  against  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  oppressors  and 
the    exclusionists.     He  was  not,  indeed, 
much  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
take  a  fancy  to  a  Bill  which  included  at 
once  provisions  for  police   and  parsons; 
but    he     (Mr.    O'Connell)       submitted 
the  Bill  was  a  fraud  upon  the   House. 
There  was  not  one  word  about  the  clergy 
in  the  recital.     In  the  title  it  was  true 
there  was  a  slight  mention  of  theoi ;  but 
neither  in  the  recital  nor  the  preamble  was 
the  slightest  allusion  made  to  them.  Until 
you  came  to  the  13th  page  of  the  Bill  not 
one  word  was  said  about  the  clergy.     In 
the  14th  page  of  the  Bill  the  clergy  were 
introduced ;  but  under  what  head    were 
they  introduced?— ^how  was  the  attention 
of  the  House  directed  to  their  introduc- 
tion?   They  were  introduced  under  the 
head  of  **  Limitations  of  Actions".     How 
could  a    parson    grow    up    under    that 
clause?    He  had  certainly  heard  of  the 
precedent  of  a  Turnpike  Bill,  in  which  a 
Bristol  Magistrate  obtained  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  clause  to  enable  him  to  send  his 
slaves  from  one  island  to  another  in  the 
West  Indies  in  spite  of  any  local  act  to 
the  contrary.    The  present  Bill  appeared 
to  furnish   an  instance  of  a  similar  exer- 
cise of  ingenuity.     Here  the  day  police 
of  the  town  were  mixed  up  with  the  par- 
sons of  the  town;  and  this  was  done  be- 
cause it  was  said  that  the  Corporation 
had  funds  in  trust  for  the  clergy.     They 
did  not  want  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  ex- 
ecute the  trust,    but  they  did  want  an 
Act  of  Parliament  to  evade  it,  by  throw- 
ing the  burden  upon  others.    There  was 
not  one  word  about  the  trust  in  the  Bill—- 
it  was  entirely  omitted.    There  was  some- 
thing oratorical  in  stating  that  34  only 
voted  against  the  Bill,  and  on  the  other 
side  keeping  back  the  equally  important 
fact  that  only  63  voted  for  it ;  and  when  it 
was  found  that  neither  Catholic  nor  Protest- 
ant had  ever  supported  it,  was  not  the 
House  to  be  convinced  by  the  assertions 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  near  him,  that  the 
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majority  of  the  people  of  Liverpool  were 
essentially  opposed  to  it  ?  "  It  is  an  at- 
tempt," exclaimed  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — '*  it  is  an  attempt  to  prevent 
the  reform  of  Corporations  which  we  have 
in  contemplation.  Yes,  all  of  us  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  many  on  the  other 
side  also,  are  prepared  for  a  measure  of 
Corporate  Reform ;  but  in  the  meantime 
this  Bill,  is  brought,  in  the  hope  that  it 
may  go  to  a  Committee,  and  that  by 
some  accident — such  things  have    hap- 

Eened  before — persons  who  have  not 
card  one  word  of  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
may  come  down  and  vote  in  its  favour. 
The  Bill  is  pressed  forward  now  in  the 
hope  that  63  persons  may  be  got  together 
again,  as  they  were  got  together  before, 
to  vote  for  the  Bill  whether  they  under- 
stand it  or  not.''  If  a  police  bill  were 
wanted,  why  not  introduce  a  police  bill  ? 
but  do  not,  under  the  name  of  a  police 
bill,  introduce  a  parson  bill — do  not  estab- 
lish the  unnatural  conjunction  of  thief- 
takers  and  partdns  in  the  same  measure. 
It  was  a  most  ridiculous  and  preposter- 
ous conjunction.  And  who  made  it  ri- 
diculous and  preposterous  ?  Was  it  he 
who  exposed  the  ridiculousness  and 
preposterousness  of  it,  or  was  it  he 
who  was  guilty  of  the  absurdity  of  propos- 
ing so  absurd  and  unnatural  a  conjunc- 
tion? He  knew  that  insinuations  were 
thrown  out  by  those  who  could  not  speak 
openly.  There  was  not  a  worse  habit  of 
persecution  than  that  of  insinuation.  If 
any  man  had  been  guilty  of  what  had 
been  foully  and  foolishly  stated  elsewhere, 
let  it  be  openly  and  manfully  avowed. 
He  alluded  not  to  any  who  sat  within  the 
House,  but  to  those  who  out  of  the  House 
had  stated  things  which  no  one  in  the 
house  would  dare  to  assert.  If  there 
were  any  truth  in  the  insinuations  to 
which  he  referred,  let  it  be  spoken  out 
manfully.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
would  merely  insinuate.  If  there  were 
such  an  insinuation  to  be  made,  let  it  be 
boldly  put  forth  in  words.  Until  it  were 
so  put  rbrth,  he  should  treat  it  with  sove- 
reign contempt. 

Mr.  Goulbum  observed  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  complained  grievously 
of  those  who  alluded  to  the  motives  of  the 
persons  who  conducted  public  measures, 
or  who  took  part  in  them  in  Parliament ; 
and  yet  the  whole  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  on  that  occa- 
sion bad  been  an  insinuation  of    mo- 


tives agaitist  those  who  brought  for- 
ward the  present  Bill.  Throughout  the 
whole  of  his  speech  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  insinuated,  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
to  obtain  surreptitiously  from  the  House 
a  provision  for  the  clergy  of  Liverpool, 
under  the  plea  of  providing  for  the  police 
of  that  town.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  asserted  that  there  was  no 
mention  of  the  clergy  in  the  early  part  of 
the  Bill;  but  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  condescended  to  read  the 
title  of  the  Bill,  he  would  there  have 
found  the  objects  of  the  Bill  expressly 
specified.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Liverpool,  had  read  the  title  of  the 
Bill  to  the  House ;  but  as  it  seemed  so 
soon  to  have  passed  from  the  recollection 
of  several  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  present,  he  might  perhaps  be  ex- 
cused if  he  ventured  to  read  it  again.  It 
was  entitled  '^  A  Bill  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  day  police  force  in  the  town  of 
Liverpool,  and  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  annual  sums  to  the  parochial  clergy.*^ 
But  then^  said  the  hon.  and  learned  uen-* 
tieman,  "  the  preamble  contains  not  one 
word  of  the  clergy."  What  was  the  fact? 
Why,  that,  instead  of  one,  there  were  two 
preambles — one  relating  to  the  police,  the 
other  to  the  clergy.  That  which  related 
to  the  payment  of  the  clergy,  not  only, 
stated  tnat  it  was  expedient  that  the  pay- 
ment should  be  made  to  the  clergy,  but 
entered  into  a  detail  of  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  which  rendered  the  pay- 
ment necessary.  And  that  being  the 
state  of  the  Bill,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  with  that  fact  before  him^ 
afler  imputing  to  those  who  advocated  the 
Bill  an  intention  to  act  surreptitiously^ 
concluded  by  a  laudable  lecture  upon  the 
impropriety  of  insinuating  motives.  The 
Question  before  the  House  was  simply 
this  :«— an  arrangement  had  been  entered 
into  by  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool  for 
the  establishment  of  a  day  police,  and 
for  the  payment  of  the  clergy.  They  de- 
sired the  House  to  consider,  in  Committee, 
whether  the  arrangement  into  wLicb  they 
proposed  to  enter  was  fair  and  proper; 
whether  the  funds  in  question  could  be 
fairly  and  ])roperly  applied  to  the  purposes 
mentioned  in  the  Bill.  In  tliat  shape  did 
the  question  come  before  them,  and  be 
(Mr.  Goulbnrn)  contended,  that  justice 
required  that  they  should  go  into  Com- 
mitteCi  and  inquire  whether  the  arrange- 
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ment  proposed  to  be  entered  into  by  tb 
inbabitants  should  be  affirmed  or  refused 
bv  the  House.  The  boo.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said,  "  No ! — I  will  not  hear 
the  parties  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House — I  will  not  entertain  the  proposi- 
tiouy  however  favourably  it  may  have  been 
received  at  Liverpool — I  will  crush  it  at 
the  outset,  lest  it  should  go  towards  the 
establishment  of  a  principle  which  I  should 
object  to."  Such  a  course  of  proceeding 
did  not  accord  with  his  (Mr.  Goulburn's) 
idea  of  fairness.  He  would  say,  ''  Go 
into  Committee !  inquire  whether  the 
Corporation  have  the  right  to  apply  these 
funds — whether,  if  so  applied,  they  will 
be  beneficial  to  the  town,  and  then  let  the 
House  determine  whether  the  Bill  shall 
pass  or  not." 

Mr.  0*Connell  rose  to  explain.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  checked  him, 
and  had  reproached  him  with  having  ac- 
cused others  of  having  made  insinuations 
that  they  would  not  clothe  in  the  words 
of  a  direct  charge ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  also  accused  him  of  mak- 
ing or  insinuating  charges  against  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  out.  of  the  House. 
He  had  insinuated  no  charge.  The  differ- 
ence between  an  insinuation  and  a  direct 
charge  was  precisely  the  course  that  he 
took.  Re  made  no  insinuation  against 
the  parties ;  he  charged  them  directly. 
As  to  what  he  had  said  about  the  pre- 
amble,  if  anybody  would  look  to  the  Bill 
itself,  they  would  at  once  perceive  what 
he  had  alluded  to.  What  he  (Mr. 
0*Connell)  had  said  was,  that,  up  to  pa|;e 
12  of  the  Bill  there  was  no  mention  of  the 
clergy ;  nor  was  there.  In  the  13th  page, 
in  the  middle  of  a  section,  entitled  **  Li- 
mitations of  Actions/'  for  the  first  time, 
by  a  rhetorical  flourish,  was  a  preamble 
relative  to  the  clergy  introduced.  That 
was,  certainly,  a  queer  way  of  introducing 
a  preamble. 

Mr.  Goutburn :  What  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  was,  that  there 
was  an  intention  to  take  persons  by  sur- 
prise in  introducing  a  question  for  the 
payment  of  the  clergy  in  a  Bill  which  pro- 
fessed to  be  for  the  establishment  of  a 
day  police.  In  reply  to  that,  he  (Mr. 
Ooulburn)  stated,  and  he  repeated,  that 
the  title  of  the  Bill  distinctly  denoted  the 
whole  object  of  the  Bill ;  and  that  al- 
though the  preamble  to  the  first  part  re- 
lated only  to  the  police,  yet  that  there 
was  a  second  preamble  setting  forth  the 


whole  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  as  regarded 
the  clergy. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  (as  we  understood) 
congratulated  the  Government  on  the  now 
avowed  accession  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  said, — *^  The  mea- 
sures of  Corporate  Reform  which  wa 
contemplate.*' 

Mr.  Potter  had  always  thought  that  the 
preamble  of  a  Bill  stood  upon  the  first 
page ;  but  in  the  present  instance  it  seemed 
it  would  be  necessary  to  wade  to  the  Idth 
page  before  more  than  one-half '  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill  could  be  discovered. 

On  the  question  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time,  the  House  divided:  Ayet 
185;  Noes  171;  Majority  14. 


List  ^f 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Angerstetn,  J. 
Baioes,  Edward 
Barnard,  George 
Barroir,  H.  W. 
Beauclerck,  Major 
Betlewy  R.  M« 
Berkeley,  Capt. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackburn,  John 
Bowriog,  Dr. 
Brady,  Dennis  C. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  Kt.  Hn.  D. 
Buckingham,  J.  S« 
Buller,  Charles 
Burden,  W.  W. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Cobbett,  W. 
Cockerell,  Sir  C. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cartels,  Herbert  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Dennistoun,  Alex. 
Divett,  E. 
Duncombe,  T.  3. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J. 
Dunlop,  Colin 
Edwanls,  Colonel 
Elphinstone,  Howard 
Evans,  George 
Evans,  Colonel 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Fergus^  John 
Fielden»  J. 
Finn,  W.  T. 


the  Noes, 

Fitzsimon,  C 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Folkes,  Sir  Wm. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Gisborne,T« 
Goring,  H. 
Grattan,  J. 
Grote,  O. 
Gully,  J. 
Hall,  Benjamin 
Harvey,  D.W. 
Hay,  Colonel  L. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
HaweSy  B. 
Heathcote,  R.  £• 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heron,  Sir  R« 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodges^  T.  L. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  John 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
Kennedy,  J. 
King,  £.  B. 
Langton^  W.  G. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,C.  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Lushington,  C. 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
MCaoce,  J. 
Macleod,  R. 
Macnamara,  Major 
Maher,  J* 
Mangles,  J. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marslandi  H. 
Maulei  Hon.  Fox 
Metbaen^  P. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Mostyn,  Hon.  £.  M. 
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Mosgrave,  Sir  R. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 

O'ConnelU  D. 
0*ConneU,  Morgan 
O'Connel),  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Maurice 
O'Connor,  Feargus 
O'Dwyer,  C. 
O'Loghlen,  Sergeant 
Ord.  W.  H. 
Ord,  W. 
Palmer,  General 
Parker,  J. 
Parrott,J. 
Parry,  Colonel 
Paulson,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Potter,  R. 
Power,  J. 
Power,  P. 
Pryme,  G. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  W. 
Roche,  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Rolfe,  R-  M. 
Ronayne,  D. 
Rundle,  J. 
Rnthyen,  £. 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Scrope,  P. 
Seale,Col. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  J. 
Speirs,  A.  G. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 


Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Steuart,  R^ 
Strutt,  £. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Taifourd,  Sergeant 
Tennyson,  Rt.  Un.  C. 
Thomely,T. 
Tooke,  W. 

Trelawney,  Sir  W.L.S. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Villieis,  C.  P. 
Walker,  R. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Westenra,  Colonel 
Westenra,  Hon.  H*  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Williams,  W, 
Wilks,  S. 
Wilraot,SirE. 
Wood,C. 
Wrightton,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Young,  G.  F. 

Tellers. 

Ewart,  W\ 
Sheil,  R.  L. 

PAIRED  OFT. 

Clay,  W. 
Tynle,  C  J.  K. 
Hutt,  W. 
Carter,  B. 
Codrington,  Sir  E. 
North,  F. 


Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Conduct  of  Public  Business.]  Mr. 
Cobbett  rose  to  complain  of  the  irregu- 
larity  and  uncertainty  with  which  public 
business  was  generally  conducted. 

The  Speaker  informed  the  hon.  Member 
that  there  was  no  question  before  the 
House,  and  it  was  irregular  for  him  to 
proceed,  unless  he  meant  to  conclude 
with  a  motion. 

Mr.  Cobbett — Then,  Sir,  I  will  make  a 
Motion.  The  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  he 
roust  observe,  were  expressly  bound  to 
gi?e  the  House  every  explanation  they 
could  reasonably  require ;  and  so  to  con- 
duct the  public  business  as  to  enable  them 
to  understand  its  progress,  and  to  transact 
it  most  conveniently.    With  the  present 


Ministry,  however,  there  was  no  knowing^ 

what  was  to  be  done.  First  they  brought 
forward  the  Navy  Estimates,  thcjn  the 
Civil  Contingencies;  then  they 'left  the 
Civil  Contingencies  and  took  a  dip  at  the 
Army  Estimates.  Well :  the  House  might 
reasonably  have  expected  that  they  would 
have  proceeded  with  the  Army  Estimates 
until  they  were  completed — no  such  thing ; 
to-night  they  were  to  go  on  with  the 
Navy  Estimates,  and  perhaps  before  they 
6nished  them  they  would  be  called  upon 
to  proceed  with  something  else — he  knew 
not  what.  He  would,  therefore,  move  the 
following  resolution: — *'That  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  that  when  an  Esti- 
mate of  any  description  is  presented  to  the 
House,  the  moving  of  all  the  votes  in  that 
estimate  should  be  continued  until  the 
estimate  be  concluded." 

Lord  John  Russell  was  sorry  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member; 
but  as  he  considered  that  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  placing  an  undue  limit  to  the 
discretion  of  Ministers,  he  felt  himself 
obliged  to  resist  it. 

Resolution  negatived. 

Dissenters'  Marriages.]  Sir  Robt* 
Peel  begged  to  ask  what  course  was  to  be 
pursued  with  respect  to  business,  as  there 
were  several  Orders  of  the  Day  equally 
important,  the  first  of  which  was .  the 
Dissenters*  Marriages  Bill,  which  stood 
for  a  second  reading  ?  He  had  brought 
in  that  measure  as  a  Member  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in. concert  with  the 
rest  of  his  colleagues.  He  then  thought, 
and  he  conceived  the  House  could  enter- 
tain no  doubt,  that  it  was  a  measure  the 
conduct  of  which  ought  to  be  undertaken 
by  the  Executive.  At  the  same  time,  as 
he  had  reason  to  believe,  from  some  dis- 
cussion which  took  place  upon  the  intro- 
duction of  that  Bill,  that  there  would  be 
no  very  marked  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  the  principle  on  the  second  reading, 
he  thought  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
drop  the  order  altogether,  and  at  once 
abandon  the  charge  of  it.  If,  however, 
his  Majesty's  Government  contemplated 
any  alteration  in  that  Bill  which  would 
materially  vary  its  character,  he  thought 
it  quite  clear  that  the  second  reading 
ought  to  be  proposed  by  them,  and  that 
they  should  fix  a  convenient  day  for  that 
purpose.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  ascer- 
tain the  noble  Lord's  intentions  with 
reference  to  that  measure.    Of  coune  the 
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mail)  character  of  the  Bill  must  depend 
upon  its  details — and  if  the  noble  Lord, 
approving  of  the  principle,  proposed  to 
make  any  alteration  in  those  details,  he 
would  then  deliver  up  the  charge  of  the 
measure  to  him,  as  the  representative  of 
the  Executive  in  that  House.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  all  probability,  had  made  up  his 
mind  upon  the  subject,  and  would  be  able 
to  state  whether  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  that 
night,  or  to  adjourn  the  second  reading  to 
some  future  day.  If  there  was  no  objec- 
tion taken  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  or 
if  Gentlemen  were  willing  to  take  the 
discussion  in  a  future  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, he  was  willing  to  move  the 
second  reading  pro  formd.  He  believed 
an  hon.  Member  opposite  had  a  notice  on 
the  paper  which  affected  the  very  existence 
of  the  Bill.  He  was  not  aware  whether  it 
were  the  hon.  Member's  intention  to  per- 
severe in  that  motion,  or  whether  he  would 
waive  his  objection  until  the  measure 
came  to  be  considered  in  Committee. 

Mr.  Kennedy  was  desirous  of  stating, 
that  he  had  understood  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  bring  forward  the 
Bill  ^in,  but  that  another  would  be 
substituted  by  the  present  Government. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  had  with- 
drawn his  notice ;  and  as  he  had  assigned 
this  as  his  reason  fpr  doing  so  to  several 
persons  who  had  applied  to  him  on  the 
subject,  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  persevere.  Many  petitions  had 
been  prepared  against  the  measure,  but 
they  had  not  been  forwarded,  on  the  un- 
derstanding and  for  the  reasons  he  had 
already  stated. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
bad,  perhaps,  better  means  of  ascertaining 
'what  the  intentions  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  than  he  possessed.     He 
certainly  did  not  understand  that  they 
inlended  to  abandon  the  measure  alto- 
^tber,  and  he  was  sure  that  he  had  never 
aatborised  the  hon.  Gentleman,  by  any 
act  of  his,  to  suppose  that  he  meant  to 
pve  it  up.    At  the  same  time,  if  the  Mi- 
nisters thought  it  expedient  to  drop  this 
Bill,   and  to  introduce  another  entirely 
differing  in  its  character,  he  had  no  wish 
to  press  the  second  reading.    If,  on  the 
other  hand,  they,  approving  of  the  prin- 
ciple*/ intended  to  modify  it  by  alteration 
in  detail,  he  was  ready  to  give  it  up  to 
them. 

Mr.  Kennedy  certainly  had  neither  the 
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authority  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  or  of 
any  Member  of  the  Government,  for  the 
impression  he  had  just  stated ;  but  it  was 
his  general  impression,  nevertheless.  His 
idea  of  what  his  Majesty's  Ministers  in- 
tended to  do,  was  derived  entirely  from 
the  tenor  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  in 
Devonshire. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  quite  certain  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  under  the 
impression  he  had  just  stated.  He  only 
wished  to  add,  on  his  own  behalf,  that 
when  the  Bill  stood  for  a  second  reading 
before,  he  distinctly  expressed  his  wish 
that  the  Government  would  undertake  it. 
He  had,  therefore,  postponed  it — not  to  a 
distant  period,  but  to  a  day  by  which  he 
thought  it  likely  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  taken  his  seat  in  the  House.  He 
had  acted  thus  from  a  conviction  of  the 
expediency  of  passing  the  measure  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Lord  John  Russell  gave  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  full  credit  for  his  exertions  on  this 
important  subject,  but  must  say,  at  the 
same  time,  he  thought  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House  did  not  appear  likely  to  answer 
the  object  of  affording  practical  relief  to 
the  Dissenters  unless  considerable  altera- 
tions were  introduced  into  it.  He  believed 
that  such  was  also  the  impression  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  the  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  who  had  expressed 
his  doubts  on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
but  who  was  not  now  present  to  state  his 
opinion.  Since  the  measure  was  under 
discussion  on  a  former  occasion,  he  had 
not  had  sufficient  time  to  consider  the 
details  of  the  subject,  or  to  make  np  his 
mind  as  to  what  alterations  he  should 
propose  himself,  or  support  if  proposed  by 
other  Members.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
better  that  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
should  be  postponed  under  such  circum- 
stances ;  at  all  events,  whether  it  were  or 
not,  before  the  proceeding  could  reach 
another  stage,  he  would  communicate  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  whatever  altera- 
tions he  might  consider  necessary,  and 
then  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  either 
go  on  with  the  Bill  or  leave  the  question 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  he  was  cer- 
tainly prepared  to  propose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  and  support  it  in  its 
present  shape ;  but  the  noble  Lord's  pre- 
sent communication  was  sufficient  for  him 
as  to  what  ought  to  be  his  future  course, 
and,  therefore,  witb  the  noble  Lord's  per« 
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mission,  be  would  deliver  up  to  him  the 
charge  of  the  measure  altogether  for  the 
future.  At  the  same  time,  if  there  were 
no  objections  raised,  and  if  it  was  under- 
stood that  there  should  be  no  discussion 
on  the  present  occasion,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  move  the  second  reading  now, 
as  a  formal  proceeding. 

Mr.  Kennedy  observed,  that  he  had 
•given  notice  of  his  intention  to  propose  an 
Amendment  on  the  Bill  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House ;  but  it  was  not  now  neces- 
sary to  press  it.  He  approved  of  the  Bill 
on  this  subje<?t  which  was  proposed  last 
year  by  the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  the  main  parts  of  which  Bill 
had  been  embodied  in  the  present  mea- 
sure, and  under  such  circumstances  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  approve  of 
the  course  which  he  doubted  not  the 
noble  Lord  would  take,  and  was  content 
to  teave  the  matter  in  his  hands. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  only 
communication  he  recollected  to  have 
received  on  this  subject,  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Administration,  proceeded  from  a  large 
body  of  individuals  who  did  not  conceive 
it  expedient  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  but  were  content  to  have  there 
opinions  expressed  in  Committee. 

Mr.  Wilks  had  no  objection  to  the 
second  reading,  but  thought  that  the  Bill 
would  require  considerable  alteration  in 
Committee. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  would  be  extremely 
sorry  that  any  unnecessary  delay  should 
occur  in  the  progress  of  the  measure  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  and  repeated 
that,  with  a  view  to  remove  all  difficulty, 
he  was  willing  to  move  the  second  reading, 
pro  formdj  on  the  present  occasion,  and 
then  to  deliver  up  the  Bill  to  the  control 
of  Ministers. 

Mr.  Mark  Phillips  would  offer  no  ob- 
jection to  the  second  reading  under  such 
circumstances. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Kennedy  said,  that  the  Bill  in  its 
present  state  was  exceedingly  obnoxious 
to  the  feelings  of  the  Dissenters,  inasmuch 
as  it  tended  to  deprive  the  Ceremony  of 
Marriage  of  its  religious  character.  He 
thought  that  the  one  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Russell)  last  year  was  not 
open  to  the  same  objection. 

Mr.  Hume  was  of  opinion  that  the  right 


hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  acted 
wisely  in  leaving  the  conduct  of  the  Bill 
in  the  hands  of  the  present  Government, 
for  by  the  Government  alone  could  it  be 
properly  managed.  He  trusted,  that  the 
Government  would  propose  a  much  more 
comprehensive  measure  than  that  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
remove  all  grounds  for  discontent  on  the 
part  of  the  Dissenters,  by  placing  them 
on  the  same  level,  as  regarded  Civil  Rights 
with  the  Members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. He  believed  that  no  Bill  for  the 
regulation  of  Dissenters'  marriages  would 
g^ve  satisfaction,  unless  it  were  grounded 
on  some  measure  of  general  registration ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  much  better 
for  the  noble  Lord  to  refrain  from  making 
any  proposition  on  the  subject,  until  he 
should  be  in  a  situation  to  bring  forward 
such  a  comprehensive  measure  as  woukl 
settle  the  Question  for  ever. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  thought  he  should 
consult  the  wishes  of  the  House  by  not 
urging  any  objection  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  in  its  present  stage.  At  the  same 
time  be  reserved  to  himself  the  righbtyf 
opposing  it  at  a  future  period. 

Mr,  Pease  expresaed  a  hope  that  time 
would  be  given  to  allow  the  poblie  at 
large  to  become  perfectly  acquainted  with 
the  nature  and  effect  of  the  alterations 
which  it  was  the  intention  of  the  present 
Government  to  make  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Potter  was  of  opinion,  that  con* 
sidering  the  advanced  state  of  the  Session, 
it  would  be  well  to  allow  the  present  Bill 
to  drop  altogether.  No  Bill  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  satisfactory  to  the  Dissenters 
on  the  subject  of  marriage  nniess  it  were 
connected  with  a  general  registration. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  that  in  the  course 
of  his  professional  life  he  had  had  occasion 
to  turn  his  attention  to  the  subject  under 
discussion,  and  he  felt  convinced  that  the 
preparation  of  any  legislative  measure  with 
respect  to  it  must  be  attended  with  the 
greatest  possible  difficulties,  provided  due 
regard  was  paid  to  the  rights  of  the  Dts^ 
senters,  without  any  infringement  being  at 
the  same  time  made  on  the  rights  o(  the 
Established  Church.  In  his  humble  judg- 
ment, the  questions  of  Dissenters'  Mar- 
riages, of  Church«rates,  of  Tithes,  and  of 
Registration,  were  all  intimately  connected 
with  the  interests  both  of  the  Established 
Church  and  of  the  Dissenters,  and  be  felt 
perfectly  satisfied,  that  in  proportion  as 
more  comprehensive  views  were  taken  on 
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tkese  subjects,  the  moM  probable  it  was, 
that  the  House  would  be  able  to  legislate 
according  to  the  principles  of  justice  and 
expediency.  The  whole  of  those  questions 
were  closely  connected  with  one  another ; 
and  legislation  with  respect  to  any  one  of 
them  must  have  a  certain  effect  on  the 
fees  of  the  clergymen.  He  was,  therefore, 
of  opinion  that  if  the  Government  desired 
to  consider  these  great  questions  on  true 
and  statesmanlike  principles,  they  must 
look  at  their  united  operation,  and  regard 
them  as  parts  of  one  system;  and  not- 
withstanding that  there  existed,  in  the 
opinion  of  many  persons,  an  urgent  neces* 
sity  for  the  speedy  settlement  of  the  subject 
under  discussion,  he  thought  that  full 
time  ought  to  be  given  to  the  Government 
to  take  a  comprehensive  view  of  the  whole 
Question,  in  preference  to  bringing  In 
isolated  measures,  either  with  reference  to 
the  Dissenters'  Marriages,  Church-rates, 
Registration,  Church  Reform,  or  Commu- 
tation of  Tithes.  Now,  he  was  clearly  of 
opinion  that  the  Government  could  do 
nothing  with  regard  to  this  subject  in  the 
present  Session.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
some  hon.  Members  opposite  were  not 
aware  of  the  immense  difficulty  of  the 
work  of  legislation. 

Sir  jRofterl  Peel  begged  to  state  to  the 
Hon.  and  learned  Meml^r,  that  during  his 
absence  from  the  House  it  had  been  agreed 
thai  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  should 
be  taken  merely  as  a  matter  of  course, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  the  future  management 
of  it.  In  allowing  the  Bill  to  pass  through 
its  present  stage,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  not  be  precluded  f^om 
opposing  it,  if  he  so  thought  fit,  on  a 
future  occasion.  Many  Gentlemen  had 
left  the  House,  under  the  impression  that 
no  discussion  would  take  place  on  the 
principle  of  the  measure. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  that  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  discuss  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  but  merely  to  express  his  opinion 
with  respect  to  the  impossibility  of  legis- 
lating on  the  subject  at  present,  in  accor- 
dance with  a  comprehensive  and  statesman- 
like view  of  che  whole  Question.  With 
respect  to  the  Bill  before  the  House,  he 
would  not,  after  what  had  passed,  say  one 
word;  but  considering  the  advanced  period 
of  the  Session,  he  could  not  help  thinking, 
that  though  legislation  on  the  subject  was 
necessary,  delay  was  infinitely  heUer  than 
inconsiderate  and  crude  legislation.    The 


hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
observing  that  though  the  present  Bill 
might  be  liable  to  objections,  he  felt  gra- 
titude to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  the 
admission  of  the  important  principle  on 
which  it  was  founded. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  that  having  understood 
that  the  House  was  not  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he 
felt  greatly  surprised  at  some  of  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
which  almost  challenged  reply.  Still,  after 
the  understanding  that  had  been  come  to, 
he  (Mr.  Wilks)  should  feel  it  to  be  very 
improper  to  protract  thd  present  con- 
versation ;  but  he  must  take  the  liberty  of 
saying,  that  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman stood  in  the  same  situation  as  the 
Dissenters — if  he  were  labouring  under 
the  grievances  which  they  had  endured  for 
so  many  years — he  would,  in  all  proba- 
bility, be  very  reluctant  to  allow  of  any 
delay  in  the  adoption  of  measures  for  their 
removal. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply 
was  read. 

FoAEiOK  Secrbtart*  •*-  APPOIVT- 
MSHT  or  Lord  Palmbrbton.]  Lord 
Darlington :  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, whether  Lord  Palroerston  is  to 
be  created  a  Member  of  the  British  Peer- 
age, and  thereby  obtain  a  seat  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  or  whether  any  va- 
cancy is  likely  to  occur  in  this  House  to 
enable  him  to  procure  a  seat  here  ?  The 
public  know  nothing  upon  the  subject  ex- 
cept that  Lord  Palmerston  has  been  ga- 
zetted as  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  and  it  is  highly  important  that  the 
fact  should  be  understood.  If  the  noble 
Lord  answer  in  the  negative,  I  wish  to  ask 
him  whether  it  be  intended  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  continue  to  hold  the  situation 
as  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs* 
I  believe  it  is  perfectly  unusual  and  almost 
unprecedented  for  an  individual  not  in 
Parliament  to  hold  a  Cabinet  situation. 

Lord  John  Ruseell :  The  noble  Lord  has 
asked  me  several  questions,  all  of  them  of 
rather  an  extraordinary  and  novel  nature. 
One  is,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Crown  to  confer  the  dignity  of  the  peerage 
upon  a  certain  individual ;  the  next,  as  I 
should  understand  it,  is  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  any  Member  of  this  House  to 

C2 


39 


Aiyny  EsUmaiei, 


{COMMONS} 


Army  EstimaieSi 


40 


vacate  his  seat  for  that  individual,  or,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  suggests,  to 
vacate  in  that  individuaPs  favour  by  dying 
himself  [cheers  and  laughter].  The  ques- 
tion then  arises,  whether,  in  that  case,  any 
particular  body  of  constituents  would  be 
disposed  to  elect  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
been  referred  to,  as  their  representative  in 
this  House,  or  whether  they  would  choose 
some  other  Representative?  There  then 
arises  a  fourth  question,  or  a  fifth ;  whether 
supposing  none  of  those  things  to  happen, 
it  is  intended  that  Lord  Palmerston  shall 
then  continue  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  ?  Really  these  questions  are  of  so 
extraordinary  and  novel  a  nature,  that  I 
can  only  entreat  the  noble  Lord  to  bring 
forward  a  distinct  Motion  on  the  subject. 

Lord  Darlington :  Perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  will  allow  me  to  ask  him  another 
question.  The  noble  Lord  talks  of  novelty : 
is  it  novel,  or  is  it  not,  for  an  individual 
holding  the  office  of  Foreign  Secretary  to 
have  no  seat  either  in  this  or  the  other 
House  of  Parliament. 

Lord  John  Ru$sell :  I  can  only  say,  that 
if  the  state  of  things  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  complains  had  continued  for  any 
length  of  time,  these  might  be  very  proper 
questions ;  but  as  the  absence  of  I/)rd  Pal- 
merston is  merely  a  temporary  one,  I  must 
decline  giving  any  other  answer  than  that 
1  have  already  returned  to  the  noble  Lord. 

Here  the  matter  ended. 

Canada  Commissiok.]  Colonel  Silh 
thorp  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  report  that 
Colonel  Fox,  who  had  so  obligingly 
vacated  his  Seat  for  Stroud  in  favour  of  the 
noble  Lord,  was  to  be  transported  or  sent 
out  as  a  Commissioner  to  Canada? 

Lord  John  Russell  stated,  in  reply,  that 
the  Government  entertained  no  mtention 
whatever  of  sending  Colonel  Fox  as  a 
Commissioner  to  Canada. 

The  House  resolved  into  a  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Army  Estimates.]  On  the  Motion 
that  a  sum  not  exceeding  1 1 8,11  U.  4s.  6c(. 
be  granted  to  defray  the  charge  of  the  ge* 
neral  staff  officers, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  thought  the  charge  for 
the  staff enormons.  and  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
toattend  totherecommendationof  theselect 
Committee  on  the  subject?  The  Report 
of  that  Committee  was  dated  in  I83I,  and 


they  recommended  that  the  staff  of  the 
army  should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  staff  of  the  navy.  It  was  notorious 
that  in  the  British  Army,  certain  officers 
were  treated  with  partisility  and  favour ; 
and  one  half  of  the  whole  number  of  ge- 
neral officers  had  been  selected  from  the 
officers  of  the  household  troops.  If  the 
Commander-in-chief  of  the  army  was  un- 
willing to  alter  this  system,  it  became  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  express  their  strong 
disapprobation  of  it  The  question  next 
arose,  whether  the  Commander-in-chief, 
or  the  Secretary-at-war,  who  was  respon- 
sible to  that  House,  should  regulate  the 
amount  of  the  charge  for  the  army.  He 
regretted  to  say,  that  for  the  last  four  years 
the  Commander-in-chief  seemed  to  have 
been  the  master  of  the  Ministers.  Until 
the  period  when  Lord  Grey  became  Mi- 
nister, it  was  always  understood  that  the 
Commander-in-chief  should  be  a  person 
appointed  by,  and  politically  attached  to, 
the  Administration;  but  since  that  time 
something  had  taken  place  which  prevented 
that  rule  from  being  acted  upon.  The 
consequence  was,  that  the  expenses  of 
the  army  never  could  be  diminished,  and 
all  the  patronage  was  disposed  of  in  a  man. 
ner  hostile  to  the  interests  of  a  liberal  Mi- 
nistry. The  only  excuse  the  present  Go* 
vemment  had  for  not  making  a  change  in 
the  department  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  was,  that  they  had  scarcely  been 
long  enough  in  office  to  allow  of  their 
turning  their  attention  to  the  matter.  It 
had  been  admitted  by  two  Secretaries  at 
War,  (the  right  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
and  the  right  hon.  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control)  that  the  reductions  in  the  staff 
proposed  bv  the  Committee  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  might  be  carried  into  effect; 
and  he  wished  to  learn  from  the  noble 
Lord,  what  opinion  he  had  formed  with 
respect  to  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee. 

Lord  Viscount  Howick  stated,  that  there 
was  every  disposition  on  the  part  of  Go- 
vernment to  attend  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  and  especially 
to  that  part  of  it  respecting  the  staff  at 
head  quarters,  and  the  consolidation  of 
the  different  military  departments.  At 
that  moment,  however,  they  laboured  niw* 
der  difficulties,  owing  to  uie  short  time 
they  had  taken  office ;  he  need  hardly  say 
they  had  not  had  time  to  come  to  a  deter- 
mination on  the  points  ^Uaded  to  b^  Uie 
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hon.  Gentleman.  They  were  anxious,  if 
possible,  to  act  upon  the  principle  adopted 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cumberland  with  regard  tu  the  Navy — 
namely,  consolidating  the  different  depart- 
ments, provided  this  could  be  done  with 
advantage  to  the  service.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  chosen  to 
mix  up  with  his  advocacy  of  consolidation 
an  attack  upon  Lord  Hill,  respecting  the 
distribution  of  the  patronage  of  the  Army. 
He  had  not  had  much  experience  on  the 
subject,  but  he  believed,  from  all  that  he 
had  seen,  that  the  charge  was  not  borne 
out.  With  respect  to  any  difference  that 
might  exist  on  political  subjects  between 
Lord  Hill  and  the  present  Government,  he 
would  only  say,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
did  not  desire,  that  the  patronage  of  the 
Army  should  be  made  subservient  to  the 
support  of  the  Government.  They  only 
desired  that  the  patronage  of  the  Army 
should  be  distributed  in  such  a  way  as  to 
promote  the  good  of  the  service — in  the 
same  way,  indeed,  in  which  the  Navy  pa- 
tronage was  distributed  under  their  imme- 
diate direction.  He  hoped  and  believed 
that  the  sole  object  that  those  who  pos- 
sessed the  patronage  of  the  Army  had  in 
view,  was  to  promote  the  good  of  the  ser- 
vice, and  at  the  same  time  the  strictest 
economy  in  the  public  expenditure. 

Sir  Rufane  Donkin  felt  bound,  as  a  sol- 
dier, to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  honest 
and  impartial  manner  in  which  Lord  Hill 
had  distributed  the  patronage  of  the  army. 
He  believed  that  never,  for  one  moment, 
since  that  noble  Lord  had  taken  office  had 
he  given  way  to  private  feeling  or  political 
bias  in  his  distribution  of  the  army  pa- 
tronage at  his  disposal.  Although  opposed 
In  politics  to  Lord  Hill,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  impartiality 
always  manifested  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Cobbett  said,  that  the  nation  had 
just  right  to  complain  of  the  enormous 
number  of  officers  in  the  army.  Taking 
both  full-  and  half-pay,  there  was  an  offi- 
cer to  seven  men  and  three-quarters.  The 
people  looked  to  a  Reformed  Parliament 
for  a  reduction  of  the  expenditure,  but 
notwithstanding  it  had  existed  two  years, 
nothing  had  yet  been  done ;  and  if  they 
did  ^not  do  so,  the  people  would  cease  to 
look  to  the  Parliament  for  what  they 
chiefly  cared  for,  retrenchment,  and  as  a 
consequence  the  removal  of  the  burdens 
that  oppressed  them. 

Sir  Charles  JDalbiac  also  vindicated  the 


character  of  Lord  Hill.  He  was  satisfied, 
from  a  strict  examination  of  the  Ei^timates, 
that  the  consolidation  of  the  Army  and 
Ordnance,  as  well  as  the  consolidation  of 
the  various  civil  departments  of  the  Army, 
would  not  be  productive  of  those  advan- 
tages and  that  economy  anticipated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  if  the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  reformed  as  he  re- 
commended, the  Army  in  Ireland  could 
be  so  reduced  as  to  effect  a  saxing  to  the 
amount  of  one  million  annually ;  and  yet 
the  whole  charge  of  the  Army  in  Ireland, 
including  the  staff,  did  notexceed  840,000/. 
a- year. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  it  had  been  ob<^ 
jected  to  his  statement  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  economy  was  practicable,  that  the 
cost  of  the  Army  in  Ireland  was  only 
840,000/.;  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  this  sum  was  the  amount  of  the  mere 
pay  of  the  men.  What,  he  would  ask, 
became  of  the  expenses  of  the  artillery, 
commissariat,  and  other  departments  ? 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  might  send  forth  his 
venom  if  he  pleased ;  this  he  knew,  that  it 
would  not  affect  him.  The  hon.  Member 
first  said  he  had  nothing  to  charge  against 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Army, 
and  then,  with  a  peculiar  inconsistency, 
he  alleged  against  the  noble  Lord  that  his 
conduct  was  marked  by  partiality.  He 
believed  the  noble  Lord  to  be  incapable  of 
the  conduct  imputed  to  him,  but  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  made  that 
charge,  he  was  cheered  by  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  [Cheers,]  Oh  yes,  they  must 
cheer  him — **smilis  simili  gaudei^'* — birds 
of  a  feather — all  fowls  of  the  same  plu- 
mage. What  could  the  hon.  Member 
know  of  the  Army  ?  He  had  been  but  a 
short  time  in  India,  and  then  only  in  a 
medical  capacity.  He  thanked  God  that 
they  were  not  obliged  to  swallow  any  of 
the  hon.  Member's  physic. 

Mr.  Hume  had  just  one  remark  to  make. 
It  was  gratifying  to  him  to  think  that  there 
was  one  dose  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber and  his  Friends  had  swallowed,  which 
was  the  "  Russell  purge,''  and  it  had  been 
he  was  happy  to  say,  very  effectual. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  had  not  stated  a  single  in- 
stance of  the  partiality  he  had  charged. 
Those  who  supported  the  hon.  Member 
with  their  cheers^  should  support  him  with 
some  statements  of  fact» 
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Mr.  Finn  said^  Ministers  ought  not  to 
allow  their  political  powers  to  be  in  abey- 
ance ;  sach  had  not  been  the  course  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington.  They  had  the 
Church,  the  Army,  and  the  Corporations, 
arrayed  against  them ;  but  having  the  peo- 
ple with  them,  they  would  nevertheless 
maintain  a  fair  position,  if  they  gave 
power  only  to  those  by  whom  they  were 
supported. 

Mr.  Cobbett :  The  hon.  Member  argued 
that  because  Ministers  had  the  people  with 
them,  they  would  carry  all  before  them : 
but  they  had  not  the  people  with  them ; 
and  he  trusted  they  never  would  have,  till 
they  did  something  to  relieve  the  people. 
The  people  expected  that  some  of  the 
taxes  which  oppressed  them  should  be 
taken  off;  they  would  not  allow  them* 
selves  to  be  led  away  by  mere  professions. 
For  his  part,  he  saw  little  difference  be*- 
tween  the  Whigs  and  the  Tories.  The 
people  would  never  be  satisfied  till  they 
ceased  to  play  into  one  another's  hands — 
till  they  dissolved  partnership. 

Mr.  Feargus  O'Connor  must  declare,  in 
reply  to  what  had  just  been  stated,  that  it 
would  give  his  constituents  great  regret  to 
see  the  Gentlemen  who  now  occupied  the 
Ministerial  benches  displaced  by  a  Tory 
Government.  He  would  not,  in  their  sup- 
port, go  quite  the  length  of  voting  that 
black  was  white,  though  perhaps  he  would 
do  so  in  the  sense  that  was  meant  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  when  he  made 
that  declaration ;  but  he  certainly  would 
consent  to  receive  even  less  from  the  pre- 
sent than  he  would  be  contented  with 
from  a  Tory  Government,  because  he 
knew  the  difficulties  they  had  to  encoun- 
ter, and  that  they  would,  at  least,  put  an 
end  to  that  domestic  cruelty  which  had 
for  years  been  practised  in  Ireland. 

Lord  Howick  observed,  there  was  an 
old  saying,  that  none  were  so  deaf  as 
those  who  would  not  hear :  and  applying 
this  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  he 
must  declare  that  he  despaired  of  produc- 
ing any  effect  on  that  hon.  Gentleman. 
As  reganled  the  mere  reduction  of  the 
burdens  of  the  people,  suppose  the  Whigs 
had  done  nothing  else  during  the  four 
years  they  were  in  power,  had  they  been 
quite  as  unsuccessful  as  the  hon.  Member 
would  represent  ?  Had  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  forgotten,  that  during  the  pe- 
riod he  had  referred  to,  the  taxes  reduced 
amounted  to  nearly  5,000,000/.?  The 
whole  of  the  vote  required  for  the  Arny 


was  under  6,500,000/.;  therefore  in  the 
course  of  the  four  years,  nearly  the  whole 
of  that  charge  was  saved  to  the  country. 
The  votes  for  the  Army  alone  were,  previ- 
ous to  the  year  1830,  never  less  than 
7,300,000/.,  and  frequendly  more ;  at  pre- 
sent the  sum  demanded  was  6,490,000/. 

Mr.  Rutkven  said,  the  Government  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  do  good,  end  he 
hoped  they  would  have  nerve  enough  to 
proceed  as  they  had  commenced. 

Dr.  Bowring  recommended  a  more  sys- 
tematic arrangement  of  the  Estimates,  so 
that  hon.  Members  might  make  themselves 
masters  of  the  subject,  and  follow  the  dis- 
cussions with  greater  facility. 

Captain  Parry  recommended,  that  offi- 
cers on  half-pay  should  be  allowed  the 
option  of  the  first  vacancies  that  occurred, 
which  would  enable  them  to  obtain  full 
pay. 

The  vote  was  agreed  to. 

Upon  the  vote  of  106,000/.  being  pro- 
posed for  the  pay  of  general  officers  in  his 
Majesty's  forces. 

Lord  Howick  remarked,  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  propose,  in  accordance  with 
the  wish  expressed  by  the  Committee  who 
sat  on  this  subject,  that  general  officers 
not  having  a  regiment,  should  be  allowed 
the  pay  of  400/.  per  annum  each.  This 
charge  was  not  included  in  the  present 
estimate;  but  he  intended  to  introduce  it 
in  a  supplementary  estimate,  to  which,  he 
was  suro,  the  House  would  readily  assent. 

Vote  agreed  to.  Various  other  sums 
were  voted,  and  the  House  adjourned. 


HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  May  25,  1835. 

MiiffiTM.]  PedtloiM  prcMhted.  By  the  Duk«  of  Buc- 
QhMVOH,  from  Uie  Agrieulturists  of  Wellingbarough,  tat 
Relief. — By  the  Earls  of  Wilton,  Rodiw,  sod  Hai- 
Rowmr,  from  Laacaifecr,  Aberdeen,  uid  Heidrary,  fbr 
Protection  to  the  Protaetint  Church  of  Irelwd.— By 
the  Duke  of  Sutbcrland,  from  the  Synod  of  Roei. 
againat  Che  Otant  to  Mayaooth  OoHcfCw  By  Batl 
Hofri  and  Che  BUhop  of  Licsvihld,  ton  Chrie 
Places,— for  the  Better  Obsenranoo  of  the  8ablwch.--By 
the  Dukes  of  OoRDOir  and  Sotmkrland,  and  the  Karls  of 
RosaLTir  and  CAWnon,  from  lefcral  PI«M»^— in  fiinMir 
of,— and  by  Lord  Bsodoram  and  Che  EaH  of  RoauBav, 
against— any  Grant  of  Money  for  Buikling  Churchei  1& 
Scotland. 

Criminal  Offences.]  The  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne  laid  oa  the  Table  the  seve- 
ral returns  relating:  to  criminal  offences  in 
England  and  Wales ;  and,  seeing  the  noble 
Rarl  (Malrosbary)  who  had  put  a  questioa 
to  hiu,  relating  to  the  propriety  of  having 
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45 


Prison  Discipline, 


{May  25}         The  Dublin  Procession.        46 


and  Ireland,  he  begged  to  say,  that  he  felt 
the  propriety  of  having  such  returns  quite 
as  rully  as  did  the  noble  Earl ;  that  he 
made  inquiries  on  the  subject,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  It  would  be  practicable 
to  obtain  such  returns  from  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  and  he  found,  as  the  noble 
Earl  would  find,  on  looking  over  those 
now  laid  on  the  Table,  that  they  were  of 
so  complicated  a  nature  that  it  was  not 
likely  that  they  could  readily  be  obtained 
from  those  parts  of  the  empire,  as  means 
had  not  been  adopted  to  turnish  the  ma- 
terials. 

Prison  Discipline.]    The  Duke  of 
Richmond  said,  as  he  found  that  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Select  Committee, 
on  the  subject  of  Prison  Discipline  had 
not  been  delivered  to  their  Lordships  till 
that  morning,  he  should  postpone  for  a 
few  days  the  consideration  of  the  subject 
of  which  he  had  given  notice.     But  he 
should   take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that  he  was  most  anxious  to  make  a  pro- 
posal to  his  noble  Priend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  which,  if  acceded    to, 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try at  lar^e,  and  would  be  most  satisfac- 
tory to  all  those  who  had  directed  their 
attention  to  this  subject.     Every  one  was 
now  ready  to  admit,  that  the  Gaol  Act  re- 
quired amendment,  and  he  believed  that 
their  Lordships  agreed  with  him  that  that 
task  would  be  best  undertaken   by  the 
Gorernment.  The  Government  had  greater 
facility  than  any  Member  of  the  House, 
and  bis  proposal,  therefore,  was,  that  the 
Government  should,  without  loss  of  time, 
introduce  a  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the 
4th  Geo.  4th,  c.  64^  commonly  called  the 
Gaol  Act;  that  that  Bill  should  enact  one 
uniform  system  of  prison  discipline,  for 
every  gaol  and  house  of  correction  in  the 
kingdom;    that  the  rules  of  the  gaols, 
which  had  heretofore  been  submitted  to 
the  Judges  of  Assize,  should  in  future  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department;   and  that  there 
should  be  an  authorized  person  appointed 
inspector  of  pisons.      He  should  then 
propose  to  refer  that  Bill  to  the  select 
Committee  on  Prison  Discipline,  which 
Committee,  from  the  attention  its  Mem- 
bers bad  already  bestowed  on  the  inquiry, 
and  from  their  having  visited  most  of  the 
prisons,  would  be  the  best  judges  of  the 
amendments  that  would  be  required  in  it. 

The  motive  which  bad  induced  him  to 


recommend  humbly,  though  strenuously, 
this  course  was,  that  he  felt  it  to  be  almost 
impossible  for  any  person,  whatever  might 
have  been  his  career  in  life,  to  be  impri- 
soned, under  the  present  state  of  our  pri^ 
sonsj  without  injury  to  his  morals.  The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  fti 
1831-2,  had  acknowledged  the  eidstence 
of  these  evils,  and  had  recommended  that 
measures  should  be  forthwith  adopted  oft 
the  subject.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Melbourne)  would 
accede  to  his  proposition.  He  was  8ur6 
that  that  was  the  best  course,  and  th6 
right  one;  and  that  if  such  a  measure 
were  carried,  it  would  remove  one  of  th^ 
abuses  and  grievances  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, they  could  not,  consistently  ,with 
their  duty,  allow  another  session  to  pass 
over  without  endeavouring  to  remove. 
The  course  he  proposed  would  enable 
the  Parliament  to  legislate  this  Session 
upon  the  subject,  and  to  get  rid  of  an  evil 
which  he  considered  a  positive  disgrace  to 
the  country. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  although 
he  had  not  read  the  evidence  which  had 
that  day  been  circulated  among  the  Mem- 
bers of  their  Lordships'  House,  yet  from 
all  the  knowledge  and  experience  he  had 
on  the  subject,  he  so  entirely  concurred 
in  the  recommendations  of  the  Committed 
on  the  grounds  stated  by  the  noble  Duke, 
and  so  strongly  did  he  feel  with  him  that 
there  should  be  some  effort  made  without 
further  delay  to  change  the  present  sys- 
tem, that  he  had  no  hesitation  to  pledge 
himself,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
to  promise  their  Lordships  that  he  would 
lay  on  the  Table,  a  Bill  in  accordance 
with  the  Resolutions  of  the  Committee. 
The  subject  was  one  of  some  difficulty, 
but  the  Bill  should  be  presented  as  soon 
as  the  materials  could  be  digested  and 
prepared. 

Tii^  DtTBLiN  Procession.]  The  Earl 
of  Shaftesbury  moved,  that  the  House  do 
adjourn. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  said,  that  before 
their  Lordships  adjourned,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  noble  Viscount  op- 
posite. He  thought  that  it  would  be 
wrong  to  put  such  a  question  as  had  been 
put  the  other  night,  without  following  it 
up.  He  should  follow  it  up,  and  there- 
fore he  asked  the  noble  Viscount  if  the 
noble  Viscount  was  prepared  to  lay  on  the 

Table,  a  copy  of  the  Dispatch  which  be 
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had  received  on  the  subject  of  the  proces- 
sion into  Dublin,  from  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ? 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  he  had 
not  heard  any  ground  laid  that  would  jus- 
tify the  production  of  this  dispatch.  He 
believed  that  its  production  would  be  in- 
jurious to  the  public  service,  and  to  the 
welfare  of  the  country,  and  therefore  he 
should  decline  to  produce  it. 

The  Earl  of,  Roden  should  only  add, 
with  respect  to  what  he  had  stated  the 
other  night,  that   noble  Lords  must   be 
convinced  that  his  statement  was  correct, 
as  he  offered  then,  and  he  offered  now  to 
call  to  their  Lordships  bar  gentlemen  who 
had  been  present,  who  were  present,  and 
who  saw  in  the  procession  the  emblems  of 
sedition  and  green  flags,  bearing  on  them 
inscriptions  which   no  noble  Lord  would 
say  were  not  seditions.     It  was  not  neces- 
sary for  him  now  to  enter  into  a  descrip- 
tion of  what  those  flags  were ;    but  as 
there  were  some  noble  Lords  now  present, 
who  were  not  present  the  other  night,  he 
should  inform  them  what  he  had  then 
stated — namely,  that  among  the  flags  there 
was  the  harp  without  the  crown,  and  there 
was  the  cap  of  liberty,  and  there  were 
flags  of  a  green  colour,  which  was  known 
to  be  a  party  colour  in  Ireland,  the  colour 
of  that  party  which  was  ever  opposed  to 
the  connection  with  England^  and  ever 
most  anxious  to  overturn  the  Protestant 
Establishment  in  that  country.     He  had 
felt  it  his  duty  not  to  let  the  matter  rest 
as  it  stood.     He  had  stated  the  facts,  and 
he  desired  to  prove  them — not  that  he 
wished  that  the  persons  who  had   been 
guilty  of  exhibiting  these  flags  should  be 
punished,  but  that  he  put  in  a  claimer  on 
behalf  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  that 
should  they,  in  their  zeal  and  loyalty,  and 
desire  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the 
country,  as  was  their  habit,  and  as  in  for- 
mer days  thev  had  been  encouraged  to  do, 
in  support  of  those  principles  which  were 
known  as  Orange  principles — a  claimer 
thaty  if  they  should  exhibit  their  banners, 
with  emblems  of  loyalty  on  them,  thev 
should  not  be  prosecuted  by  the  law  which 
had  been  restrained  and  kept  back  from 
those  who  had  taken  part  in  this  proces- 
sion.    He  believed  that  never  had  been  a 
similar  procession  to  that  which  had  ac- 
companied the  present  Lord  Lieutenant's 
entry  into  Dublin.      It  had  produced  a 
most  painful  effect  on  the  minds  of  all 
loyal  men;  and  a  degree  of  irritation  which 


it  would  be  very  difficult  to  allay.  He 
believed  that  there  never  had  been  such  a 
procession  ^ced  with  the  presence  of  the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor-General,  and  he 
did  not  see  how  it  could  be  passed  over 
without  notice. 

The  Earl  of  Leitrim  said,  that  he  had 
formed  part  of  the  procession,  and   was 
enabled  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite was  much  mistaken  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  banners  displayed  there.  The 
procession  was  most  perfectly  orderly,  and 
he  saw  nothing  but  what  appeared  to  him 
the  mere  emblems  of  the  trades  to  which 
the  individuals  belonged.     He  did  hear, 
after  the  procession  was  over,  that  there 
had  been  one  solitary  banner  on  which 
was  inscribed  **  Repeal    of  the  Union." 
That  might  be  inexpedient,  but  he  was 
not  aware  that  it  was  illegal ;  at  all  events 
whether  it  were  or  not,  it  was  not  right 
to  give  a  character  to  a  whole  body  of 
men  from  the  conduct  of  one  individual 
among  them.     The  true  cause  of    the 
great  enthusiasm  with  which  the  Earl  of 
Mulgrave  was  received  was  to  be  found, 
not  in  the  party  motives  usually  attributed 
to  it,  but  in  a  circumstance  which  more 
nearly  touched  all  the  citizens  of  Dublin. 
The  great  majority  of  those  citizens  were 
Roman  Catholic.     By  the  law  they  were 
admissible  to  offices ;    but  though  they 
contributed  most  largely  to  the  support  of 
the  Corporation,  not  one  of  that  majority 
had  been  admitted  to  corporate  offices. — 
There  certainly  was  much  enthusiasm  in 
the  way  in  which  the  Earl  of  Mulgrave 
was  received,  but  there  was  nothing  that 
was  contrary  to  the  most  perfect  order  and 
propriety  in  that  reception ;  and  the  en- 
thusiasm, as  he  had  already  said,  was  to 
be  accounted  for  very  much  from  the  be- 
lief that  under  the  present  Administration 
a  Bill  would  be  introduced  for  the  reform 
of  Corporations,  and  among  others,  of  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin.     It  was  the  belief 
that  the  noble  Earl  represented  a  Govern- 
ment which  would  reform  the  Corporation 
abuses  that  made  the  people  of  Dublin  so 
enthusiastic  in  his  reception.     Of  the  sort 
of  spirit  which  Corporation  privileges  en- 
gendered in  Dublin,  and  of  the  way  in 
which  they  were  exercised  to  the  annoy- 
ance of  those  who  did  not  enjoy  them,  he 
would  mention  one  anecdote.    A  trades- 
man, who  was  not  a  freeman,  expressed 
to  a  person  who  was  a  freeman  of  tne  city 
his  opinions  on  a  certain  matter  with  con- 
siderable freedom    and  received  tiiis  an- 
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swer: — "How  dare  you  speak  in  that 
manner  to  me? — you,  who  are  not  a  free- 
man, and  I  am!"  It  was  owing  to  the 
fear  that  Corporation  abuses  would  be 
reformed,  that  all  the  clamour  might  be 
attributed  that  had  been  raised  about  this 
much -calumniated  and  misrepresented  pro- 
cession. It  was  raised  by  that  party  who 
dreaded  in  Dublin  and  elsewhere  the  re- 
form of  those  abuses. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  said,  that 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site made  it  necessary  that  they  should 
have  accurate  information  on  the  subject. 
The  noble  Earl  had  contradicted  what  had 
been  stated,  but  he  had  not  offered  to 
prove  his  assertions  at  the  bar  of  the 
House,  as  his  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of 
Roden  had  done  when  he  said  that  there 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
ready  at  their  bar  to  prove  what  he  had 
stated.  He  therefore  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  called  on  to  produce  the  Lord* 
lieutenant's  letter,  or  to  give  them  some 
ground  to  believe  that  the  procession  was 
not  what  it  was  represented  to  be,  or  to 
say  whether  the  procession  was  legal. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  had  stated  himself  to 
have  been  a  spectator  of  the  procession, 
he  should  have  placed  implicit  faith  in  the 
noble  Earl's  representation,  but  the  noble 
Earl  merely  said,  that  he  formed  part  of 
the  procession.  Now  they  all  knew  that 
those  who  formed  part  of  a  procession  least 
of  all  knew  what  it  was.  He  had  formed 
part  of  that  immense  procession  which 
went  out  to  meet  George  the  Fourth,  and 
he  saw  no  more  than  the  inside  of  his  own 
carriage  and  the  back  of  the  hammercloth. 
Those  who  sat  and  watched  it  were  better 
able  to  Judge  about  it.  His  noble  Friend 
had  offered  to  produce  the  evidence  of 
competent  witnesses  upon  oath  as  to  what 
they  had  seen,  namely,  not  one,  but  one 
hundred  revolutionary  banners.  However, 
sufficient  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  to 
show  that  this  was  purely  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic assembly,  [The  Earl  of  Leitrim 
*'  No,  no  !*']  (Unless  the  noble  Earl  meant 
that,  it  was  difficult  to  understand  why  he 
had  gone  into  the  subject  at  all,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  understand  the  explana- 
tion in  any  other  sense.  The  noble  Earl 
said,  that  it  was  a  procession  of  those  who, 
being  Roman  Catholics,  were  aggrieved  by 
being  kept  out  of  the  Corporation.  If  so, 
that  contradicted  the  statement  of  those 
who  wanted  to  make  it  out  that  it  was  not 


a  party  procession,  bat  the  spontaneous 
effusion  of  a  loyal  feeling  among  the  peo* 
pie  of  Dublin  towards  the  representative  of 
their  king.  As  the  noble  Viscount  refused 
to  produce  the  papers  asked  for,  he  should 
not  press  that  proposal  farther,  for  the 
noble  Viscount,  as  Minister,  ought  to  be 
the  best  judge  whether  papers  ought 
to  be  produced  or  not.  But  as  things 
now  stood,  there  was  an  offer  on  one 
side  to  produce  evidence  and  none  on  the 
other. 

The  Earl  of  Leitrim  had  not  stated  that 
the  procession  was  Roman  Catholic,  but 
that  the  citizens  of  Dublin,  as  citisens  of 
Dublin,  all  looked  with  anxiety  for  a  Bill 
for  the  reform  of  Corporation  abases — 
that,  of  course,  the  Catholics,  ascomprising 
the  majority  of  the  citizens,  felt  most  pe- 
culiarly anxious  about  it — ^but  both  the 
Catholic  and  Protestant  citizens  of  Dublin 
joined  in  looking  forward  with  anxiety  to 
that  Bill,  and  on  that  account  heartily 
welcomed  the  noble  Earl  whom  they  be- 
lieved to  be  the  representative  of  a  Go- 
vernment that  would  grant  it  to  them. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  un- 
doubtedly his  opinion  was,  that  the  paper 
referred  to  should  not  be  produced,  and 
he  believed,  that  this  discussion  of  the 
subject  only  tended  unnecessarily  to  pro- 
long agitation  upon  it.  He  felt  for  him- 
self the  greatest  satisfaction  at  being  re- 
lieved by  the  form  of  the  question  from 
entering  upon  the  subject.  The  question 
before  the  House  was  the  question  of  ad- 
journment, and  that  did  not  necessarily 
call  on  him  to  enter  on  the  topics  now  in- 
troduced. If  a  distinct  motion  were 
made  for  the  production  of  the  dispatch, 
or  for  an  inquiry  into  the  subject,  he 
should  then  state  the  circumstances  on 
which  he  conceived  himself  justified  in 
resisting  it.  He  should  not  conceal,  that 
he  was  anxious  to  avoid  discussion  on  the 
subject,  not  for  himself,  not  for  the  Go- 
vernment or  any  one  connected  with  it ; 
but  for  the  reason  he  had  first  stated, 
namely,  that  such  a  discussion  could  not 
be  productive  of  any  satisfactory  results, 
but  must  embitter  old  animosities  and 
tendto  create  fresh  discord.  Heshould there- 
fore content  himself  with  entering  his  pro* 
test  against  the  doctrine  stated  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  of  Roden),  that  be* 
cause  no  notice  had  been  taken  on  the 
present  occasion  of  the  procession,  that 
therefore  the  law  relating  to  par^  proces* 

sions  was  to  be  a  dead  letter,  and  was  not. 
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to  be  enforced  against  thoee  who,  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  should  actually 
violate  it.  He  protested  against  such  a 
doctrine.  The  law  should  not  be  violated 
with  impunity.  He  believed  that  foil  no- 
lice  had  always  been  given,  full  warning 
not  to  violate  the  law  in  the  way  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Earl ;  and  he  now  said, 
that  so  long  as  the  present  Ministers  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  Government  of 
the  country,  they  would  continue  to  en- 
force the  law  in  the  same  spirit,  but  with 
the  same  firmness  as  heretofore. 

The  Question  of  Adjournment  was  then 
carried. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Munday,  May  25,  1835. 

MmuTMb]   Billt.    Raid  •  neond  time 


Enlitt 


Petitions  presented.  ^^  Lord  Jahu  Stdart,  fiom  Irvine, 
for  a  Board  of  Trade,  against  the  Seamen's  Bnlistincnt 
Bill*  aad  abolbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Redprocity  of  DuUe/ 
Acti  ftom  several  Places,  for  Proleetion  to  the  Chuvdi  of 
SooCland ;  firom  Irvme«  and  two  other  Places,  against  any 
Onut  for  BuUdlng  Chotchet  In  Scottand. 

Church  Rates.  —  Mr.  Gbild*s 
Case.]  ^\TW.Foulke$  presented  Petitions 
from  Lynn,  Wells,  and  other  places,  com- 
plaining of  the  conduct  observed  towards 
Mr.  Child,  of  Bungay,  by  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Court,  on  the  subject  of  demand  for 
Church-rates.  He  considered  the  case 
to  be  a  very  hard  one — though  he  believed 
that  Mr.  Child  had  voluntarily  submitted. 

Mr.  Hume  presented  similar  petitions 
from  Needham^  Diss,  and  Bungay;  they 
also  praying  for  an  alteration  of  the  laws 
on  this  subject^  and  under  which  Mr.  Child 
had  been  proceeded  ageiost.  The  last 
petition  was  from  Bungay,  the  place  of 
Mr.  Child's  residence,  in  that  place 
there  were  910  householders.  He  believed 
that  there  were  not  above  30  householders 
who  had  not  signed  this  petition. 

Lord  Hermiker  said,  that  he  rose  for 
the  p«rpose,  not  of  making  any  observa- 
tions on  Church-rates^  but  in  order  to 
▼indicate  the  character  of  two  mdividuals, 
namely,  the  Churchwardens  of  Bungay, 
who  had  been  unfairly  dealt  with,  respect- 
ting  this  affiiir.  IVhen  he  made  his  state- 
ment he  was  sure  that  it  would  appear  to 
the  Hovse  that  the  Churchwardens  of 
Bimgay  were  gniitt  of  no  harshness  to- 
wards Mr.Cbild,  and  all  that  they  had  done 
una  justified  by  the  letter  of  the  law.  In 
smug  this,  he  meant  no  offence  towards 
Wt  ChiUi  «f  Wwwilf  Mj  Genilemani 


who,  from  conscientious  motives,  should 
think  fit  to  demur  to  the  payment  of 
Church-rates.     He  agreed  whh  the  hen. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  as  to  the  good 
character  and  respectability  of  Mr.  Child. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
would  then  enter  on  the  statement  which 
he  had  received  touching  the  allegations 
of  the  petitions.     Until  the  year  1833  no 
opposition  was  made  at  Bungay  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates.    At  that  time 
a  payment  of  Church-rates  was  objected 
to  by  one  or  two  Gentlemen,  one  of  whom 
was  a  relation  of  Mr.  Child.    Their  goods 
were  distrained,  but  they  were  brought 
up  and  returned  to  them  under  circum- 
stances of  considerable  excitement  in  the 
town  of  Bungay.     He  was  aware  that  his 
statement  would  be  denied  by  Gentlemen 
who  took  the  opposite  side  of  the  Ques- 
tion ;    such  denial,  however,  would  not 
make  it  the  less  true.     In  1834,  another 
Church-rate  was  made;     there  was  no 
objection  made  at  the  time  of  making  it, 
except  as  to  the    period    of  its    being 
levied.    The  reasons  why  the  Church- 
wardens thought  proper  to  take  the  case 
to  be  decided  by  the  Diocesan  Court  of 
Norwich  were  the  following : — One  of  the 
Magistrates  of  Bungay  was  a  clergyman, 
and  they  desired,  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  the  excitement  which  prevailed 
in  1833  in  consequence  of  goods  being 
distrained  for  Church-rates.   The  Church- 
wardens also  deemed  the  Consistory  Court 
of  Norwich  the  best  place  to  have  the 
Question  decided,  and  that  its  being  deci- 
ded there  would  finally  settle  the  Question 
Mr.  Child  had  raised.      The    Church- 
wardens   had    given   Mr.    Child  many 
opportunities  of  paying  the  rates  in  Ques- 
tion, without  subjecting  him  to  any  costs. 
The  other  Gentlemen,  when  called  upon, 
consented  to  pay  their  rates,  but  Mr.Child 
alone,  after  many  solicitations,  refused  to 
pay  his  rates;    and,  besides,  he  said  that 
he  would  hold  no  further  communication 
on  the  subject  with  the  Churchwardens  of 
Bungay.    The  consequence  of  his  repeated 
refusals   was,    that  a   citation  from  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court  was  issued  to  him, 
yet  even  after  this  proceeding  one  or  two 
opportunities  were  given  to  Mr.  Child  to 
enable  him  to  pay  the  rates  without  snb- 
jecting  him  to  costs.    He  still  refused, 
and  the  proceedings  before  the  Eccleeias* 
tical  Court  were  carried  on,  the  necessity 
for  which  no  one  more  than  he  regretted. 

I  He  wai  ghid  to  coogratahito  the  bon« 
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Member  for  Middlesex  on  the  fact  of  his 
having  learned  that  morning  that  Mr. 
Child  had  been  released  from  confinement. 
He  repeated,  that  no  one  more  than  he 
regretted  what  had  occorred  to  Mr.  Child, 
and  he  felt  confident  that  the  facts  which 
he  had  now  stated  would  be  borne  out  by 
the  returns  moved  for,  relative  to  this  afiair, 
by  an  hon.  Member  opposite. 

Mr.  Hume  was  happy  to  hear  from  the 
noble  Lord  a  full  admission  of  the  respect- 
ability of  Mr.  Child,  an  admission,  how- 
ever, which  was  totally  unnecessary  for 
those  who  knew  as  he  did,  that  Mr. 
Child  had  resided  in  Bungay  for  the  last 
thirty  years,  and  that  he  kept  forty  indi- 
viduals in  constant  employment.  It  was 
important,  however,  that  the  House  should 
look,  not  so  much  to  the  character  of  the 
individual  as  to  the  operation  of  the  law 
of  which  that  individual  complained.  In 
the  petition  of  Mr.  Child,  which  had  just 
been  placed  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
he  prayed  that  the  House  would  alter  the 
law  respecting  Church-rates.  Now,  let  the 
House  see  what  the  circumstances  were 
which  had  induced  him  to  come  to  that 
conclusion.  Mr.  Child  is  a  Dissenter. 
He  was  rated  to  the  Church-rates,  and 
having  conscientious  scruples,  which  in- 
duced him  to  think  that  he  ought  not  to 
contribute  to  the  support  of  a  Church  in 
whose  doctrines  he  did  not  and  could  not 
believe,  he  had  refused  to  pay  his  quota 
of  those  rates.  Such  viras  the  course  re- 
gularly pursued  by  every  Quaker  in  the 
country.  What,  then,  was  the  course 
adopted  towards  Mr.  Child?  When 
Mr.  Child  refused  to  pay  the  17s.  6d. 
which  was  chaiged  against  him  as  his 
share  of  the  rates,  some  of  his  friends,  and 
among  them  he  (Mr.  Hume)  believed  were 
the  Churchwardens,  of  whom  Mr.  Child 
did  not  complain  as  men,  but  as  the  pub- 
lic functionaries  of  an  oppressive  law, 
offered  to  pay  the  money  for  him,  but 
Mr.  Child  would  not  consent  to  any 
such  sacrifice  of  principle.  He  refused 
to  pay  at  all,  and  said,  *'  I  do  not  op- 
pose your  seizing  my  goods — seize  them, 
and  sell  them  if  you  like/'  The  clergy- 
man had  also  written  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Child,  in  which  he  asked,  **  Do  you  dis- 
pute the  validity  of  the  rate  ?  "  and  the 
answer  of  Mr.  Child  was,  ''  I  do  not  dis- 
pute its  validity.''  By  so  doing  Mr. 
Child  admitted  the  validity  of  the  claim, 
and  left  (be  officers  of  the  Church  to  do 
«h«ir  duty,    Wbtl  tb^ti  w»i  it  that  Mrt 


Child,  and  that  he  in  Mr.  Child's  name, 
complained  of?  He  would  briefly  inform 
the  House.  The  53rd  of  George  4th,  chap. 
127,  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  Churchwardens  an  easy  mode  of  get- 
ting in  the  Church*rates,  and  in  all  cases 
where  parties  refused  to  pay  an  assess* 
ment  of  less  than  lO./L,  it  gave  power  to 
two  Magistrates  to  issue,  under  their 
hands,  a  warrant  of  distress  against  the 
goods  and  chattels  of  the  parties  so  re- 
fusing. He  had  no  pretensions  to  be  a 
learned  personage — ^be  spoke  as  one  of 
the  unlearned;  but  to  him  it  appeared 
that,  although  the  right  of  bringing  par^ 
ties  into  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  for  an 
amount  of  Church-rates  less  than  10/. 
was  not  taken  away  by  that  Statute  in 
express  words,  it  was  evidently  intended 
to  repeal  that  right,  except  in  cases 
where  the  sum  to  be  recovered  was  above 
10/.,  by  giving  this  summary  process  be- 
fore two  Magistrates,  against  the  goods 
where  the  sum  to  be  recovered  was  under 
10/.  With  a  full  )cnowledge  of  the 
powers  given  to  them  by  the  53rd  George 
4th,  the  Churchwardens  cited  Mr.  Child 
to  appear  before  the  Consistorial  Court  of 
Nonrich.  What  then  said  Mr.  Child? 
"  I  have  refused  to  pay  yon  this  money, 
because  it  goes  to  the  support  of  a  Church 
in  which  I  do  not  believe.  I  must  also 
refuse  obedience  to  your  Ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction,  because  it  proceeds  from  the 
same  Church."  Well — ^this  language  was 
called  a  contempt  of  court — and  for  acting 
upon  it  Mr.  Child  was  lodged  in  Ipswich 
gaol;  and  there  he  might  have  lain  till 
the  end  of  the  present  year,  and  indeed 
till  the  end  of  ten  years  to  come,  had  not 
some  person  purged  the  contempt  for  him 
by  entering  an  appearance  to  the  citation. 
Mr.  Child  said,  and  he  said  so  too,— 
that  it  was  an  act  of  oppression  on  the 
part  of  the  parish  authorities  to  have 
adopted  this  mode  of  getting  their  money, 
when  they  could  have  got  it  by  a  mnoh 
easier  process  pointed  out  by  the  Statute. 
It  was  a  stretch  of  authority  tyrannkal  in 
its  kind,  and  likely  to  bring  the  Church 
itself  into  disrepute.  What,  he  would 
ask,  had  brought  the  Irish  Church  into 
disrepute  save  its  tyrannical  exercise  of 
power  in  the  collection  of  tithes?  A 
vexatious  levy  of  any  impost  contrary  to 
the  common  feelings  of  the  country  most 
of  necessity  be  followed  by  such  a  result. 
The   bon.  Member   then   proceeded   to 

taentioiii  that  in  a  ivceiit  diacttiiioii  upoK 


55 


Church  Rates — 


{COMMONS} 


Mr.  Ch%ld*8  Case. 


66 


Church-rates,  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  in 
his  place  in  Parliament  had  said,  that 
they  were  unwarrantable,  and  ought  not 
to  be  levied.  Now,  he  had  a  minute  of 
the  proceedings  at  the  last  vestry  held  in 
this  parish,  and  from  that  minute  he 
found,  that  many  of  the  expenses  for 
which  this  Church-rate  was  to  be  levied 
were  expenses  which,  according  to  the 
declaration  of  Lord  Althorp,  ought  not  to 
be  levied  under  the  shape  of  Church-rates. 
He  contended,  that  the  time  and  mode  of 
levying  this  Church-rate  from  Mr.  Child 
were  equally  ill-chosen,  and  therefore  he 
designated  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
against  that  individual  as  a  series  of  op- 
pressions. The  noble  Lord  had  stated  an 
excuse  for  the  Churchwardens,  which  had 
appeared  already  in  one  of  the  country 
newspapers.  In  the  Ipswich  Journal  it 
was  said,  that  "  recourse  had  been  had 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  at  Norwich, 
because  the  Churchwardens  had  not  been 
able  to  recover  the  Church-rates  from 
another  individual  in  the  preceding  year, 
under  the  63rd  of  George  4th."  Now, 
he  had  from  that  very  individual,  Mr. 
John  Morris,  a  letter,  of  which  he  would 
read  a  short  extract  to  the  House : — 
'*  Having  seen  a  paragraph  in  the  Ipsmch 
Journal^  in  which  it  is  stated,  that  a  pro- 
cess in  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  was  insti- 
tuted against  Mr.  Child,  because  a  pro- 
cess under  the  Statute  could  not  be  car- 
ried into  effect  last  year  in  my  own  per- 
son, I  have  only  to  say,  that  a  more  in- 
famous falsehood  cannot  be  propagated. 
So  far  was  there  from  being  any  tu- 
mult when  the  Churchwardens  sold  my 
property  in  1833,  under  a  distress  war- 
rant, that  I  entertained  doubts  whether 
the  whole  measure  was  not  illegal  from 
the  clandestine  nature  of  the  sale.  I 
published  a  handbill  at  the  time,  stating 
the  mode  in  which  the  sale  was  con- 
ducted/' In  another  part  of  the  same 
letter  the  writer  said — *'  Great  excitement 
existed  afterwards  because  the  goods,  which 
by  law  ought  to  have  been  sold  publicly, 
had  been  sold  clandestinely."  Now,  sup- 
posing, that  there  had  been  excitement  oc- 
casioned by  that  transaction,  still  that  ex- 
citement was  no  excuse  for  this  oppressive 
and  ^rannical  mode  of  proceeding  against 
Mr.  Child.  To  show  that  the  Church- 
^^ardens  had  no  grounds  for  charging  Mr. 
hild  with  any  intention  of  resisting  the 
Church-iatej  he  read  a  letter  which  that 
indiyidiial  bftd  written  to  the  Church- 


wardens, informing  them  that  he  should 
make  no  resistance  to  it ;  that  they  might 
take  his  goods  and  sell  them,  and  that 
out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale,  they  could 
pay  the  rate.  He  again  denounced  the 
conduct  of  the  authorities  towards  Mr. 
Child  as  most  vexatious.  He  hoped  that 
he  should  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
from  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  or  from 
some  of  his  colleagues,  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  bring  forward  some  measure 
which  would  prevent  such  insults  as  these 
from  being  again  inflicted  on  any  re- 
spectable householder  like  Mr.  Child. 
If  the  partisans  of  the  Established 
Church  wished  for  its  maintenance  in ' 
a  state  of  utility  for  their  own  purposes, 
they  must  put  a  stop  to  all  such  abuses 
of  authority  as  this.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  people  of  England  should  long 
continue  to  pay  Church-rates,  now  that 
they  saw  all  such  rates  abolished  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Fiizroy  Kelly  said,  that  if  the  pe<- 
titioners  had  contented  themselves  with 
stating  facts  in  their  petitions,  or  if  they 
had  confined  themselves  to  animadver- 
sions on  the  state  of  the  law  to  which 
their  petitions  referred,  he  should  not  have 
felt  it  necessary  to  trouble  the  House  with 
any  observations  on  this  occasion.  He 
concurred  with  all  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  stated,  that  the  Church-rates 
formed  a  subject  which  required  the 
early  and  deep  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  was  not,  however,  the 
question,  at  that  moment.  The  Ques- 
tion was,  whether  this  Petition,  stating 
such  facts  as  it  did,  and  coming  to 
such  a  conclusion  as  it  did,  ought  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  allow 
petitions  to  be  made  a  channel  for  base, 
cowardly,  and  malignant  calumnies  against 
private  individuals.  To  prove  that  he  was 
not  using  language  unsuitable  to  the  oc* 
casion,  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  few  but  strong  words  with 
which  the  petition  concluded  : — "  Your 
petitioners,  therefore,  pray  your  hon.  House 
to  pass  some  measure  for  the  immediate 
abolition  of  the  barbarous  and  anomalous 
powers  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts.** 
[Cheers.]  He  heard  those  cheers  without 
regret,  for  he  complained  of  no  man  who 
confined  his  complaints  to  the  existing 
state  of  the  law :  but  the  petition  went  on 
— "  powers  inconsistent  with  all  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  British.  laW|  and  capable  of 
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being  employed,  as  in  this  instance,  to 
indulge  feelings  of  private  malice,  and  to 
gratify  the  rancour  of  religious  intole- 
rance." Now, he  asked  the  House,  whether 
a  petition  containing  such  language — a 
petition  charging  some  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  with  converting  the 
law  into  an  engine  for  gratifying  the 
rancour  of  religious  animosity,  ought  to 
be  received  by  that  House  ?  When  the 
facts  connected  with  this  case  were  stated 
to  the  House,  and  he  hoped  that  he  should 
be  able  to  state  them  very  briefly,  it 
would  be  found  at  least,  that  it  was  a 
gross  abuse  of  the  power  of  petitioning  to 
charge  any  individual  with  rancour.  The 
reverend  individual  against  whom  this 
petition  was  presented  conferred  honour 
upon  the  order  to  which  he  belonged. 
That  assertion  rested  not  on  his  unsup- 
ported authority,  but  on  the  universal  tes- 
timony of  all  who  knew  him  ;  and  when 
he  mentioned  the  name  of  Archdeacon 
Glover,  he  was  sure  that  no  man  would 
dispute  his  piety,  his  humanity,  or  his 
amiability  of  temper.  In  the  year  1833, 
certain  Church-rates  were  to  be  collected 
in  the  parish  of  Bungay.  All  the  in- 
habitants of  the  parish  who  were  liable 
to  the  rates  paid  them,  with  the  exception 
of  two.  Those  two  persons  having  refused 
to  pay  them — having  assigned  no  satis- 
factory reason  for  not  paying  them — 
having  been  applied  to  for  the  reasons 
why  they  refused  to  pay  them — having 
refused  on  that  application  to  assign  any 
reasons — having  been  asked  whether  they 
wanted  any  indulgence  as  to  time  from 
the  parish  on  the  score  of  poverty,  or  on 
any  other  ground — and  having  still  de- 
clined all  reply,  a  complaint  was  made 
against  them  before  two  Magistrates,  and 
a  ^varrant  of  distraint  was  issued  against 
their  goods  and  chattels.  Without  mak- 
ing any  complaint  of  poverty,  they  allowed 
their  goods  to  be  seized  under  the  Act. 
They  were  seized,  and  notwithstanding 
what  had  been  stated  that  evening,  a 
tumult  took  place  in  the  town  upon  the 
seizure.  He  had  this  fact  npon  the  au- 
thority of  the  three  individuals,  two  of 
whom  he  knew  personally,  and  all  of 
whom  were  known  to  several  Members  of 
that  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, who  could  hardly  deny  the  tumult, 
ascribed  it,  not  to  the  circumstance  of 
the  goods  being  seized,  but  to  the  fact 
of  their  having  been  sold  privately  instead 
of  publicly.    Now  there  was  nothing  in 


the  Statute  which  required  the  goods  to  be 
publicly  sold ;  and  he  affirmed  as  a  lawyer, 
and  he  appealed  to  those  Members  of  the 
profession  whom  he  saw  around  him  in 
the  House,  whether,  when  they  heard  of 
proceedings  in  the  courts  of  law  respect- 
ing the  vexatious  sale  of  goods,  the  pub- 
licity of  the  sale  was  not  generally  charged 
against  the  parties  as  a  proof  of  their 
cruelty  and  oppression,  and  of  their  wish 
to  expose  the  distressed  circumstances 
of  the  parties  to  the  knowledge  of  their 
neighbours.  He  felt  assured  that  it  would 
turn  out  that  some  false  colouring  had 
been  given  to  the  statement  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  that 
evening  laid  before  the  House,  for  if  the 
goods  were  not  sold  legally,  or  if  they 
were  sold  privately,  when  they  ought  to 
have  been  sold  publicly,  he  was  sure  that 
some  measures  would  have  been  taken  to 
obtain  public  redress  foj  that  illegality. 
He  repeated,  that  he  had  it  upon  excellent 
authority,  that  these  proceedings  had  oc- 
casioned a  tumult  in  Bungay.  Ultimately, 
the  goods  were  either  sold  or  restored; 
be  had  been  told,  they  were  restored. 
This  year  the  Church-rates  were  again  to 
be  collected.  All  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish  paid  them  without  a  murmur, 
except  three  individuals;  two  of  them 
were  the  recusants  of  the  former  year,  and 
the  third  was  the  present  petitioner,  Mr. 
Child.  On  their  refusing  to  pay  these 
Church-rates,  applications  were  made  to 
them  requesting  them  to  obey  the  law,  or 
to  state  the  reasons  why  they  would  not. 
An  intimation  was  also  made  to  them, 
that  if  they  could  not  pay  them  from 
poverty,  indulgence  would  be  afforded 
them  in  point  of  time.  The  two  indi- 
viduals against  whom  proceedings  had 
been  taken  last  year,  paid  their  rates 
without  complaining.  .  Mr.  Child  alone 
refused  to  pay.  He  is  a  printer,  in  a  re- 
spectable way  of  business ;  but  he  chose  to 
disobey  and  defy  the  law,  assigning  no 
reason,  and  complaining  of  no  want  of 
indulgence.  What  course  was  then  open 
to  the  Churchwardens  to  adopt  ?  It  was 
said,  that  there  were  two  modes  of  re- 
covering these  rates — the  one  by  process 
issued  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  and 
the  other  by  the  Statute  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  referred. 
Now,  if  it  were  to  be  said,  that  the  Statute 
repealed  the  authority  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  in  all  cases  under  1 0/.,  then  were 
^U   the  proceedings  against  Mr.  Child 
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void,  and  he  had  his  remedy  at  law.  If 
it  should  appear  that  this  was  a  doubtftil 
Question  oo  the  coustructiou  of  the  Act, 
and  that  the  Churchwardens  had  taken  a 
wrong  course,  they  had  exposed  themselves 
to  an  action  at  law  at  the  suit  of  Mr. 
Child,  in  which  full  damages  for  any 
wrong  he  had  sustained,  could  be  re* 
covered  against  them.  If  so,  that  House 
was  not  a  fitting  place  to  discuss  a  ques« 
tion  which  could  be  better  discussed  in  a 
Court  of  Law«  The  House,  he  was  sure, 
would  not  prejudge  the  question,  whether 
It  were  a  question  of  construction  as  to 
the  law,  or  a  question  of  fact  as  to  the 
damages.  With  regard  to  the  motives  of 
the  parties  who  had  originated  these  pro- 
ceedings, the  question  was  very  different. 
They  were  obliged  by  law  to  collect  the 
rates,  and  they  could  only  do  so  by  seizing, 
distraining,  and  selling  the  recusant's 
goods  under  the  Statute— a  measure 
which  had  created  so  much  tumult  last 
year,  or  by  instituting  a  process  in  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts.  Believing  both 
these  remedies  to  be  open  to  them,  they  had 
resorted  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Court,  and 
they  had  done  so  from  a  fear  lest  they 
should  have  the  recurrence  of  riot  similar 
to  that  which  had  taken  place  last  year, 
or  even  proceedings  of  a  more  violent 
nature.  Being  connected,  then,  with  a 
religion  of  peace,  they  had  recourse  to  the 
Bcclesiastioal  Courts.  There  was  also  a 
stronger  reason  for  their  doing  so.  As 
long  as  the  law  imposed  Church*>rates,  it 
was  better  that  all  personal  interference 
by  ministers  of  the  Church  for  their  pay- 
ment should  be  avoided.  Now,  in  the 
Bungay  district  there  were  only  two  Ma- 
gistrates, and  a  warrant  of  distraint  against 
the  goods  and  chattels  of  any  person  for 
the  non-payment  of  Church-rates,  required 
the  signature  of  two  Magistrates.  Of  the 
two  Magistrates  residing  in  tlie  Bungay 
district,  one  was  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England ;  and  it  was  thought 
prudent  not  only  by  the  two  Church- 
wardens, but  also  by  Archdeacon  Glover, 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  whole  course 
of  these  proceedings,  that  if  the  law  were 
resorted  to,  it  should  be  resorted  to  without 
any  interference  on  the  part  of  any  member 
of  the  Church.  The  remedy  by  Statute 
could  not,  as  he  had  now  shown,  be  en- 
forced at  Bungay  without  the  interference 
of  a  clergyman,  and  therefore  application 
was  made  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Court. 
There  was  also  another  reason.     They 


knew  that  if  this  question  were  to  be  d^ 
cided  before  two  Magistrates  residing  in 
the  neighbourhood,  they  would  be  open  to 
the  charge  of  having  called  in  Magistrates 
of  their  own  to  decide  a  question  in  which 
they  took  an  interest  as  parties,  whereas, 
if  it  were  sent  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Court 
at  a  distance,  it  would  be  known  that  they 
had  sent  it  to  the  decision  of  a  party  to 
whom  they  were  perfect  strangers.  When 
the  case  was  once  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  they  had  no  choice,  but  must  needs 
adopt  the  course  which  they  had  done, 
and  arrest  the  person  of  the  individual, 
who  had  been  guilty  of  contempt.  The 
writ  on  which  he  was  captured,  was  en» 
dorsed  *'  No  bail ;"  but  that  was  only  a 
caution  to  the  officer,  that  he  was  not  en- 
titled to  take  bail.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  charged  the  Church- 
wardens with  cruelty  and  oppression. 
Now,  the  Churchwardens  did  not  deserve 
such  a  character.  They  had  a  public 
duty  to  perform,  and  they  would  have 
neglected  that  duty  if  they  had  not  exacted 
the  dues  to  which  they  were  entitled  by 
law.  They  had  repeatedly  made  friendly 
applications  to  Mr.  Child  to  do  what  be 
could  to  obey  the  law :  but  he  stood  on 
what  he  deemed  conscientious  scruples, 
and  refused  all  compliance  with  their 
requests.  Had  he  then  a  right,  when 
every  indulgence  had  been  shown  him,  to 
come  to  that  House  and  complain  not 
only  of  the  state  of  the  law,  but  also  of 
the  conduct  of  individuals  ?  He  had  only 
one  fact  more  with  which  to  trouble  the 
House— and  that  was,  that  when  the  costs 
amounted  to  treble  the  sum  to  be  raised, 
an  offer  was  made  to  Mr.  Child,  that  if 
he  would  pay  the  original  sum  of  17t.  6d., 
the  clergyman  of  the  parish  would  pay 
the  costs.  If  an  individual  was  determined  ^ 
to  place  himself  above  the  law,  the  que»- ' 
tion  which  the  House  had  to  decide,  when 
he  came  before  it  for  redress  of  grievances, 
which  he  brought  down  by  such  conduct 
on  his  own  head,  was  whether  they  would 
aid  him  in  putting  the  law  under  his  feet? 
He  had  only  to  state  in  conclusion,  that 
he  felt  it  due  to  the  character  of  the  in- 
dividuals in  question,  who  were  most  re- 
spectable persons,  to  vindicate  their  con- 
duct, which  he  trusted  he  had  done  suf- 
ficiently by  laying  the  plain  facts  of  the 
case  before  the  House. 

Lord  John  Rus$ell  was  willing  to  be- 
lieve from  all  he  had  heard,  and  from 
the  account  which  bad  been  transmitted 
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to  hifB>  under  tiie  hands  of  the  Church- 
wardens, and  by  the  Archdeacon  of  Bun- 
gay,  whose  name  was,  unquestionably, 
entided  to  that  respect  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  ascribed  to  it 
*— he  was  inclined,  he  said,  to  believe, 
from  that  account,  that  tlie  irritation 
which  had  been  produced  by  this  case — 
that  the  hardship  which  had  been  suffered 
by  Mr.  Child — that  the  oppression  which, 
in  the  eyes  not  ooly  of  Mr.  Child,  but  of 
the  great  body  of  the  Dissenters,  and,  he 
might  say,  of  a  great  portion  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  had  been  exercised  in  this 
case — was  not  intended  by  the  Church* 
wardens,  and  the  other  parochial  author* 
ities  of  Bungay.  The  statement  made 
on  their  behalf  was,  that  during  the  last 
year  some  individuals  in  the  parish  of 
Bungay  had  refused  to  pay  a  certain  rate, 
upon  which  their  goods  were  distrained, 
but  had  been  afterwards  restored  to  them 
under  circumstances  of  considerable 
tumult  and  excitement.  In  consequence 
of  this  occurrence  the  Churchwardens 
thought  it  better  to  adopt  another  course 
in  enforcing  the  rate,  by  which  means  a 
KGunence  of  the  same  scenes  of  disturb- 
ance might  be  avoided,  and  they  there- 
fore took  the  case  of  Mr.  Child  to  anothchr 
court,  and  before  a  jurisdiction  different 
from  that  of  the  Magistrates  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Bungay.  The  motives  which 
operated  on  the  minds  of  the  Churchwar- 
dens, and  induced  them  to  act  thus,  were 
apparent ;  but  he  thought  their  decision 
most  unfortunate,  and  could  not  consider 
them  as  being  justified  in  taking  the 
course  they  had  adopted  on  this  occasion. 
By  the  adoption  of  this  course  they  were 
obliged  to  imprison  the  person  of  Mr. 
Child,  a  man  of  the  highest  respectabi- 
lity; who  acted  on  conscientiouB  motives  in 
refusing  to  pay  the  rate ;  and  this  impri- 
sonment could  not  fail  to  excite  sympathy 
and  indignation  in  the  minds  of  a  great 
body  of  persons :  whereas  if  the  Churchwar- 
dens had  proceeded  against  the  party's 
goods,  as  was  generally  done  in  the  case 
of  Quakers,  they  might  have  distrained  for 
the  recovery  of  the  Church-rate,  and  the 
greater  part,  if  not  the  whole,  of  the  irri- 
tation would  probably  have  been  avoided. 
But  there  was  another  reason  why  the 
Churchwardens  should  not  have  proceeded 
in  the  manner  they  had  adopted.  He  was 
inclined  to  believe,  looking  at  the  meaning 
of  the  act  of  the  53rd  of  George  3rd.,  that 
the  Legislature  intended  that  in  claims 


for  sums  under  10/1  a  remedy  should  not 
be  sought  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 
A  proviso  in  the  act  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  showed  that 
such  was  the  intention.  The  proviso  was 
this—Provided  always  that  nothing  herein 
contained  shall  be  construed  to  alter  or 
abolish  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts  to  hear  and  determine 
causes  with  respect  to  church-rates,  and 
proceeding  to  enforce  payment  for  the 
same  in  cases  in  which  the  sums  due  ex- 
ceed the  sum  of  10/.  It  was  clear  from 
this  proviso  that  if  the  rate  did  not  exceed 
102.  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  was  debarred 
from  interfering.  Such  being  the  case, 
he  thought  that  the  Churchwardens  had 
much  better  have  adopted  the  remedy 
which  they  resorted  to  last  year,  and  that 
they  ought  not  to  have  proceeded  to  the  im- 
prisonment of  the  person  of  Mr.  Child.  But 
if  any  doubt  existed  as  to  whether  or  not 
it  was  now  in  conformity  with  the  law  that 
claims  for  sums  not  exceeding  10/.  should 
not  be  carried  into  the  Ecclesiastical 
Court,  the  Legislature  would  do  well  to 
settle  the  point  and  explicitly  declare 
what  was  to  be  the  practice  in  future. 
Having  said  so  much  m  reference  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Child,  he  wished  to  add  a  word 
in  consequence  of  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  who  had 
expressed  a  hope  that  Ministers  were  pre- 
pared to  undertake  a  speedy  settlement  of 
the  Question  of  Church-rates.  After  what 
was  stated  by  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Spen- 
cer) in  the  House  of  Commons  last  year, 
in  bringing  in  the  Church-rate  Bill,  ^nd 
after  the  settled  resolution  of  Earl  Grey's 
Government  upon  this  Question,  he  did 
not  fed  the  slightest  hesitation  in  declar- 
ing that  he  thought  it  most  desirable  the 
Question  should  be  settled  and  Church- 
rates  abolished.  But  there  was  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  between  the  Ministers  and 
many  of  those  who  called  for  the  aboli*> 
tion  of  the  rates  in  consequence  of  the 
principle  laid  down  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Spencer).  That  principle  was,  that 
''  while  the  Dissenters  had  a  right  to  call 
upon  the  I<egislature  not  to  require  them 
to  pay  money  for  a  Church  which  was 
contrary  to  their  principles,  the  Membeni 
of  the  Establishment  had  a  right  also  to 
say  that  their  interests  should  receive  all 
due  attention,  and  that  their  principles 
should  be  respected.  One  of  these  prin- 
ciples certainly  was,  one  of  the  conse- 
quences of  having  an  established  Church 
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was,  that  means  should  be  provided  by 
the  Legislature  for  'the  support  of  the 
fabric  of  the  Church.**  Some  of  the  ad> 
vocates  of  the  abolition  of  the  rate  object- 
ed to  this  principle,  but  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  was  decidedly  of  the  opinion  de- 
clared by  his  noble  Friend  on  that  occasion. 
He  thought  it  the  duty  of  a  Legislature 
wishing  to  maintain  an  established  Church 
to  provide  that  the  Churches  of  the  Estab- 
Hshment  should  be  kept  in  proper  repair ; 
therefore  any  measure  to  which  he  might 
be  a  party  he  did  not  hesitate  to  state 
should  provide  for  the  accomplishment 
of  that  object.  This  was  his  opinion  when 
his  noble  Friend  brought  the  subject  of 
Church-rates  before  the  House  last  year ; 
it  was  also  his  opinion  at  present.  In  this 
state  of  the  Question  it  was  important  to 
consider  the  subject  most  deliberately, 
and  with  the  utmost  caution,  and  it  was 
therefore  necessary  to  have  before  them  all 
the  facts  likely  to  come  before  Parlia- 
ment and  the  public,  not  only  through 
the  labours  of  the  Church  Commission,  ap- 
pointed by  Earl  Grey's  Qovemment,  but 
by  means  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
nominated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  which  he  hoped  to  see  renewed. 
With  respect  to  bringing  forward  the  Ques- 
tion of  Church-rates  in  the  present  session, 
Ministers  had  resolved  to  undertake  to 
propose  to  Parliament  during  this  ses- 
sion a  question  of  great  magnitude,  im- 
portance, extent,  and  detail,  with  respect 
to  the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales.  They  had  also  resolved 
to  bring  forward  in  no  long  time  a  mea- 
sure not  only  regulating  the  question  of 
tithes  in  Ireland,  but  calculated  to  carry 
into  effect  the  resolution  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  move  with  respect  to  the  ap- 
plication of  the  surplus  funds  of  the 
Established  Church  in  that  country.  If 
he  had  gained  anything  by  the  experience 
of  the  last  three  years,  in  which  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  Government,  it  was 
a  knowledge  of  the  impropriety  of  under- 
taking too  much  at  one  time.  The  Cabinet 
of  Earl  Grey  had  frequently  fallen  into 
difficulties  by  undertaking  too  great  a 
multiplicity  of  measures.  Within  the  last 
four  years, — measures  exceeding  in  im- 
portance and  magnitude  any  that,  during 
a  similar  period,  had  ever  been  proposed 
and  carried  by  any  Grovernment,  had  been 
completed ;  at  the  same  time  it  must  be 
admitted  that  there  were  various  other 
questions    brought    before    Parliament, 


which  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  in  the 
month  of  August,  the  Ministers  found 
themselves  unable  to  carry  forward, through 
want  of  sufficient  time  for  due  considera- 
tion. Therefore,  ready,  as  he  felt,  to  con- 
sider any  questions  that  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  late  Government, 
willing  as  he  was  to  pay  attention  to  mea- 
sures proposed  by  individual  members,  he 
would  not  undertake^  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  go  further  than  those  two 
Questions  of  Municipal  Reform  in  England 
and  Wales,  and  the  regulation  of  tithes 
in  Ireland.  He  would  not  undertake  in 
the  present  session  to  bring  forward  a 
measure  on  the  subject  of  Church-rates : 
it  was  a  question,  however,  on  which  his 
opinions  were  well  known,  and  he  should 
be  always  happy  to  communicate  with 
Protestant  Dissenters  upon  any  subject 
which  they  might  consider  a  grievance,  with 
a  view  to  their  relief  in  all  cases  of  well- 
founded  complaint. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  nothing  to  find 
fault  with  in  respect  to  the  principle 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  announced  on 
the  subiect  of  Church-rates,  since  the  noble 
Lord  had  plainly  said,  that  it  was 
an  essential  condition  of  the  existence 
of  an  Established  Church  that  the 
state  should  provide  for  the  maintenance 
and  repair  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church. 
[Mr.  Hume :  "  No,  no."  Lord  John 
Russell:  *'  Yes."]  He  hoped  that  the 
noble  Lord  might  be  allowed  to  be  the 
interpreter  of  his  own  opinions :  he 
certainly  so  understood  the  noble  Lord, 
and  at  the  moment  when  the  noble  Lord 
was  assenting  to  his  construction  of  the 
noble  Lord's  own  words,  he  thought  he 
might  take  that  assent,  to  be  the  correct 
indication  of  the  noble  Lord's  opinion, 
notwithstanding  the  peremptory  contra- 
diction which  some  one  behind  him  gave 
to  the  representation.  The  noble  Lord, 
in  the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  as  if  to 
remove  all  doubt  on  the  matter,  had  ex- 
plicitly declared  that  **his  opinions  on 
the  subject  of  Church-rates  were  well 
known ;  and  from  that  he  inferred,  that  the 
noble  Lord  still  maintained  the  opinions 
which  he  had  publiclv  announced  on 
the  occasion  when  the  present  Earl 
Spencer  brought  forward  the  Question  of 
Church-rates.  Even  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  made  the  declaration  that  his  opinions 
continued  unchanged,  he  felt  no  dispo- 
sition, as  he  had  no  reason  or  motive,  to 
impute  any  change  of  sentiment  to  the 
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Iririi  Gliuroh,  which  so  much  pteised  for 
an  immediate  practical  settlement  as  this 
of  Church-rates.  He  had  understood  that 
one  of  the  main  grounds  on  which  he 
had  been  dispossessed  of  office,  was,  be- 
cause Gentlemen  opposite  thought,  that 
his  accession  to  office  had  a  tendency  to 
interrupt  several  practical  measures  of  im- 
provement, which  had  been  under  mature 
consideration  in  the  preceding  Cabinet, 
and  which  had  been  only  nipped  in  the 
bud  by  the  untimely  frost  that  set  in 
about  the  15th  of  November  last.  Was 
not  the  following  proposed  and  carried 
as  part  of  an  Amendment  on  the  Address 
to  the  Crown  at  the  opening  of  Parliament  ? 
"To  represent  to  Ws  Majesty,  that  his 
Majesty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave 
submissively  to  add,  that  they  cannot 
but  lament  that  the  progress  of  these  and 
other  Reforms  should  have  been  en- 
dangered by  the  unnecessary  dissolution 
of  a  Parliament,  earnestly  intent  upon 
the  vigorous  prosecution  of  measures  to 
which  the  wishes  of  the  people  were  most 
anxiously  and  justly  directed."  If  any 
one  had  asked  him,  what  were  the  par- 
ticular measures  in  addition  to  Corporation 
Reform,  to  which  this  Amendment  referred 
ts  having  been  interrupted  and  endan* 
gored,  by  his  accession  to  office,  he  should 
at  once  have  answered,  "  A  settlement 
of  the  Tithe  Question  in  England,  as  well 
as  in  Ireland,  the  abolition  of  Church* 
rates,  and  relief  to  Dissenters  in  respect 
to  the  ceremony  of  marriage/'  These  were 
the  three  measures  which  the  late  Par- 
liament had  under  consideration,  they 
had  indeed  done  little  towards  the  settle- 
ment of  them,  but  they  appeared  *  earnestly 
intent  upon  them.'  What  might  happen 
with  respect  to  tithes  in  this  country,  he 
could  not  tell ;  the  House  had  heard  the 
noble  Lord  say,  that  he  contemplated  no 
other  measures  than  Corporation  Reform, 
end-an  Irish  Church  Bill,  and  all  hope  of 
commutation  of  tithes  in  England,  he  ap- 
prehended, was  over  for  the  present,  and 
in  like  manner  the  Dissenters'  Marriage 
Bill  and  a  substitution  for  Church-rates, 
were  to  be  postponed  also.  We  had 
heard  a  novel  reason  for  delay  from  a 
high  authority  on  such  subjects,  one  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  exceedingly  relied 
—-namely,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  His  opinion  now 
was  that  you  must  not  touch  any  single 
•ttbject,  that  you  must  not  indulge  in 
partial  views,  or  take  up  individual  ques* 


tions,  but  must  consider  the  bearings  oC 
the  Questions  of  Marriage,  Church-rates, 
Tithes,  Registrations,  and  Church  Re- 
form, connectedly,  and  as  parts  of  a 
great  and  entire  whole ;  and  having  done 
so,  you  must  bring  in  large  and  philo- 
sophical measures,  harmoniously  com- 
bined, and  calculated  to  ensure  universal 
content  and  satisfaction.  Now,  if  he  had 
said  to  the  House,  '*  Don't  legislate  on 
single  subjects,  do  nothing  till  you  can 
provide  for  the  complete  arrangement 
of  everything,  and  settle  all  Questions 
together,  including  Tithes,  Church-rates, 
Marriage,  Registration,  and  Church  Re- 
form— don't  venture  to  touch  one  Question 
till  you  are  prepared  to  deal  with  all,"— 
then,  indeed,  they  might  have  justly 
inferred,  that  the  dissolution  of  the  last 
Parliament  had  interrupted  and  endan- 
gered the  progress  of  Reform,  there  indeed 
then  would  have  been  some  foundation 
for  their  alarm,  some  justification  for 
their  amendment  to  the  address.  If  the 
Government  of  Lord  Melbourne  had,  as 
far  back  as  November  last,  directed  their 
attention  to  the  subject  of  tithes  and 
Church-rates,  and  had  made  up  their  minds 
on  those  Questions,  they  must  be  now 
prepared  to  bring  them  forward.  They 
probably  had  done  nothing  more  in  these 
matters  than  they  had  done  in  many 
others,  they  were  prepared  to  condemn 
what  they  found  established,  to  declare 
that  the  existing  law  ought  to  be  abolished, 
to  make  it,  by  virtue  of  such  a  declaration 
proceeding  from  such  an  authority,,  very 
difficult  of  execution,  and  to  trust  to 
chance  for  the  future  discovery  of  a 
substitute. 

A  Government  had  other  duties  to  per- 
form, than  that  of  merely  joining  in  an 
outcry  against  an  unpopular  law.  They 
ought,  at  least,  to  follow  up  the  condemna- 
tion of  that  which  existed,  with  the  im- 
mediate proposal  of  a  substitute.  To  take 
any  other  course  was  to  weaken  the  au- 
thority of  all  law,  to  habituate  the  public 
mind,  to  the  absence  of  salutary  restraint, 
and  to  diminish  the  hope  of  a  satisfactory 
adjustment  of  that  which  might  require 
reformation.  And  on  this  subject  of 
Church-rates,  surely  the  noble  Lord,  ad- 
hering as  he  professed,  to  bis  former  prin^ 
ciple,  and  being  in  possession  of  all  the 
facts  of  the  case,  surely  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  one  of  the  parties  to  the  Bill  of 
Lord  AUhorp,  and  being  now  perfectly 
able  to  accomplish  his  objecti  surely  he 
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delusion,  which  meant  neither  more  nor 
less  than  a  contribution  from  the  general 
revenues  of  the  State,  although  it  sounded 
plausibly  at  first.     His  proposition  would 
not  have    been    to    take    the   necessary 
Funds  for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of 
Churches  in  England  and  Wales  directly 
out  of  the  revenues  of  the  State.   It  would 
Imve    been  connected  with    propositions 
for  the  relief  of  the  occupying  tenant  in 
Ireland  from  arrears  of  tithes,  and  for  the 
grant  of  money  to  Scotland,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  permanent  endowments 
in  certain  cases  in  that  country,  for  the 
ministers  of  the  Established  Church,  these 
being  the  equivalent  advantages  intended 
for  other  parts  of  the  empire,  in  order 
to   compensate    for    the   relief  given  to 
England  in  the  shape  of  an  abolition  of 
Church-  rates.   The  satisfaction  with  which 
he  had  heard  the  expression  of  the  noble 
Lord's    unchanged    opinion    was  greatly 
qualified  by  the  noble  Lord's  declaration 
that  he  intended  to  leave  this  question  of 
Church-rates  in  its  present  state  during 
the  course  of  another  year.    This  was  a 
great  practical  Question  requiring  adjust- 
ment, and  he  must  say,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  under   peculiar  obligations  to 
settle   it   as  speedily  as    possible.    The 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  conduct  of 
Churchwardens  in  compelling  individuals 
to  pay  Church-rates  by  harsh  methods, 
but  the  Churchwardens  might,  and  would 
refer  the  noble  Lord  to  his  own  Act  of 
1834,  in  which  he  and  his  then  colleagues 
had  asserted  the  principle  of  abolishing 
Church-rates,  and  providing  a  substitute 
for  their  payment  out  of  the  revenues  of 
the  State.     And  could  the  noble  Lord  be 
surprised  at  difficulty  arising  in  the  col- 
lection of  the  rate,  and  at  the  manifestation 
of  an  indisposition  to  pay  it,  when  Go- 
vernment brought  in  a  measure  for  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates  in  April,  1834, 
and   when    in  June,    1835,    the    noble 
Lord  said  although  his  opinions  and  prin- 
ciples remained  unchanged,  yet  he  was 
not  nqw  prepared  to  bring  his  principles 
to  a  practical  conclusion  ?    He  could  see 
no  grounds  on  which,  since  the  noble  Lord 
did  still  adhere  to  bis  principles,  he  could 
decline  to  bring  forward  without  delay  the 
subject  of  Church-rates  with  a  view  to  its 
immediate  settlement.    He  had  on  more 
than  one  occasion  remarked,  that  it  was 
unfortunate    that    the   late  Government 
brought  measures  under  discussion,  with- 
out that  full  previous  consideration  which 


was  essential  to  their  satisfactory  fldjuat- 
ment,  that  they  agitated  the  public  mind 
by  renouncing  certain  principles,  and  did 
not  afterwards  calm  the  disquiet  they  bad 
caued,  by  any  practical  settlement  of  the 
Question  at  issue.    The  noble  Lord  now 
confirmed  the  general  correctness  of  such 
a  statement,  for  the  noble  Lord  now  ad- 
mitted that  attempts  had  been  made  at 
legislation  by  himself  and  his  Friends,  in 
this  case  and  in  others,  which  has  proved 
very  unsuccessful.  He  was  always  pleased 
when  he  could  offer  a  practical  proof  in 
the  support  of  the  statement  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  and  he  undertook  to  say 
that  never  was  a  truer  statement  made  by 
man  than  that  the  noble  Lord  and  his  col- 
leagues had  some  times  proposed  measttres 
with  an  inconsiderate  zeal,  and  precipita- 
tion which  left  matters  worse  than  they  found 
them.    The  attempt  at  legislation,  with 
regard  to  Church-rates,  was  a  signal  proof 
of  the  justice  of  the  noble  Lord's  remark. 
Lord  Althorp,  in  proposing  a  grant  in  lieu  of 
Church-rates,  had  said,  that  in  addition  to 
the  250,000/.  annually  to  be  provided  for,  he 
believed  there  was  a  debt  of  about  80,000/. 
(the  Church-rates  having  been  mortgaged 
in  certain    iastances),  and   some   other 
small  sums,  but  that  those  iocumbrancei 
could  be  easily  provided   for.    Having 
heard  this  statement  from  the  noble  Lord^ 
he  determined  to  ascertain  what  those 
small  sums  were,  and  he  therefore  called 
for  returns  as  to  the  amount  of  Church- 
rates  mortgaged,  outstanding  debts  for 
building  churches,  &c.,  and  he  found  that 
instead  of  an  incumbrance  on  the  rates  of 
80,000/.,    as  stated    by  Lord    Althorp, 
827,000/.  was  the  actual  amount  of  debt 
due,  and  concurring  with  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  principle  of  Church-rates,  and  being 
desirous  of  carrying  that  principle  into 
effect,  he  had  to  inform  the  noble  Lord 
that  all  the  information  which  be   had 
collectedi  in  respect  to  Church-rates,  and 
the  amount  of  existing  debts  for  which 
those  rates  were  a  security,  was  entirely 
at  the  service  of  the  noble  Lord.    With 
respect  to  Municipal  Corporations,  he  was 
not  about  to  say  a  word  on  that  Question ; 
but  without  undervaluing  its  importance, 
he  must  observe    that   the    subject  of 
Church-rates  did  not  yield  to  it  in  urgency 
So  far  as  any  question  could  be  important 
to  the  maintenance  of  social  harmony,  to 
the  promotion  of  satisfaction  among  the 
great  bodv  of  the  Dissenters,  there  was 
not  a  single  Question  excepting  thatot  the 
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Irish  Cliuroh,  whieh  so  much  pfessed  for 
an  immediate  practical  settlement  as  this 
of  Church-rates.  He  had  uoderstood  that 
one  of  the  main  grounds  on  which  he 
had  been  dispossessed  of  ofiBce,  was,  be- 
cause Gentlemen  opposite  thonght,  that 
hi«  accession  to  office  had  a  tendency  to 
interrupt  several  practical  measures  of  im- 
provement, which  had  been  under  mature 
consideration  in  the  preceding  Cabinet, 
and  which  had  been  only  nipped  in  the 
bud  by  the  untimely  frost  that  set  in 
about  the  1 5th  of  November  last.  Was 
not  the  following  proposed  and  carried 
as  part  of  an  Amendment  on  the  Address 
to  the  Crown  at  the  opening  of  Parliament  ? 
''To  represent  to  his  Majesty,  that  his 
Majesty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave 
submissively  to  add,  that  they  cannot 
but  lament  that  the  progress  of  these  and 
other  Reforms  should  have  been  en- 
dangered by  the  unnecessary  dissolution 
of  a  Parliament,  earnestly  intent  upon 
the  vigorous  prosecution  of  measures  to 
which  the  wishes  of  the  people  were  most 
anxiously  and  justly  directed/'  If  any 
one  had  asked  him,  what  were  the  par- 
ticular measures  in  addition  to  Corporation 
Reibrm,  to  which  this  Amendment  referred 
as  having  been  interrupted  and  endan* 
gered,  by  his  accession  to  office,  he  should 
at  ouce  have  answered,  '*  A  settlement 
of  the  Tithe  Question  in  England,  as  well 
u  in  Ireland,  the  abolition  of  Church* 
rates,  and  relief  to  Dissenters  in  respect 
to  the  ceremony  of  marriage  /'  These  were 
the  three  measures  which  the  late  Par- 
liament had  under  consideration,  they 
bad  indeed  done  little  towards  the  settle- 
ment of  them,  but  they  appeared  *  earnestly 
intent  upon  them.'  What  might  happen 
with  respect  to  tithes  in  this  country,  he 
could  not  tell ;  the  House  had  heard  the 
noble  Lord  say,  that  he  contemplated  no 
other  measures  than  Corporation  Reform, 
en^tan  Irish  Church  Bill,  and  all  hope  of 
commutation  of  tithes  in  England,  he  ap- 
prehended, was  over  for  the  present,  and 
in  like  manner  the  Dissenters'  Marriage 
Bill  and  a  substitution  for  Church-rates, 
were  to  be  postponed  also.  We  had 
heard  a  novel  reason  for  delay  from  a 
high  authority  on  such  safajects,  one  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  exceedingly  relied 
-— namely,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  His  opinion  now 
was  that  you  must  not  touch  any  single 
aubjecty  that  you  must  not  indulge  in 
partial  views,  or  take  up  individual  ques- 


tions, but  must  consider  the  bearings  oC 
the  Questions  of  Marriage,  Church-rates^ 
Tithes,  Registrations,  and  Church  Re- 
form, connectedly,  and  as  parts  of  a 
great  and  entire  whole ;  and  having  done 
so,  you  must  bring  in  large  and  philo- 
sophical measures,  harmoniously  com- 
bined, and  calculated  to  ensure  universal 
content  and  satisfaction.  Now,  if  he  had 
said  to  the  House,  '*  Don't  legislate  on 
single  subjects,  do  nothing  till  you  can 
provide  for  the  complete  arrangement 
of  everything,  and  settle  all  Questions 
together,  including  Tithes,  Church-rates, 
Marriage,  Registration,  and  Church  Re- 
form— don't  venture  to  touch  one  Question 
till  you  are  prepared  to  deal  with  all," — 
then,  indeed,  they  might  have  justly 
inferred,  that  the  dissolution  of  the  last 
Parliament  had  interrupted  and  endan- 
gered the  progress  of  Reform,  there  indeed 
then  would  have  been  some  foundation 
for  their  alarm,  some  justification  for 
their  amendment  to  the  address.  If  the 
Government  of  Lord  Melbourne  had,  as 
far  back  as  November  last,  directed  their 
attention  to  the  subject  of  tithea  and 
Church-rates,  and  bad  made  up  their  minds 
on  those  Questions,  they  must  be  now 
prepared  to  bring  them  forward.  They 
probably  bad  done  nothing  more  in  these 
matters  than  they  had  done  in  many 
others,  they  were  prepared  to  condemn 
what  they  found  established,  to  declare 
that  the  existing  law  ought  to  be  abolished » 
to  make  it,  by  virtue  of  such  a  declaration 
proceeding  from  such  an  authority,,  very 
difficult  of  execution,  and  to  trust  to 
chance  for  the  future  discovery  of  a 
substitute. 

A  Government  had  other  duties  to  per- 
form, than  that  of  merely  joining  in  an 
outcry  against  an  unpopular  law.  They 
ought,  at  least,  to  follow  up  the  condemna- 
tion of  that  which  existed,  with  the  im- 
mediate proposal  of  a  substitute.  To  take 
any  other  course  was  to  weaken  the  au- 
thority of  all  law,  to  habituate  the  public 
mind,  to  the  absence  of  salutary  restraint, 
and  to  diminish  the  hope  of  a  satisfactory 
adjustment  of  that  which  might  require 
reformation.  And  on  this  subject  of 
Church-rates,  surely  the  noble  Lord,  ad- 
hering as  he  professed,  to  his  former  prin- 
ciple, and  being  in  possession  of  all  the 
facts  of  the  case,  surely  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  one  of  the  parties  to  the  Bill  of 
Lord  Althorp,  and  being  now  perfectly 
able  to  accomplish  his  object,  surely  he 
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delusion,  which  meant  neither  more  nor 
less  than  a  contribution  from  the  general 
revenues  of  the  State,  although  it  sounded 
plausibly  at  first.     His  proposition  would 
not  have    been    to    take   the   necessary 
Funds  for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of 
Churches  in  England  and  Wales  directly 
out  of  the  revenues  of  the  State.   It  would 
have    been  connected  with    propositions 
for  the  relief  of  the  occupying  tenant  in 
Ireland  from  arrears  of  tithes,  and  for  the 
grant  of  money  to  Scotland,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  permanent  endowments 
in  certain  cases  in  that  country,  for  the 
ministers  of  the  Established  Church,  these 
being  the  equivalent  advantages  intended 
for  other  parts  of  the  empire,  in  order 
to   compensate    for    the  relief   given  to 
England  in  the  shape  of  an  abolition  of 
Church-  rates.   The  satisfaction  with  which 
he  had  heard  the  expression  of  the  noble 
Lord's    unchanged    opinion    was  greatly 
qualified  by  the  noble  Lord's  declaration 
that  he  intended  to  leave  this  question  of 
Church-rates  in  its  present  state  during 
the  course  of  another  year.    This  was  a 
great  practical  Question  requiring  adjust- 
ment, and  he  must  say,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  under   peculiar  obligations   to 
settle   it  as  speedily  as    possible.    The 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  conduct  of 
Churchwardens  in  compelling  individuals 
to  pay  Church-rates  by  harsh  methods, 
but  the  Churchwardens  might,  and  would 
refer  the  noble  Lord  to  his  own  Act  of 
1834,  in  which  he  and  his  then  colleagues 
had  asserted  the  principle  of  abolishing 
Church-rates,  and  providing  a  substitute 
for  their  payment  out  of  the  revenues  of 
the  State.     And  could  the  noble  Lord  be 
surprised  at  difficulty  arising  in  the  col- 
lection of  the  rate,  and  at  the  manifestation 
of  an  indisposition  to  pay  it,  when  Go- 
vernment brought  in  a  measure  for  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates  in  April,  1834, 
and   when    in  June,    1835,    the    noble 
Lord  said  although  his  opinions  and  prin- 
ciples remained  unchanged,  yet  he  was 
not  nqw  prepared  to  bring  his  principles 
to  a  practical  conclusion  ?     He  could  see 
no  grounds  on  which,  since  the  noble  Lord 
did  still  adhere  to  his  principles,  he  could 
decline  to  bring  forward  without  delay  the 
subject  of  Church-rates  with  a  view  to  its 
immediate  settlement.     He  had  on  more 
than  one  occasion  remarked,  that  it  was 
unfortunate    that    the   late  Government 
brought  measures  under  discussion,  with- 
out that  full  previous  consideration  which 


was  essential  to  their  satiftfactoty  fldjual- 
ment,  that  they  agitated  the  public  mind 
by  renouncing  certain  principles,  and  did 
not  afterwards  calm  the  disquiet  they  bad 
caued,  by  any  practical  settlement  of  the 
Question  at  issue.    The  noble  Lord  now 
confirmed  the  general  correctness  of  such 
a  statement,  for  the  noble  Lord  now  ad- 
mitted that  attempts  had  been  made  at 
legislation  by  himself  and  his  Friends,  in 
this  case  and  in  others,  which  has  proved 
very  unsuccessful.  He  was  always  pleased 
when  he  could  offer  a  practical  proof  in 
the  support  of  the  statement  of  a  Mini&ter 
of  the  Crown,  and  he  undertook  to  say 
that  never  was  a  truer  statement  made  by 
man  than  that  the  noble  Lord  and  his  col- 
leagues had  some  times  proposed  measures 
with  an  inconsiderate  zeal,  and  precipita- 
tion which  left  matters  worse  than  they  found 
them.     The  attempt  at  legislation,  with 
regard  to  Church-rates,  was  a  signal  proof 
of  the  justice  of  the  noble  Lord's  remark. 
Lord  Al thorp,  in  proposing  a  grant  in  lieu  of 
Church-rates,  had  said,  that  in  addition  to 
the  250,000/.  annually  to  be  provided  for,  he 
believed  there  was  a  debt  of  about  80,0001. 
(the  Church-rates  having  been  mortgaged 
in  certain    instances),  and   some   other 
small  sums,  but  that  those  incumbrances 
could  be  easily  provided   for*    Having 
heard  this  statement  from  the  noble  Lord^ 
he  determined  to  ascertain   what  those 
small  sums  were,  and  he  therefore  called 
for  returns  as  to  the  amount  of  Church- 
rates  mortgaged,  outstanding  debts  for 
building  churches,  &c.,  and  he  found  that 
instead  of  an  incumbrance  on  the  rates  of 
80,000/.,    as  stated    by   Lord    Althorp, 
827,000/.  was  the  actual  amount  of  debt 
due,  and  concurring  with  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  principle  of  Church-rates,  and  being 
desirous  of  carrying  that  principle  into 
effect,  he  had  to  inform  the  noble  Lord 
that  all  the  information  which  he   had 
collected,  in  respect  to  Church-rates,  and 
the  amount  of  existing  debts  for  which 
those  rates  were  a  security,  vi^s  entirely 
at  the  service  of  the  noble  Lord.    With 
respect  to  Municipal  Corporations,  he  was 
not  about  to  say  a  word  on  that  Question ; 
but  without  undervaluing  its  importance, 
he  must  observe    that    the    subject  of 
Church-rates  did  not  yield  to  it  in  urgency 
So  far  as  any  question  could  be  important 
to  the  maintenance  of  social  harmony,  t<^ 
the  promotion  of  satisfaction  among  the 
great  bodv  of  the  Dissenters,  there  was 
not  a  single  Question  excepting  that  o(  the 
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Irish  diarchy  which  so  much  pfessed  for 
an  immediate  practical  settlement  as  this 
of  Chttrch^rates.  He  had  understood  that 
one  of  the  main  grounds  on  which  he 
had  been  dispossessed  of  office^  was,  be- 
cause Gentlemen  opposite  thought,  that 
his  accession  to  office  had  a  tendency  to 
interrupt  several  practical  measures  of  im- 
provement, which  had  been  under  mature 
consideration  in  the  preceding  Cabinet, 
and  which  had  been  only  nipped  in  the 
bud  by  the  untimely  frost  that  set  in 
about  the  15th  of  November  last.  Was 
not  the  following  proposed  and  carried 
as  part  of  an  Amendment  on  the  Address 
to  the  Crown  at  the  opening  of  Parliament  ? 
*'To  represent  to  his  Majesty,  that  his 
Majesty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave 
submissively  to  add,  that  they  cannot 
but  lament  that  the  progress  of  these  and 
other  Reforms  should  have  been  en- 
dangered by  the  unnecessary  dissolution 
of  a  Parliament,  earnestly  intent  upon 
the  vigorous  prosecution  of  measures  to 
which  the  wishes  of  the  people  were  most 
anxiously  and  justly  directed."  If  any 
one  had  asked  him,  what  were  the  par- 
ticular measures  in  addition  to  Corporation 
Reform,  to  which  this  Amendment  referred 
as  having  been  interrupted  and  endan-^ 
geied,  by  his  accession  to  office,  he  should 
at  0UC6  have  answered,  **  A  settlement 
of  the  Tithe  Question  in  England,  as  well 
as  in  Ireland,  the  abolition  of  Church* 
rates,  and  relief  to  Dissenters  in  respect 
to  the  ceremony  of  marriage /'  Th ese  were 
the  three  measures  which  the  late  Par- 
liament had  under  consideration,  they 
had  indeed  done  little  towards  the  settle- 
ment of  them, but  they  appeared '  earnestly 
intent  upon  them.'  What  might  happen 
with  respect  to  tithes  in  this  country,  he 
could  not  tell ;  the  House  had  heaid  the 
noble  Lord  say,  that  he  contemplated  no 
other  measures  than  Corporation  Reform, 
en4«n  Irish  Church  Bill,  and  all  hope  of 
commutation  of  tithes  in  England,  be  ap- 
prehended, was  over  for  the  present,  and 
in  like  manner  the  Dissenters'  Marriage 
Bill  and  a  substitution  for  Church-rates, 
were  to  be  postponed  also.  We  had 
heard  a  novel  reason  for  delay  from  a 
high  authority  on  such  subjects,  one  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  exceedingly  relied 
— namely,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  His  opinion  now 
was  that  you  must  not  touch  any  single 
tubjecty  that  you  must  not  indulge  in 
partial  views,  or  take  up  individual  ques* 


tions,  but  must  consider  the  bearings  oC 
the  Questions  of  Marriage,  Church-rates, 
Tithes,  Registrations,  and  Church  Re- 
form, connectedly,  and  as  parts  of  a 
great  and  entire  whole ;  and  having  done 
so,  you  must  bring  in  large  and  philo- 
sophical measures,  harmoniously  com- 
bined, and  calculated  to  ensure  universal 
content  and  satisfaction.  Now,  if  he  had 
said  to  the  House,  '^  Don't  legislate  on 
single  subjects,  do  nothing  till  you  can 
provide  for  the  complete  arrangement 
of  everything,  and  settle  all  Questions 
together,  including  Tithes,  Church-rates, 
Marriage,  Registration,  and  Church  Re- 
form— don't  venture  to  touch  one  Question 
till  you  are  prepared  to  deal  with  all," — > 
then,  indeed,  they  might  have  justly 
inferred,  that  the  dissolution  of  the  last 
Parliament  had  interrupted  and  endan- 
gered the  progress  of  Reform,  there  indeed 
then  would  have  been  some  foundation 
for  their  alarm,  some  justification  for 
their  amendment  to  the  address.  If  the 
Government  of  Lord  Melbourne  had,  as 
far  back  as  November  last,  directed  their 
attention  to  the  subject  of  tithes  and 
Church-rates,  and  had  made  up  their  minds 
on  those  Questions,  they  must  be  now 
prepared  to  bring  them  forward.  They 
probably  bad  done  nothing  more  in  these 
matters  than  they  had  done  in  many 
others,  they  were  prepared  to  condemn 
what  they  found  established,  to  declare 
that  the  existing  law  ought  to  be  abolishedi 
to  make  it,  by  virtue  of  such  a  declaration 
proceeding  from  such  an  authority,,  very 
difficult  of  execution,  and  to  trust  to 
chance  for  the  future  discovery  of  a 
substitute. 

A  Government  had  other  duties  to  per* 
form,  than  that  of  merely  joining  in  an 
outcry  against  an  unpopular  law.  They 
ought,  at  least,  to  follow  up  the  condemna- 
tion of  that  which  existed,  with  the  im- 
mediate proposal  of  a  substitute.  To  take 
any  other  course  was  to  weaken  the  au- 
thority of  all  law,  to  habituate  the  public 
mind,  to  the  absence  of  salutary  restraint, 
and  to  diminish  the  hope  of  a  satisfactory 
adjustment  of  that  which  might  require 
reformation.  And  on  this  subject  of 
Church-rates,  surely  the  noble  Lord,  ad- 
hering as  he  professed,  to  his  former  prin- 
ciple, and  being  in  possession  of  all  the 
facts  of  the  case,  surely  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  one  of  the  parties  to  the  Bill  of 
Lord  Al  thorp,  and  being  now  perfectly 
I  able  to  accomplish  his  object,  surely  he 
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was  bound  to  proceed,  and  not  to  leave 
unsettled  for  another  year,  a  subject  so 
pregnant  with  the  seeds  of  discord  and 
collision.  In  consideration  of  the  interests 
of  the  Church  Establishment,  for  the  satis- 
fnclion  of  a  large  body  of  the  people, — 
for    the    accomplishment  of    their    own 
pledges— to   promote  subordination    and 
obedience  to  the  law — to  suppress  indi- 
vidual complaints  of  grievance — surely  to 
accomplish  all  these  objects,  a  Government 
fit  to  be  intrusted  with  the  management  of 
public  affairs  would,  without  delay,  take 
this  matter  into  their  own  hands,  and  not 
suffer  the  law  respecting  Church-rates  to 
be  made  a  theme  of  discussion  in  public 
meetings,  and  a  subject  of  resistance  by 
parochial  martyrs  for  another  twelvemonth. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  certainly  has  made 
a  very  able  speech,  but  he  ha»  not  made 
quite  a  candid  one.     Let  us  consider  as 
shortly  as  possible  what  is  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman.     He  has 
argued  altogether  as  if  (and  I  put  it  to 
the  House  whether  the  two  cases  are  at 
all  similar) — as  if  the  present  Government 
stood   now  in  the  position  in  which  it 
would  have  stood,  if  that  change  of  Go- 
vernment, which  took  place  in  Novem- 
ber last,  had  not  occurred,  and  if  that 
change    bad   not  been  succeeded  by  a 
general  election.    There  is  not  one  single 
word  contained  in  the  amended  Address 
to  the  Throne  which   1  do  not  now  re- 
avow,  as  strongly  as  T  voted  for  it  before. 
If,  indeed,  the  events  which  took  place  in 
November,  and  which  were  in  February 
brought  under  the   consideration   of  the 
House,  had  not  produced  delay,  if  they 
had  not  impeded  the  course  of  Reform, 
then  I  admit  that  that  Address  would  have 
been   false,  and   that  the   House  ought 
not  to  have  passed   it.    But  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  occurrences  of  November 
have  had  the  effect  of  impeding  the  course 
of  safe  and  useful  Reform,  then  the  position 
in  which  the  House  is  now  placed  is  not  a 
position  which  the  majority  who  voted  for 
that  Address  is  at  liberty  to  impute  to  us. 
It  is  to  those  causes  that  we  have  a  right 
to   refer  that  position.    The  right  hoD. 
Baronet  well  knows  that  the  interval  be- 
tween the  month  of  November  and   the 
meeting  of  Parliament  in  the  month  of 
February,  is  of  all  intervals,  that  which 
enables  the  Government  to  meet  Parlia- 
ment with  the  best  effect    Of  that  ad- 
vantage Lord   Melbourne's   Government 


was  deprived.  For  some  tithe  afler  the 
dissolution  of  Lord  Melbourne's  Adminis- 
tration, an  anomalous  state  of  things  ex- 
isted, during  which  it  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther the  country  possessed  any  Govern* 
ment  at  all.  When  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet returned  from  the  Continent,  he  a$« 
sumed  the  reins  of  Government,  and  he 
had  the  advantage  of  the  interval  be- 
fore the  meeting  of  Parliament  to  prepare 
his  measures.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  profited  by  an  admission  made  by  my 
noble  Friend  who  sits  near  me — ^a  con- 
cession applicable  to  a  particular  state  of 
things  which  then  existed,  but  one  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  very  ingeniously 
seemed  to  consider  an  admission  on  his 
part  that  the  late  Government — that  Lord 
Grey's  Government — did  nothing  but 
bring  forward  fncomplete  and  ill-digested 
measures.  Why,  Sir,  any  one  who  heard 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  without  a  previous 
knowledge  of  the  fact,  would  have  been 
induced  to  imagine  that  Lord  Grey's 
Governmenthad  never  settled  the  Question 
of  the  Bank  Charter — that  Lord  Grey's 
Government  had  never  settled  the  Question 
of  the  East-India  Charter  —  that  Loid 
Grey's  Government  had  not,  through  the 
agency  of  my  noble  Friend  who  sits  below 
the  gangway  (Lord  Stanley),  settled  the 
West-India  Question — no  inconsiderable 
one  in  itself.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
himself  will  not  deny — ^though  there  are 
persons  not  very  far  from  him  who  will 
— that  the  settlement  of  the  Poor-law 
Question  was  no  inconsiderable  item 
among  the  great  and  burdensome  measures 
which  that  Administration  undertook ;  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  will  at  least  think  that  the 
settlement  of  the  Question  of  Parliamen- 
tary Reform  was  not  so  unimportant  as  to 
be  altogether  excluded  from  notice  or  ob« 
servation.  Well,  Sir,  in  what  position  do 
we  now  find  ourselves  with  respect  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  present  Session  ?  In 
the  month  of  May — towards  the  close  of 
that  month— the  Government  are  called 
npon  to  propose  measures  to  Parliament. 
Is  it  wise  or  is  it  just  that  they  should 
undertake,  or  would  it  be  wise  or  just  tot 
the  House  to  wish  them  to  undertake 
more  than  they  can  reasonably  hope  to 
fulfil  within  the  Session  ?  If  we  did  so, 
we  certainly  should  disappoint  the  just 
and  reasonable  expectations  of  the  country; 
if  we  did  so,  then  indeed  the  taunts  of 
the  right  hon.   Baronet  would   become 
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applicable  to  the  course  which  rightly  or  | 
wrongly,  he  imputes  to  us,  of  bringing 
forwara  a  greater  number  of  measures 
than  could  be  brought  to  maturity  within 
the  Session.  If  this  be  blameable  in  a 
Government,  does  he  not  know  that  if  in 
the  month  of  May  we  were  to  pledge  our- 
selves to  the  variety  of  questions  on  which 
he  has  argued,  he  would  then  have  us  in 
bis  power,  and  that  we  could  not  com- 
plete any  one  of  those  measures ;  and  does 
be  not  know  that  by  adopting  the  course 
we  have  taken  of  selecting  two  great  mea- 
sures, and  proposing  them  for  the  consider- 
ation of  Parliament,  we  have  pursued  the 
safest,  the  justest,  and  the  most  satisfactory 
course.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  can 
hardly,  I  think,  deuy  this  proposition, 
because  those  who  introduced  the  sub- 
ject on  his  behalf  distinctly  stated  the 
principle  that  no  one  question  could  be  more 
pressing  than  the  settlement  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church.  It  was  the  first 
Question  which  the  Government  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  introduced  ;  it  is  the 
Question  which  we  are  now  pledged  to  bring 
forward ;  and  I  am  somewhat  surprised 
that  in  the  great  and  new-born  zeal  which 
DOW  manifests  itself  in  favour  of  the  Dis- 
senters, we  should  be  called  upon  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  his  Friends,  in  their 
defence,  to  postpone  all  other  claims  to 
theirs.  Sir,  why  were  not  the  Dissenters, 
grievances  settled  long  since  ?  Why  did 
not  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  those  con- 
cerned with  him  in  the  Government  of 
this  country,  settle  them  once  and  for 
ever  ?  How  long  were  they  responsible  ? 
If  they  object  to  us  that  we  have  post- 
poned for  the  present  Session  the  bringing 
these  different  matters  to  issue,  how  will 
they  answer  to  the  Dissenters  for  their 
having  postponed  during  so  many  years 
the  settlement  of  this  question,  the  ad- 
justment of  their  claims,  and  the  removal 
of  their  grievances  ?  Sir,  do  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  those  who  act  with 
him,  think  that  by  taking  this  course  they 
will  persuade  the  Dissenters  of  England 
that  we  have  not  been  earnest  in  our  sin- 
cere wish  to  carry  into  effect,  and  work 
out  to  the  utmost,  the  principles  of  that 
relief  which  we — not  for  the  first  time  in 
the  year  1835,  but  during  the  whole  pe- 
riod of  the  organization  of  the  Whig  party 
— -Jiave  felt  that  the  Dissenters  of  England 
were  entitled  to  ?  Do  they  think  that 
the  Dissenters  of  England  will  be  misled 
OX  daaszled  b;  this  sew-born  zeal?    If  it 


be  calculated  to  produce  any  impresfion 
on  their  minds  for  one  moment,  I  only 
wish  the  Dissenters  to  look  back  to  those 
debates  of  which  we  hear  so  much — I  mean 
the  records  of  our  Parliamentary  decisions. 
I  say  let  them  do  this,  and  then  ask  where 
this  zeal  in  their  behalf  was  slumbering 
at  the  time  that  the  Repeal  of  the  Test 
and  Corporation  Acts  was  proposed  ? 
That  point  upon  which  we  are  uow  all 
agreed — that  point  upon  which  there  is 
now  such  perfect  unanimity  of  opinion — 
was  then  opposed  by  the  very  individuals 
who  now  come  forward  and  tell  us,  in  their 
zeal  for  the  Dissenters,  that  we  are  palter- 
ing with  their  interests  when  we  postpone 
the  consideration  of  their  claims  for  one 
moment  longer.  Sir,  there  should  be  no 
postponement  of  the  subject  if  we  believed 
that  during  the  interval  that  remains  of 
the  present  session  we  could  do  more 
than  accomplish  the  two  great  objects 
that  are  before  us.  It  is  not  because  we 
shrink  from  the  Question,  it  is  not  because 
we  are  indifferent  to  the  rights  of  the  Dis- 
senters, that  we  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  their  claims — it  is  because  we  are 
resolved  to  select,  with  due  respect  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  our  own  ground  of 
battle.  We  will  not  accord  to  him  the 
advantage  of  driving  us  from  our  lines, 
if  we  feel  it  more  in  furtherance  of  our 
principle,  and  more  conducive  to  the  pub- 
lic interest,  that  we  should  fight  on  our 
own  ground.  Sir,  we  take  our  stand  upon 
these  two  great  measures.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  knows,  I  believe,  as  well  as 
I  do,  that  we  could  not  accomplish  more. 
Perhaps  he  thinks  we  might  substitute 
the  measure  upon  which  he  has  laid  so 
much  stress  for  one  of  the  measures  we 
have  announced — Corporation  Reform, 
Sir — the  Question  of  Corporation  Reform 
— there  is  our  point  of  contest  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet — there  shall  be  our 
field  of  battle — and  there  we  will  meet 
him  upon  an  issue  which  will  be  intelligi- 
ble to  the  people.  Does  not  that  Ques-- 
tion  press,  or  does  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
think  it  might  be  advantageously  post- 
poned ?  It  does  press.  Sir,  upon  certain 
parties  in  this  country — it  presses  hard 
upon  them  at  the  present  moment  in  the 
shape  of  inflictions,  from  which,  I  trust, 
our  measure  will  relieve  them ;  the  alarm 
presses  hard  upon  others,  who  would  gladly 
— most  gladly — postpone  the  discussion, 
and  who,  for  the  purpose  of  advantage- 
ously acquiriDg  the  means  of  postpone- 
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ment,  urge  the  t)issenterd  to  the  settle- 
ment of  their  ckims,  and  abjure  Munici- 
pal Reforms.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  those  around  hitn  are  so  perfectly 
friendly  to  the  claims  of  the  Dissenters, 
that  really  whether  tt  cotnes  a  little  sooner 
or  a  little  later,  the  Dissenters  need  not 
be  alarmed,  because  on  that  subject  all 
parties  are  quite  agreed.  I  hear,  how- 
ever, that  on  the  Question  of  our  Munici- 
pal Corporations  we  cannot  look  for  quite 
so  much  coincidence  of  opiuion.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated,  I  believe 
upon  some  authority,  that  in  anticipation 
of  the  measure  of  Municipal  Reform,  cer- 
tain corporations  in  the  land  are  already 
taking  measures  to  distribute  and  divide 
among  themselves  that  which  constitutes 
the  common  eood  of  the  corporations  in 
question,  and  to  divide  their  lands, 
in  order  to  prevent  this  remedial  tnea- 
sure,  when  it  does  come  into  operation, 
from  having  any  practical  effect — I  say, 
then,  to  the  Dissenters— and  I  believe 
they  will  take  the  advice  of  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  quite  as  soon  as 
they  will  accept  that  of  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  late  Government — that  it 
becomes  more  important  for  tbem^  that 
it  is  the  more  important  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  their  interests,  that  the  Question 
of  Municipal  Reform  should  be,  in  the 
first  instance,  and  without  delay,  settled. 
I  believe  it  is  a  point  upon  which  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  England  are  most 
deeply  set ;  aAd  that  if  you  were  to  poll 
the  people  of  this  country,  man  by  man, 
they  would  say  that  the  reform  of  the 
Municipal  Corporations  was  second  only 
— if  indeed  it  be  second  to  anything — to 
the  other  great  measure  of  Reform  which 
bas  beeti  idtroduced  and  passed  into  a  law. 
Well,  then,  Sir,  it  is  upon  these  grounds; 
It  is  with  a  view  to  the  practical  execution 
of  two  important  measures,  rather  than  to 
an  ineffectual  attempt  at  the  settlement 
of  any  other — it  is  with  that  view  that  the 
two  measures  to  which  we  wish  to  direct 
the  special  attention  of  Parliament,  are  the 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Church,  including 
the  Question  of  the  Appropriation  of  its 
Revenues,  and  the  settlement  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations.  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  may,  and  very  possibly  will,  taunt 
Us  with  having  taken  this  resolution — a 
bourse  which  may  be  adopted  by  others, 
though  not  with  his  ability  or  hm  power. 
Vfe  appeal  to  the  people  of  England ;  we 

tell  ihem  that  in  the  month  of  May  we 


cannot  hope  to  accomplish  more  than 
those  two  great  measures.  We  ask  you, 
do  you  wish  to  see  the  Irish  Church 
Question  settled  ?  We  ask  you,  do  you 
wish  to  dee  the  Municipal  Institutions  of 
the  country  modified  ?  If  you  do,  we 
think  that  by  the  support  of  Parliament 
we  may  be  enabled  to  accomplish  the^e 
two  measures:  if  we  try  to  effect  more 
in  the  time  Which  is  befbre  us,  we 
fear  we  shall  fail  hot  only  in  those  two, 
but  in  the  other  subjects  to  which  our 
attention  is  directed — not  by  the  old 
friends  of  Reform  —  not  by  the  Dis- 
senters themselves,  but  by  Gentlemen  who 
know  full  well  that  a  Government  restored 
to  Office  in  the  month  of  April,  and  com- 
mencing their  proceedings  at  the  end  of 
May,  is  uot  to  be  stigmatized  because  it 
does  not  happen  to  be  in  the  same  situa- 
tion as  it  would  have  been  if  no  change 
had  taken  place  in  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber. It  may  be  a  fair  Parliamentary  taunt, 
but  it  is  no  moral  reproach  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  thrown  out,  if  oue  seeks 
to  affirm  the  proposition  that  we  stand  in 
the  middle  of  a  session  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  if  no  change  had  taken  place. 
We  shall  take  our  positioti  as  I  have 
already  stated ;  we  shall  bring  forward  the 
two  great  measures  to  which  I  have  refer- 
red. It  will  be  for  the  country  to  decide 
whether  we  have  done  wisely  in  directing 
their  attention  to  those  great  and  import- 
ant objects,  or  whether  we  should  have 
acted  more  wisely  and  more  beneficially 
in  adopting  the  course  recommended  by 
those  who  are  opposed  to  us. 

Mr.  Wilks  considered  the  two  measures 
which  Government  had  annOuhced  their 
intention  of  bringing  forward  most  pressing 
and  important ;  the  one  would  give  peace 
to  Ireland ;  the  other  was  a  measure  of 
reform  without  which  the  Reform  Bill 
itself  would  be  paralyzed.  Re  could  have 
wished  that  the  Dissenters*  clanns  had  not 
been  postponed,  he  still  thought  Ministers 
might  take  those  claims  into  consideration 
during  th«  present  Session,  and  hoped 
that  they  would  re-consider  their  deter- 
mination on  the  subject.  If,  however, 
they  should  upon  reflection  remain  of 
opinion  that  it  was  wise  to  postpone  that 
question,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Dii« 
senters  would  Wait  patiently.  For  his  own 
part,  deeply  impressed  with  the  import- 
ance of  the  measures  to  be  brought  forward 
bj  the  Ministers,  he  should  be  ready  to 

pre  tfaem  bis  ttml  cordial  support. 
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Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  begged  leave  to 
doubt  whether  the  hen.  Member  who  spoke 
last  expressed  the  sentiments  of  the  Dis- 
senters. At  all  events  he  believed  that 
the  Dissenting  portion  of  his  constituents 
would  be  any  thing  but  satisfied  with  the 
conduct  of  Ministers.  The  people  of 
£ngland  would  contrast  the  course  which 
Ministers  were  about  to  pursue  with  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  pursuing 
with  80  much  advantage  to  the  country 
and  his  own  character,  when  he  was 
compelled  to  relinquish  office  upon  pre- 
tences which  he  need  not  refer  to. 

Dr.  Botvring  said,  that  the  Dissenters 
knew  who  were  their  real  friends;  and 
expressed  his  conviction  that  they  would 
not  press  their  claims,  when  their  so  doing 
mignt  retard  the  progress  of  the  important 
measures  that  had  been  adverted  to. 

Mr.  Potter  also  bore  testimony  to  the 
willingness  of  the  Dissenters  to  postpone 
arging  their  claims  until  thev  could  be 
tnore  advantageously  conceded. 

Mr.  Ewart  was  convinced  of  the  neces- 
sity of  Municipal  Reform,  and  thought 
nothing  was  more  pressing.  Since  the 
passing  of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts 
not  one  Dissenter  bad  been  admitted 
into  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool.  The 
measure  announced  by  Qovernment  would 
at  once  unlock  the  barred-up  Corporations, 
and  liberal^  them  from  the  thraldom  in 
which  they  had  been  so  long  held. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  was  desirous  to  see 
the  Church  of  England  and  the  Dissenters 
united  in  the  bond  of  peace  and  concord. 
He  feared,  however,  thai  the  adoption  of 
such  proceedings  as  had  given  rise  to  the 
present  discussion  would  only  foment  and 
perpetuate  differences  which  they  all  de- 
plored. He  hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  expressed  so  much  atixiety 
for  the  settlement  of  this  Question,  would, 
when  it  again  came  forward,  meet  it  in 
that  fair  and  candid  spirit  which  was 
BO  well  calculated  to  promote  the  end 
they  all  professed  to  desire. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  that  the  Dissenters 
would  confide  in  their  old  friends,  and 
wait  until  they  obtained  a  well-digested 
measure  of  relief  from  them.  The  Society 
of  Friends  did  feel  it  to  be  a  hardship  that 
they  were  called  on  to  contribute  towards 
the  repair  of  the  edifices  appertaining  to 
the  Established  Church,  believing,  as  they 
did,  that  the  Church  was  itself  in  posses- 
sion of  ample  funds  for  that  purpose. 

Th^  Attgrnetf 'Oeneral  thought  that  a 


very  unjust  attack  had  been  made  upon 
the  law  and  the  legal  tribunals  of  the 
country.  In  his  opinion  the  Church- 
wardens referred  to  in  the  petition  had 
grossly  misconducted  themselves,  and  their 
proceedings  had  been  illegal  as  well  as 
oppressive.  The  law  applicable  to  the 
case  noticed  in  the  petition  was  very 
vexatious  as  it  stood  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  53rd  George  3rd. 
Before  that  time  the  only  remedy  for  the 
recovery  of  Church-rates  was  by  a  pro- 
ceeding in  the  Ecclesiastical  Court,  which 
could  only  be  enforced  by  excommunica- 
tion. The  53rd  of  George  3rd,however,era- 
powered  parties  to  proceed  for  the  recovery 
of  sums  due  for  Church-rates,  the  amount 
of  which  was  under  10/.  by  distress,  while 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Court . 
was  preserved  with  respect  to  sums  above 
that  amount.  It  was,  therefore,  the  mean^ 
ing  of  the  Legislature,  and  that  meaning 
was  clearly  expressed  in  the  statute,  that 
for  sums  under  10/.  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court,  should  be  entirely 
taken  away.  In  spite  of  this,  these 
Churchwardens  betook  themselves  to  tha 
Ecclesiastical  Court,  and,  not  content 
with  that,  took  out  a  writ  de  contumace 
capiendo  (excommunication  being  now 
very  properly  abolished  for  such  a  pur- 
pose). All  these  were  voluntary  and  pre- 
meditated acts  on  the  part  of  the  Church- 
wardens, in  consequence  of  which  Child 
had  been  deprived  of  his  liberty,  Hon. 
Members  declaimed  about  the  hardship 
of  seizing  the  goods  of  that  individual, 
but,  in  his  opinion,  the  casting  him  into 
gaol  was  a  much  greater  hardship.  For 
that  illegal  act  the  Churchwardens  had 
rendered  themselves  liable  to  an  action. 

Mr.  Zau;  said,  that  after  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  trouble  the  House  with  many 
observations,  though  he  had  originally  in- 
tended to  call  their  attention  to  some  of 
the  real  facts  of  the  case,  which  had  been 
communicated  to  him.  However,  the  ob- 
servations .made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney-General  induced  him  to  state 
one  important  fact,  which  entirely  ne- 
gatived the  imputation  cast  on  the  Church- 
wardens, that  they  had  from  first  to  last 
been  actuated  by  a  desire  to  oppress 
Child.  From  the  communication  made 
to  him,  of  the  truth  of  which  he  had  no 
doubt,  it  appeared  that  the  Churchwardens 
informed  Child,  even  when  the  costs  of 

the  suit  had  been  incurred;  but  before  any 
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proceedings  they  had  adopted  wa$  a  proof 
that  they  were  conscious  of  having  Tiolated 
the  law.  NoWy  what  were  the  facts  of  the 
case  ?  At  the  time  this  offer  was  made,  a 
citation  only  had  been  served,  and  no 
action  for  damages  would  then  have  laid. 
When  their  o£rer  was  refused,  how  did 
they  act  ?  Like  men  who  knew  that  they 
had  violated  the  law?  On  the  contrary, 
they  continued  their  proceedings  and  pro- 
cured the  arrest  of  Child.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  then,  appeared  to  have 
cast  imputation  on  the  motives  of  the 
Churchwardens,  in  ignorance  of  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  he  (Mr.  Praed)  therefore 
trufted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  not,  until  he  had  learned  to  judge 
more  impartially,  bring  over  to  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  either  the 
severity  of  his  censure  or  the  bitterness  of 
his  sarcasm. 

Mr.  Pryme  ridiculed  the  idea  of  the 
Churchwardens  having,  on  the  plea  of  fair- 
ness and  humanity,  put  the  unfortunate 
Mr.  Child  into  prison  rather  than  bring 
him  before  a  magistrate,  who  happened  to 
be  a  clergyman.  By  such  an  excuse  they 
added  hypocrisy  to  cruelty.  Their  whole 
conduct  well  deserved  the  epithets  applie4 
to  it  in  the  petition.  They  really  appeared 
to  have  been  actuated  by  the  rancour  of 
religious  hostility. 

Mr.  BuvKes  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
Ibr  Yarmouth  had  not  correctly  stated  the 
views  of  the  Dissenters,  when  he  informed 
the  House  that  they  were  disposed  to  ac- 
quiesce b  an  arrangement  ror  raising  a 
Charcfa*>rate  by  a  general  tax,  instead  of  a 
specific  rate.  No  such  concession  had 
been  made ;  and  he  protested  against  the 
Dissenters  being  committed  to  that  admis- 
sion. They  wished,  indeed,  the  edifices 
of  the  Church  to  be  upheld;  but  they 
thought  that  when  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  came  to  be  investigated,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  sinecures  of  the  Church 
were  sufficient  to  pay  for  the  keeping  in 
Impair  the  churches,  or  if  they  should 
prove  deficient,  that  there  were  other  sine- 
cures and  pensions  that  might  be  resorted 
lo  for  that  purpose  without  imposing  fresh 
burdens  upon  the  people.    As  to  the  pro- 

gised  delay,  the  Dissenters  wished  to  have 
eir  grievances  redr^sed  as  soon  as  was 
compatible  with  their  satisfactory  adjust- 
ment; but  they  were  more  anxioos  that 
the  legislation  upon  them  should  be  sound 
and  permanently  satisfactory,  than  that 
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hurried  through  Parliament  without  due 
deliberation.  He  thought  the  country  was 
much  indebted  to  Mr.  Child,  for  the  firm- 
ness and  decision  that  he  had  displayed  in 
support  of  his  principles  at  a  critical  junc- 
ture, while  the  petition  before  the  House, 
had  been  of  essential  service,  for  it  had 
elicited  the  information  which  had  been 
given,  as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department. 

Mr.  Hardy  was  not  acquainted  with 
either  of  the  two  Gentlemen  who  had 
adopted  the  proceedings  against  Mr. 
Child,  but  he  thought  that  a  most  unfair 
attack  had  been  made  on  them.  They 
had  given  notice  of  ail  the  proceedings  in 
his  case,  and  had  manifested  every  anxiety 
to  settle  the  matter  amicably.  There  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  notning  either  of 
mjustice  or  oppression  in  their  conduct. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  never  recollected 
any  case  of  injustice  or  oppression  brought 
before  the  House,  in  which  some  Gen- 
tleman did  not  come  forward  and  assert 
that  the  persons  against  whom  that  com- 
plaint was  brought  were  most  humane 
characters,  and  were  actuated  by  the 
purest  motives.  The  Churchwardens,  now 
complained  of,  had  adopted  a  most  extra- 
ordinary mode  of  showing  their  humanity 
towards  Mr.  Child.  From  the  indi- 
vidual question  respecting  Mr.  Child,  the 
attention  of  the  House  had  been  called 
to  the  general  Question  of  the  injustice  of 
continuing  the  present  law  respecting 
Church-rates.  His  attention,  however, 
had  also  been  directed  to  another  great 
Question,  namely — the  constitution  of  the 
tribunal  by  which  Mr.  Child  was  sub- 
jected to  these  iniquitous  proceedings 
It  appeared  that  Mr.  Child  had  heen 
illegally  brought  before  this  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  for  the  paltry  sum  of  175.  6d.; 
and  according  to  the  learned  civilian  (Dr. 
Lusbington)  than  whonv  there  could  not 
be  a  better  authority  on  the  subject,  the 
expenses  would  amount  to  at  least  16/. 
He  asked  how  long  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
intended  to  aHow  the  present  system  in 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  to  be  continued  t 
The  Government  he  trusted  would  at  once 
give  some  information  on  this  point.  He 
was  satisfied  that  if  they  did  not  bring 
forward  some  effectual  nteasure  of  Reform 
with  respect  to  these  Courts,  they  would 
lose  the  confidence  of  the  country.  The 
late  Government  bad  promised  Reform  on 
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effectual  if  the  mutter  had  been  taketi  up 
in  the  way  which  he  understood  the  right 
hot).  Baronet  then  at  the  head  of  the  AA^ 
ministration  intended  that  it  should  be. 
He  was  the  more  anxious  upon  the  point, 
as  some  of  his  constituents  had  been  in>* 
jured  by  the  oppressite  conduct  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court  —  indeed  the  op> 
pression  on  this  point  was  very  ^eat  in  the 
West  of  England.  He  had  intimated  at 
the  early  period  of  the  Session  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  take  away  from  the  Ecclesiastical 
Oonrts  all  jurisdiction  in  Tithes  or  Church- 
rates,  but  he  did  not  persist  in  his  inten« 
tion,  as  he  had  been  told  that  that  would 
form  part  of  the  measures  to  be  brought 
fbrward  by  the  late  Government.  That 
Administration  lasted  six  weeks  after  this 
intimation,  und  yet  they  manifested  no 
signs  of  bringing  forward  such  a  Bill. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  intended  to  introduce  some 
measure,  for  if  they  did  not  he  should 
certainly  proceed  with  his  Bill  ? 

Lord  John  Rus^eli  was  understood  to 
to  say,  that  the  Government  wished  to  do 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  adverted  to, 
but  he  could  not  then  give  a  more  specific 
promise. 

L«6AL  APPOTKTMIKTS  IN  IHELAim.] 

Mr^Arthur  Trevor  said,  that  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
which  he  considered  of  paramount  impor- 
tance at  the  present  moment,  and  which 
the  public  looked  to  with  great  interest. 
He  would  not  allude  to  the  various  reports 
in  circulation  beyond— *—[**  Question !"]. 
Reports,  however,  were  in  general  circula- 
tion respecting  certain  appointments 
connected  with  the  Government,  and 
these  had  been  strengthened,  and  partly 
confirmed,  by  an  expression  used  the 
other  night  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  legal  appointments  connect^ 
ed  with  the  Irish  Government  had, 
previously  to  their  being  confirmed,  been 
submitted,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
for  his  approbation. 

No  answer  was  given  to  the  question. 

AoiiictTWtyiiAtDtsTRESs.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Chandos  rose  to  bring  forward 
hit  Motion.    As  that  was  the  third  time 
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of  the  Agricultural  Classes  under  the  no' 
tice  of  that  House,  he  should  not  think  it 
necessary  to  enter  into  the  subject  at  great 
Ungth»  He  deeply  lamented  the  failure  of  his 
formerMotion,  as  it  was  one  calculated  to  af* 
ford  considerable  relief*  But  though  he 
bowed,  as  he  was  bound  to  do,  to  the  opi-^ 
nion  of  the  House,yet  he  still  entertaiaed  thu 
same  opinion.  It  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceal the  desperate  condition  of  the  farmer 
at  present,  as  contrast^  with  his  fonner 
position,  and  as  impossible  that  relief  conid 
be  longer  withheld  iVom  him  withoat  sacri- 
ficing the  whole  agricultural  interest  of 
the  country.  All  must  be  of  the  same 
opinion  on  this  point.  He  would,  then, 
the  distress  of  the  tenants  being  known  to 
every  Gentlemen^  call  on  the  House  to 
aflFord  relief.  The  measure  which  he 
meant  to  propose  to  the  House  for  its 
adoption  would  not  be  final,  but  only  tern* 

E>rary,  and  suited  to  the  existing  exigency. 
ver  since  the  commencement  of  the  reign 
of  George  drd,  the  Poor-rates  und  the 
County-rates  bad  been  increasing,  and  all 
falling  with  cumulative  weight  on  the 
farmer.  It  was  thought  by  the  former 
Government  that  the  reduction  of  the 
County^rates,  and  the  expenditure  of 
money  in  building  bridges,  and  striking 
out  new  lines  of  commQnication»  would 
tend  to  relieve  the  distress  of  the  agricul- 
turists ;  but  those  plans  were  not  attended 
with  the  desired  effect.  The  late  Chan-* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed  another 
measure,  the  Commutation  of  Tithes  in 
England  and  Wales.  That  measure,  how-' 
ever,  had  not  been  brought  forward  as  it 
was  generally  expected  it  would  ere  this 
have  been,  and  he  had  been  extremely 
pained  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  that  even^ 
ing  state  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
his  Majesty's  present  Administration  to 
proceed  during  the  present  Session  with 
more  than  two  measures,  of  which  %,  Bill 
for  the  Commutation  of  Tithes  was  not  to 
be  one.  He  was  of  opinion  that  a  Com* 
mutation  of  Tithes  would  be  a  measure  of 
very  great  practical  utility  to  the  landed 
Interest,  and  rejoiced  indeed  should  he  be 
if  the  appeal  which  he  was  then  making  on 
their  behalf  should  hate  the  effect  of  itt« 
ducing  the  noble  Lord  and  bis  colleagues 
in  the  Government  to  reconsider  theiir 
determination,  abd  within  a  fisw*  days  to 
announce  to  the  House  that  they  wo^ld 
not  allow  the  present  Session  to  pass  with« 
out  introducing  a  Bill  embodying  fte  pro* 
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instance,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the. 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  an-* 
nounced  from  the  Treasury  Benches.  In 
sabmitting  to  the  House  his  present  appeal 
it  was  his  (Lord  Chandos's)  intention  to 
embrace  the  relief  likely  to  result  from  the 
repeal  or  reduction  of  local  as  well  as 
general  taxation.  With  regard  to  local 
taxation,  his  opinion  was,  that  much 
might  and  ought  to  be  done  for  the 
farmer.  That  it  might  be  done  the  decla- 
rations of  the  Government  were  sufficient 
guarantee,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  done,  if 
practicable,  required  but  little,  if  any,  in- 
genuity to  prove.  When  they  considered 
the  present  prices  of  landed  produce — 
when  they  found  that  in  every,  no  matter 
how  trifling,  article  of  that  produce,  foreign 
markets  competed,  and  competed  with  suc- 
cess with  those  of  Great  Britain — when 
they  recollected  that  at  the  present  mo- 
ment wheat,  which  last  year  fetched  6s. 
the  bushel  now  brought  only  4s,  he 
did  confldentlv  expect  the  House  would 
concur  with  him  in  thinking  the  time  was 
come  when  it  was  incumbent  on  them  to 
look  out  for  some  means  of  relief  for  the 
farmer,  and  devise  some  measure,  which, 
if  it  should  not  have  the  eflfect  of  bringing 
back  to  him  all  that  prosperity  he  in  past 
tiroes  enjoyed,  should  at  least  take  from 
him  those  burthens  which  nothing  but  a 
continuance  of  that  prosperity  could  enable 
him  to  endure.  They  might  not—  it  would 
be  idle  in  him  to  contend  they  could— 
give  relief  to  the  extent  the  farming  popu- 
lation required,  but  at  all  events  it  was  in 
their  power  to  effect  such  a  reduction  in 
local  as  well  as  general  taxation  as  would 
give  to  their  exertions  that  energy  which 
their  present  depressed  condition  alto- 
gether kept  down.  Was  the  House  in  pos- 
session of  the  tremendous  fluctuations  in 
prices  which  had  attended  the  sale  of 
British  farming  produce  ?  He  held  in  his 
band  a  paper  from  the  pen  of  an  able 
writer,he  meant  Sir  John  Sinclair,  in  which 
the  average  prices  of  wheat  from  the  year 
1800  to  the  year  1835  were  given,  which 
was -in  itself  quite  sufiictent  to  present  a 
lamentable  picture  of  the  depression  at 
present  endured  by  the  landed  interests. 
From  that  document  it  appeared  that  in 
1800^  the  price  of  wheat  was  110s.  per 
quarter;  in  1812,122s.;  in  1833,  53s.; 
in  1834^  44s.;  and  in  1835,  38s.  showing 
a  continnally  descending  scale  of  prices. 
Might  he  not)  when  looking  at  this  table, 
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I  something  must  be  done  by  legislative  in- 
terference to  check  this  fall  of  prices,  to 
relieve  the  farming  population  of  some  of 
their  burthens,  and,  above  all,  that  mea- 
sures should  be  taken  to  give  then  that 
protection  which  could  alone  secure  a 
market,  even  though  an  indiflerent  one, 
for  the  produce  of  their  land  ?  Upon  look- 
ing into  the  last  Mark-lane  Express  he 
found  there  had  been  introduced  of  foreign 
grain  into  the  British  market  during  the 
week, — barley  515  quarters,  and  of  Irish 
oats,  33,496  quarters.  That  quantity 
within  the  short  space  of  six  days,  had 
been  brought  into  competition  with  Bri- 
tish produce ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  of 
bonded  corn  and  of  flour  there  was  a  con« 
siderable  quantity  disposed  of.  Was  it 
possible  to  expect  that  the  British 
farmers  labouring  under  this  disadvan- 
tage, together  with  an  amount  of  taxa- 
tion totally  unproportioned  to  the  income 
they  derived  from  their  labour,  could  find 
the  means  even  of  sustenance  for  them'* 
selves  and  their  families?  If  the  Govern- 
ment were  bent  on  ameliorating  their 
condition  there  were  many  practicable 
improvements  which,  though  in  themselves 
they  might  be  insufficient  in  affording  that 
immediate  relief  which  was  so  loudly  called 
for,  would,  if  adopted,  prove  of  great  ulti- 
mate benefit  and  assistance*  If,  for  in- 
stance, among  other  improvements,  the 
Government  were  to  advance  money  and 
buy  up  the  corn  of  English  growth,  accord- 
ing as  the  market  became  overstocked,  and 
bond  it  for  future  use  when  the  supply  was 
less  extensive,  it  struck  him  they  would 
be  doing  that  which  might  be  the  means 
of  great  relief  and  benefit.  This  project 
did  not  form  a  part  of  the  plan  he  had  to 
submit  to  the  House,  but  he  threw  it  out 
in  the  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  be  in- 
duced to  consider  its  practicability.  The 
relief  he  at  present  sought  was^  in  a  great 
measure,  that  which  would  arise  from  the 
reduction  of  local  taxation.  Every  country 
Gentleman  must  be  well  aware  that  the 
county-rates  came  upon  the  farmer  with 
a  heavy  pressure.  It  was  the  land  which 
was  obliged  to  pay  for  the  prosecution  of 
felons  at  Sessions  and  assizes ;  it  was  the 
land  which  was  called  upon  to  maintain 
and  support  prisoners;  it  was  the  land 
which  had  to  defray  the  expenses  attend- 
ing the  bailding  and  repairing  of  bridges; 
and  it  was  the  land  which  had  to  bear  the 
cost  of  making  and  keeping  ia  order  the 


8§         Agriaidiural  DisiresB*         {Mat  25}  AgrieiMiaralDUireu. 


90 


hig^hivays  of  the  country.    These  consti* 
toted  sonie  of  the  heaviest  burthens  which 
the  suffering  farmer  had  to  endare,  and  it 
was  with  a  view  to  relieve  him,  if  not  of 
all,  at  least  of  some  portion  of  their  pres-^ 
sure,  that  his  present  Motion  was  intro*- 
duced.    What  he  had  to  propose  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  was,  that  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  report  of  the  last 
Select  Committee  on  County-rates  should 
be  acted  upon,  andthat,without  further  loss 
of  time,  measures  should  be  introduced  to 
carry  them  intoexecution.His  anxiousdesire 
was,  that  Parliament  should  relieve  the  land 
in  the  way  that  Report  proposed — namely, 
by  exempting  the  farmer^  from  the  heavy 
payments,  under  the  head  of  County-rates, 
they  were  now  called  upon  to  make,  and 
by  throwing  them  amongst  the  general 
charges  on  the  country.     On  what  prin- 
ciple of  justice  was  it  that  the  pablic,who 
enjoyed  the  chief  benefits  of  the  bridges  of 
the  country,  many  of  them  completed  at 
an  immense  cost — indeed,  he  might  men- 
tion that  one  lately  erected  in  the  county 
to  which  he  belonged,  had  cost  the  land 
no  less  than  22,000/. — were  not  called 
apon  to  contribute  one  fraction  towards 
their  expense  ?    Was  it  fair,  that  the  poor 
farmer  should  have  to  pay  for  a  bridge 
situated^  as  was  often  the  case,  some  fifty 
or  sixty  miles  from  his  home,  which,  in 
all  probability,  he  would  never  see  or  use? 
It  was  from  such  an  unjustifiable  imposi- 
tion he  sought  relief,  and  certain  be  was, 
if  the  country  Gentlemen,  whom  he  had 
the  honour  to  address,  were  sincere  in 
their  professions  of  anxiety  to  assist  their 
suffering    constituents,   they    could    not 
avoid  giving  him  their  support.    The  pro- 
secution of  felons,  and  the  support  of 
prisoners  in  gaols,  he  would  likewise  make 
a  national  charge.     As  to  the  expenses 
consequent  upon  the  repair  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  highways,  he  thought  they 
might,   with   the  greatest  propriety,  be 
charged  to  the  national  purse ;  and  when 
he  recollected  the  great  inconvenience  and 
loss  sustained  by  the  farmers  in  being 
obliged  to  perform  statute  labour  on  the 
roads,  he  was  more  than  ever  anxibus  to 
see  such  a  proposal  acceded  to.     When, 
indeed,  he  found  the  toll  owners  of  the 
country  rolling  in  afl3uence,  and  discharg- 
Bog  their  duties  by  dep\ity,  and  at  the 
same  time  saw  the  poor  farmer  obliged  to 
contribute  the  labour  of  bis  men  and 
cattle — labour  which  would  be  of  the 


'utmost  use  to  his  land — ^he  could   nol 
avoid  expressing  his  surprise  they  should 
have  so  long  patiently  endured  the  exac- 
tion»     With  respect  to  general  taxation , 
although  much  could  not   be  done,  yet 
something  in  the  shape  of  relief,  was  prac- 
ticable.   The  noble  Lord,  who  was  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  during  the  last 
Session,  told  the  House,  when  making  his 
financial  statement,  that  very  little  could 
then  be  done  for  the  agricultural  interest, 
but  that  the  little  which  could  be  done, 
would  be  of  the  greatest  use  to  the  farmer. 
In  fulfilment  of  this  promise,  the  noble 
Lord  reduced  the  Window -tax  on  houses 
ratepi  under  20s.  per  annum,  affording  a 
relief  to  the  agriculturalists  of  35,000/.  a- 
year — reduced  the  duty  on  carriages  em- 
ployed in  husbandry,  to  the  amount  of 
10,000/.  a-year — reduced  the  tax  on  horses 
and  cattle  employed  in  husbandry,  which 
gave  a    saving  of  3,000/.  a-year — and, 
lastly,  reduced  the  taxes  on  male  servants 
under  eighteen  years  of  age,  which  be- 
nefitted   the  farmer    to    the    extent   of 
20,000/.   a-year.    This    was,   indeed,  a 
trifling  degree  of  relief  to  a  distressed 
interest,  but,  trifling  as  it  was,  it  was 
sufficient    at  the  moment  to    raise  the 
spirit  of  the  farmer,  and  to  engender  the 
hope  that  at  an  early  period  each  of  the 
taxes  so  reduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  might 
be  totally  repealed.    The  duty  on  tax 
carts  ought,  he  thought,  at  all  events,  to 
be  repealed ;  and  if  so  much  could  not  be 
done  with  the  other  taxes  he  had  parti- 
cularized, at  least  some  further  reduction 
might  be  effected.  He  felt  that  in  making 
this  proposition,  he  might  be  tuld  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the 
surplus    revenue    would    not    admit    of 
making   the   required   concessions,  and 
that,  at  all  events,  he  ought  not  to  have 
mooted    the  subject,  untill    the  Budget 
was  before  the  House.    With  such  ex- 
cuses and  comments  he  had  been  put  off, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  by  more  than  one 
former  Administration,  but  he  trusted  that 
they  would  not  be  had  recourse  to  upon 
the  present  occasion.     He  asked  but  for 
little ;  and  he  did  hope,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  case,  that  the  little 
he  asked,  would  be  conceded   to  him. 
His  opinion,  that  the  Repeal  of  the  Malt* 
tax  would  be  the  most  beneficial  conces- 
sion to  the  agricultural  interest,  the  Go- 
vernment could  make,  remained  still  un- 
changed :  but,  as  a  large  majority  of  the 
House  had  decided  against  such  a  mea- 
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tore,  he  felt  it  would  be  a  usekts  intru'* 
eion  on  their  time  and  paUence,  again  to 
moot  that  queetion.  Such  beiog  the  case, 
be  wts  reduced  to  the  necessity  of  asking 
but  an  instalment  of  relief,  if  it  were  only 
10  give  hope  that,  when  cireumstancea 
permitted,  further  concessions  would  be 
made,  he  entreated  the  GoTemment  to 
grant  to  the  farmer  the  trifling  boon  he 
now,  on  their  behalf,  solicited.  He  had 
but  one  object  in  making  the  application. 
It  was  not  a  party  object*— it  arose  in  an 
anxious  desire  to  give  hope  and  consola- 
tion to  the  English  farmer,  and  of  use  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country  at  large. 
He  meant  to  take  the  sense  of  the  H9U8e 
on  his  proposition,  and  anxiously  he 
trusted  to  see  the  country  Gentlemen  to 
a  man  marshalled  in  its  support-— in  the 
support  of  the  most  important  interest  of 
their  constituents.  The  case  which  he 
laid  before  them,  was  one  of  the  deepest 
distress— a  distress  which  they  all  knew 
was  not  feigned— -which  they  all  must 
acknowledge  was  entitled  to  relief.  Twice 
had  his  Majesty,  in  his  Address  from  the 
Throne,  alluded  to  the  distress  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  but  as  yet  no  sub« 
atsmtial  remedy  had  been  devised.  How 
k«ff  warn  this  to  continue*<»how  long 
eoQid  it  be  continued  without  danger? 
When  the  whole  of  the  agricultural  part 
of  the  country  was  pressing  forward  for 
relief,  when  the  pauper  population  was 
disturbed,  when  the  Poor»laws  were  fail- 
ing in  many  instances  to  prove  so  suc- 
oessful  as  had  been  expected,  [*^NOf 
no"]  He  would  repeat  that  in  many  in- 
stances the  Poor4aws  were  not  proving 
ao  successful  as  had  been  expected—- 
it  was  certainly  necessary  for  Qovern- 
ment  to  introduce  some  measure  of  relief. 
Some  hon.  Members  seemed  to  think  the 
Poor  Law  Bill  had  succeeded  in  effecting 
the  object  of  its  framers.  In  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
there  was  to  be  found  sufficient  proof  that 
it  had  not,  and  he  believed  that  county 
did  not  stand  forth  as  an  isolated  example 
of  its  ill  effects.  He  should  not  have 
another  opportunity  during  the  present 
Session  of  bringing  on  this  question,  and 
he  had  now  brought  it  forward  in  a  modi- 
fied way.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  ample  means  of  protecting  the 
farmer  to  the  extent  now  sought:  and 
when  large  quantities  of  foreign  butter, 
cheese,  and  other  articles  of  consumption, 
were  daily  poured  into  this  marketi  some 


stepe  ought  to  be  taken  to  secure  a  propter 
remunerating  price  to  the  farmers  of  this 
country,  who  also  brought  those  articles 
into  the  market  for  home  consumption. 
There  were  besides  other  articles  requiring 
to  be  protected,  in  which  the  Scotch  far- 
mers were  more  particularly  interested, 
and  those  were  clover  and  other  seeds,  of 
which  large  importations  annually  took 
place.  He  would  again  repeat,  Qovem- 
ment  was  in  a  positbn  to  give  the  trifling 
relief  he  now  asked  on  behalf  of  the  far- 
mers, and  he  trusted  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  it.  He,  however,  would  toll 
the  House  candidly  that  he  intended  on 
some  future  oocasion  to  ask  for  more  ex* 
tensive  relief,  but  he  would  not  do  so 
until  he  saw  a  possibility  of  its  being  con- 
ceded without  in  any  way  unfairly  pre- 
iudioing  the  other  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. The  noble  Marquess  concluded  by 
moving, "  That  an  humble  address  be  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty,  expressing  the  deep 
regret  this  House  feels  at  the  continuation 
of  the  distressed  state  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  to  which  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  called  in  his  Majesty's 
most  gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  in 
this  and  the  preceding  Session,  and  humbly 
to  represent  to  hia  Majesty  tho  anxioua 
desire  of  this  House  that  the  attention  of 
his  Majestv's  Government  should  be  dl** 
rected  to  tne  subject,  with  a  view  to  the 
immediate  removal  of  some  parts  of  thoaa 
burthens  arising  from  the  pressure  of  Ge« 
neral  and  Local  Taxation/' 

The  Earl  of  DarUngton  rose  with  great 
pleasure  to  second  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  who,  upon  this  occasion,  as  on 
every  other  since  his  entry  into  public  life, 
had  showed  himself  well  deserving  of  the 
proud  title  which  he  generally  received— 
that  of  '« the  farmer's  friend.'*  The  pic- 
ture which  had  been  drawn  of  the  distress 
endured  by  the  agricultural  population 
was  not,  unfortunately,  an  exaggerated 
one ;  it  was  impossible  to  give  it  that 
character,  even  if  it  were  desired;  and| 
as  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Marquess 
was  as  moderate  a  one  as  could  be  con- 
ceived under  the  circumstances— in  fact^ 
if  he  had  any  fault  to  find  with  it,  it  was 
that  of  being  too  moderate^«he  earnestly 
and  sincerely  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  see  the  absolute  necessity  of  ac- 
ceding to  it..  Ih  their  consideration  of 
the  subject,  they  ought  not  to  forget  that 
in  two  suceeteive  speeches  from  the 
Throne,  agriooltural  distresa  had  foitded 
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the  thiime  of  rfegrat  tnd  commiteratieOy 
and  unless  King's  Speeohee  were  to  be 
regenled  ee  mere  nothings,  or  as  so  many 
words  of  delusion  and  deeeption»  they 
could  not  shrink  from  realising  those  hopes 
which  his  Majesty's  recognition  of  their 
claims  were  so  calculated  to  excite.  It 
was  true  that,  in  the  speech  of  1834,  no 
actual  promise  of  relief  was  held  forth ; 
but  why  have  alluded  at  all  to  the  dis- 
tress, if  not  with  an  intention  of  recom- 
mending some  alleviation?  As  to  the 
capability  of  Parliament  to  afford  relief, 
he  thought  little  need  be  said.  The  means 
could  easily  be  found  if  the  inclination 
were  not  wanting.  In  regard  to  general 
taxation  he  admitted  little  could  be  done. 
Parliament  having,  during  the  present 
Session,  decided  that  the  only  general  tax 
which  could  affect  them,  he  meant  the 
Malt-tax,  should  not  be  removed ;  but  as 
respected  local  taxation,  the  taxation  from 
which  the  farmers  principally  suffered, 
and  of  the  burthen  of  which  they  chiefly 
complained,  it  was  possible  that  great  and 
important  conceMions  might  be  made. 
When  the  last  Budget  was  produced,  the 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an- 
Doooced  a  surplus  of  1 ,600,000/. ;  and  it 
was  naturally  expected  that  something 
would  have  been  done  for  the  distressed 
landowneie ;  but  in  the  result,  the  surplus, 
with  the  exception  of  some  few  thousand 
p6uads,  was  devoted  to  interests  which 
did  not  require  relief  one^half  as  much  as 
did  the  agriculturists.  Among  others  the 
House-tax  was  repealed ;  and  by  its  repeal 
a  boon  was  given  to  the  nobility,  who  did 
not  need  it,  while  none  whatever  was 
bestowed  upon  the  farmer,  who  really 
required  itt  From  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  lately  held 
the  o&ce  of  Prime  Minister,  and  who  was 
not  one  who  was  likely  to  raise  hopes  that 
might  be  disappointed,  he  was  sure  that  if 
that  right  hon.  Baronet  had  remained  in 
oftce,  something  by  this  time  would  have 
been  done  for  the  effectual  relief  of  the 
farmers  of  this  country.  He  would  now 
shortly  allude  to  the  means  which  struck 
him  as  most  calculated  to  give  a  salutary 
aMistance  to  the  interest  which  he  advo** 
oated.  Upon  the  subject  of  county  and 
highway  rates  he  had  no  observations  to 
make,  farther  than  that  he  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  view  taken  of  them  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  As  regarded  tithes,  while 
he  admitted  they  were  a  great  burthen  on 
the  fisrmer,  and  while  he  eonfessed  that  a 


measure  of  commutation  struck  him  as 
most  desirable,  and  should  always  have 
his  advocacy,  he  felt  bound  to  say,  he  was 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive  in  what  way 
the  farmer  would  derive  any  pecuniary 
benefit  from  it.  Neither  could  he  see 
how  he  had  been  benefited  with  respect 
to  Poor-rates,  although  the  supporters  of 
the  Poor-law  Bill  insisted  so  strenuously 
that  such  would  be  the  case.  He  was 
not  so  much  opposed  to  that  Bill  as  many 
with  whom  he  generally  acted;  on  the 
contrary,  be  thought  many  of  its  enact- 
ments were  good,  and  that  hereafter  it 
would  be  found  of  great  practical  utility ; 
but  he  utterly  denied  the  assertion  that 
its  enactment  gave  the  smallest  relief  to 
the  farmer.  It  would  require  a  great  deal 
of  money  to  bring  the  Bill  into  full  ope- 
ration, and  the  consequence  wonld  be 
that  for  some  years,  so  far  from  being 
diminished,  the  Poor-rates  would  be  con- 
siderably increased.  If  the  Legislature 
proposed  giving  relief  through  the  medium 
of  a  Poor-law  Bill,  they  could  only  do  it 
by  making  the  Poor-rates  a  state  tax 
instead  of  a  parochial  one.  So  desperate 
was  the  condition  of  the  agriculturtsts, 
that  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  brave  all  diflHoulties,  and  go  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  It  would  be  found 
that  the  contraction  of  the  currency  was 
the  root  of  the  eviU  Agriculture  suffered, 
and  the  system  began  to  be  felt  the  year 
preceding  that  when  preparation  was  made 
by  the  Bank  for  the  resumption  of  cash 
payments,  and  that  system,  in  spite  of 
every  resistance,  would  have  to  be  altered, 
or  some  measure,  of  some  sort  or  other, 
brought  forward  to  counteract  its  evil 
effects.  Although  for  the  last  three  years 
there  had  been  successive  good  harvests, 
yet,  considering  the  burden  of  taxation, 
and  other  disadvantages  under  which  the 
farmer  laboured,  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  pay  his  rents. 

Lord  John  Russell  said*  in  rising  to 
make  some  observations  on  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  he  must  acquit 
him  of  having  brought  it  forward  from  any 
party  or  factious  motive ;  on  the  contrary, 
the  noble  Lord,  in  bringing  forward  his 
motions  relating  to  the  distress  of  the 
agriculturists,  whoever  were  the  Ministers 
in  power,  desired  no  doubt  to  draw  from 
them  and  from  the  House  some  opinion 
with  respect  to  that  distress,  and  wKh 
respect  to  the  burdens  onder  which  the 
agricultural  interest  laboured.    Whatever 
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else*  ihen,  he  might  say  of  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  or  of  the  speech  with 
which  he  prefaced  it,  he  certainly  should 
not  impute  to  the  noble  Lord  aoy  other 
motive  than  an  anxious  desire  to  promote 
that  cause  of  which  he  was  the  zealous 
advocate.  He  felt  himself  called  on  to 
remark  that  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  avowedly  fell  very  far  short  of  a 
remedy  for  the  distress  which  it  was  his 
purpose  to  remove.  The  noble  Lord 
stated — and  he  would  not  dispute  the 
point — that  the  farmers  of  this  country 
were  labouring  under  great  distress,  and 
he  proposed  to  relieve  them  by  the  removal 
of  local  taxes ;  but  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
propose,  as  he  understood  him,  to  carry 
his  relief  beyond  the  amonnt  of  the  present 
surplus — beyond  that  amount  which  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  S.  Rice)  were  prepared  to  state  was 
the  present  surplus  of  revenue. — [The 
Marquess  of  Chandos  did  not  bind  himself 
to  that] — As  the  noble  Lord  who  made 
the  motion,  and  the  noble  Lord  who 
followed  him,  and  who  did  not  submit  any 
distinct  proposition — as  neither  of  those 
noble  Lords  entered  upon  either  of  the 
two  great  questions,  an  entire  commu- 
tation of  taxes,  or  a  complete  alteration  of 
the  currency — ^he  considered  himself  at 
liberty  to  evade  those  questions  entirely, 
and  to  hold  the  discussion  to  be  limited 
within  the  bounds  of  the  surplus  revenue, 
whatever  the  amount  might  be.  He  would, 
then,  take  into  consideration  the  noble 
Lord's  proposition,  in  connexion  with  the 
Government  of  Earl  Grey  and  that  which 
followed  till  the  end  of  last  Session.  It 
would  be  remembered,  that  during  Earl 
Grey*8  Administration  a  Committee  was 
proposed  to  inquire  into  the  distress  of  the 
agricultural  interest.  That  Committee 
was  very  fully  attended  by  Gentlemen 
connected  with  the  landed  interest  of  the 
country :  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cumberland  was  in  the  Chair,  and 
no  one  better  adapted  for  that  situation 
could  be  found.  After  several  days  of 
laborious  investigation,  the  Committee 
drew  up  a  Report,  and  that  Report  ended 
by  declaring,  that  it  was  more  to  forbear- 
ance than  to  the  active  interposition  of 
Parliament  that  they  must  look  for  relief 
of  agricultural  distress.  The  Report  made 
another  assertion,  the  accuracy  of  which 
no  person  could  doubt,  and  which  went  to 
the  very  foundation  of  agricultural  dis- 


tress, namely,  that  while  the  outgoings  of 
the  farmer  were  considerable,  and  the 
price  of  his  produce  much  diminished,  the 
burdens,  consisting  of  county-rates  and 
so  on,  had  very  much  increased.    This 
undoubtedly   was  the    case.      In    1791 
the  general  average  of  wheat  was  about 
47s. ;  in  the  beginning  of  1793  it  was  41 9. 
In  1833  and  1834  the  prices  had  not  been 
very  different;  and  he  had  been  informed 
that  the  present  average  price  was  below 
409.     While  the  prices  had  come  back  to 
what  they  were  in  1792  or  1793,  the  pre- 
sent burdens  were  very  much  more  heavy 
and  oppressive.     [Instances  of  this  were 
given   in   the   Report  of  the  Committee 
appointed  on  this  subject  last  year,  some 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  detailed.]     He 
would  observe,  with  respect  to*  the  Report 
of  the  Sub-committee  that  was  also  ap- 
pointed,  that    Report    stated    that    the 
expense  of  the  prosecutions  which  took 
place — the  prosecutions  being  of  a  public 
nature — ought    to    be    defrayed,   at  all 
events  in  part,  by  the  public,  and  recom- 
mended tnat  the  expense  should  be  the 
expense  of  the  assizes,  and  not  of  the 
quarter    sessions.    To    that    proposition 
there  was  the  objection,  that  siieh  a  system 
would  hold  out  a  direct  inducement  to 
commit  prisoners  to  the  assises  and  not  to 
the  quarter  sessions,  although  perhaps  an 
answer  to  that  might  be,  that  it  would  be 
necessary    and    requisite   to   distinguish 
between    offences.      There   was  another 
question  in  relation  to  this  subject  of  the 
very  highest  importance,  upon  which  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  could 
not  be  adopted  without  the  very  fullest 
consideration — he  meant  the  expediency 
of  introducing  a  public  prosecutor  into  all 
our  trials.   From  all  he  himself  had  heard, 
he  was  inclined  to  think  that  it  would 
much  improve  the  practice  of  the  law,  if 
they  adopted  in  some  respect  that  practice. 
But  still  it  ought  not  to  be  adopted  gene* 
rally  and  at  once;   it  should  rather  be 
introduced  gradually  and    partially,    by 
way  of  experiment  at  6rst.    Bnt  there  was 
another  reason  for  not  adopting  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Select    Committee.      In 
considering  the  proposition  made  by  that 
Committee,  it  appeared  that  they  might 
in  another  way  give  a  relief  greater  than 
that  which  they  had  contemplated.     For 
instance,    that   Committee   proposed   to 
relieve  counties  from  the  expenses  inci- 
dental to  assiase  prosecutions,  to  the  amount 
of  67,000/*;  from  the  expenses  of  Gonyicti» 
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ID  tlie  amount  of  16»000/.;  aod  with 
Inspect  to  CouDty-rates  and  expenses  at 
quarter  sessions,  to  the  extent  of  64,000/., 
making  in  all  146,000/.  Now  the  pro- 
posal which  he  had  to  make,  was,  to  take 
the  half  of  that  whole  sum,  including  the 
expenses  of  assizes  and  quarter-sessions, 
and  pay  one  half  of  it  out  of  the  general 
revenues  of  the  State.  With  regard  to 
Gaols,  that  question  was  already  before  a 
Committee  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  would  probably  be  made  the 
subject  of  a  separate  bill.  It  was  the 
intention  of  Government  to  propose  such 
a  Measure  as  would  insure  uniformity  of 
discipline,  and  when  that  great  object  had 
been  secured,  it  would  be  time  to  consider 
whether  the  expense  should  in  part  be 
borne  by  the  public.  Before  he  left  the 
subject  of  County-rates  and  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Committee,  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member,  he 
might  be  permitted  to  mention  that  very 
great  and  important  economical  improve- 
ment which  would  result  from  the 
appointment  of  a  Finance  Commmittee  of 
Magistrates  in  every  county,  by  insuring 
a  regular  audit  and  examination  of 
accounts,  and  by  taking,  when  it  is  ne- 
cessary, a  new  valuation.  Of  this  he 
would  only  mention  a  single  instance 
which  had  happened  within  his  own  per- 
sonal knowledge,  that  in  the  county  of 
Devon  the  expenses  of  felons  and  prison- 
ers had  been  actually  reduced  three- 
fourths  by  the  efficient  superintendance 
of  such  a  local  finance  Committee — a 
Measure  which  could  in  all  cases  be  car- 
ried into  effect  by  counties  themselves 
without  aid  or  intervention  of  Parliament. 
He  had  now  explained  the  views  he 
entertained  with  respect  to  County-rates. 
The  local  burdens  which  pressed  pecu- 
liarly upon  agriculture  were  divided  into 
County*rates,  Tithes,  and  Poor-rates. 
The  next  subject,  therefore,  which  he 
should  revert  to  was  Tithe.  With  re- 
spect to  the  commutation  of  Tithes,  it  had 
bean  undoubtedly  under  the  consideration 
of  Government,  and  it  had,  indeed,  been 
agreed  to  bring  forward  some  measure  on 
the  subject ;  but  great  difficulty  was  found 
in  making  a  compulsory  settlement  of  the 
question,  dependent  as  it  must  be  upon 
the  ratio  of  payment  for  a  certain  number 
of  by-gone  years.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, tor  the  purpose  of  avoiding  all  the 
difficulties  which  enveloped  the  subject, 
proposed  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  voiun- 
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tary  Commutation  of  Hthes.  He  had 
stated,  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in- 
troduced the  measure,  and  he  still  was  of 
the  same  opinion,  that  such  a  measure 
could  be  generally  carried  into  effect,  and 
especially  in  those  places  where  the 
greatest  irritation  prevailed.  Of  the  just- 
ness of  that  opinion,  he  was  still  firmly 
convinced ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  to  allow  full  opportunity 
for  the  exercise  of  every  effort  which  coula 
be  made  to  set  at  rest  this  intricate  and 
difficult  question.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  still  wished  to  catry  forward 
his  plan,  he  should  certainly  give  him 
his  vote — on  the  principle  that  the  mea- 
sure would  deserve  a  trial;  but  if  he 
did  not  press  forward  that  measure,  he 
should  propose  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed,  embracing 
various  Members  from  different  parts  of 
the  country,  representing  the  various  in- 
terests of  those  who  were  liable  in  parti- 
cular districts,  to  the  payment  of  tithes, 
for  no  compulsory  measure  could  be  pro- 
perly and  finally  settled,  unless  it  were 
examined  by  some  body  of  men  before 
whom  the  various  claims  and  interests  of 
the  different  tithe-payers  were  fairly  heard. 
There  was  another  topic  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  adverted — Poor-rates,  from 
the  law  in  reference  to  which,  that  had 
be^n  passed  last  Session,  he  did  not  seem 
to  think  much  relief  had  been  given. 
Now,  upon  that  subject,  he  very  widely 
differed  from  the  noble  Lord.  All  the 
information  which  he  had  received,  was 
of  precisely  an  opposite  character  and 
tendency.  Althougn  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Bill  was  only  partially  in  operation, 
and  would  not  come  into  complete  and 
general  operation  for  some  time,  yet,  so 
far  as  averages  could  be  taken,  there  was 
a  considerable  diminution  of  the  burden 
of  Poor-rates,  and  the  relief  which  had 
been  afforded,  was  of  a  kind  which  he 
thought  must  be  considered  most  satis- 
factory. He  had  some  statements  upon 
this  subject,  which  had  been  drawn  up 
with  great  attention  and  care,  and  with 
all  the  experience  which  the  Commis- 
sioners were  possessed  of,  which  tended 
to  show  practically  the  working  of  the 
new  Poor-law  Bill.  For  instance,  there 
was  an  average  taken  of  165  parishes  in 
Berks  and  Sussex,  in  which  the  expense 
of  maintaining  the  poor,  for  the  year  end- 
ing March,  1834,  was  79,498^.  and, 
during  the  same  period,  till  March,  1835, 
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the  chaiige  was  only  69|433/.,  showing  a 
diminutiop  of  no  less  than  one^-eighth* 
If  this  great  dimiDntioD  could  be  reckoned 
on  generally,  which  he  thought,  when 
the  Billy  was  in  complete  operation, 
night  be  fairly  expected,  there  would  be 
a  saving  of  not  less  than  1,000,000/.  to 
the  country.  His  expectation  was,  that 
before  long  he  should  be  able  to  state 
there  had  been  a  diminution  to  that 
amount,  and  in  that  particular  direction 
tko  one  could  doubt  it  would  be  of  the 
very,  highest  value.  But  what  was  of 
more  importance  than  even  the  amount  of 
money  saved,  was  the  moral  efifect  which 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  had  on  the 
eharacteri  particularly,  of  the  agricnltaral 
labourer.  The  great  evil  which  had  been 
fully  acknowledged  by  all  who  had  prac- 
tically studied  the  question,  was  the  vast 
quantity  of  what  had  been  called  surplus 
labour,  which  compelled  the  farmers  to 
give  employment  to  those  half  who  were 
support^  by  the  parishes,  and  whom  they 
would  not  otherwise  have  employed.  It 
had  been  found  in  many  parishes,  that  no 
sooner  was  it  proposeia  that  those  la- 
bourers should,  In  place  of  being  stip* 
ported  by  the  parish,  go  to  the  worlu^ouie, 
than  the  greater  part  of  them  immediately 
found  employment.  They  had  not  become 
vagrants  or  lawless  persons  infesting  the 
country,  but  were  employed  by  the 
farmers,  conducted  themselves  properly, 
and  received  increased  wages.  Such 
were  the  effects  he  had  expected  from  the 
change  effected  in  the  Poor-laws ;  those 
who  formerly  received  money  for  work, 
which  to  the  farmers  was  worth  absolutely 
nothing,  many  of  them  being  men  whom 
the  farmers  could  not  employ,  were  now 
usefully  employed,  the  farmers  finding, 
from  the  change  in  their  character,  that 
their  labour  was  highly  beneficial.  He 
would  give  only  one  more  instance  of  a 
parish  (Bledlow,  as  we  understood,)  in  the 
county  of  Bucks,  with  which  the  noble 
Marquess  was  acquainted,  where  by  order 
of  the  Commissioners,  it  had  been  pro- 
posed that  \  number  of  paupers,  then 
unemployed,  should  go  to  Manchester, 
whither  they  had,  in  fact,  migrated,  and 
were  now  receiving  double  their  former 
wages.  Twenty  more  were  now  anxious 
to  follow  their  example,  and  the  burdens 
of  the  parish  had  actually  been  reduced 
more  than  one-half.  Such  was  the  in* 
formation  which  he  had  received,  and 
which  he  thought  the  House  would  be 


glad  to  bear,  at  the  wodcing  of  the  I*6on 
law  Act,  in  its  yet  early  stages,  frotn  whksh 
the  noble  Marquess  seemed  to  expect  but 
little  relief.  For  his  own  part,  he  hid 
felt  that  the  Go?etnmenC  of  the  day  in 
introducing  such  a  measure,  were  not 
certainly  adopting  so  popular  a  course,  as 
if  they  had  taken  off  2,000,OOOL  or 
3,000,000/.  of  taxes ;  but  nhittately,  he 
k\t  persuaded,  a  more  beneficial  effect 
would  be  produced  by  it,  than  by  any 
such  reduction,  while  the  valtie  of  labour 
would  be  materially  auginented,  and  the 
condition  of  the  peasant  most  extensively 
improved.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  broiig^t  forward  his  Motion  on 
the  subject^  he  should  be  prepared  with 
materiafs  to  laj^  before  thfe  Hou^e,  by 
which,  on  fh6  evidence  of  the  Oonittih>' 
sioners,  he  should  be  able  to  shdw  what 
the  actual  operation  of  the  tneasure  had 
been  ;  and  he  believed  he  Should  th^n  be 
able  to  establish  that^  so  farff^m  Its  being 
a  measure,  as  ihtit  hon.  Member  ehose  to^ 
represent  it,  tending  to  make  the  inde«' 
pendent  labourer  Ute  od  ^^rse  end  coarser 
foodi  it  was  <^lc«ltted,  oti  the  contrary, 
to  raise  the  chkracfer  and  Improve  the* 

wagetf  of  the  laboured,  thaklnf;  htm  feel 
the  iroe  vMue  and  importance  of  that 
independence  irhich  he  had  fortn^rly,  in  ft 
great  degree  lost,  ulien  even  by  the  sacri- 
fice of  his  independence,  he  obtained  only 
the  most  wretehed  food  In  those  pauper- 
ized districts,  where  he  could  get  little  or 
no  work  to  perform.  He  believed  that 
the  conseqtience  of  the  new  law  would  be, 
to  proportion  employment  to  the  demand 
for  it,  and  make  both  the  employed-  and^ 
the  employers  more  independent,  and  give 
them  a  greater  respect  for  each  other.  He 
would  not  go  further  at  present  into  this 
subjeet,  but  would  content  himself  with 
alluding  to  that  other  point  which  had 
been  touched  on  by  the  noble  Lord^  the 
reduction  of  public  and  general  taxetion. 
It  had  always  been  his  opinion,  that  on 
those  k)cal  burdens;  of  which  he  had 
spoken,  the  Poor-rate,  and  the  Cbnntf- 
rate,  the  greatest  impression  coald  be 
made  by  local  econoibical  management, 
by  wise  and  prudent  meaanres  introduced 
into  Parliament.  But  in  the  present  state 
of  the  couhtry,  no  such  reduction  of  ge- 
neral taxation  couM  be  effected,  as  would 
give  the  required  relief  to  agriculture,  tt 
must  be  admitted,  he  thOoght,  that  sub- 
stantial relief  could  not,  as  regarded  ge- 
neral taxation,  be  afforded  to  agricaltwre  ^ 
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aftd  thftt  beitig  admitted,  the  MftU-tax 
dot  beibg  to  be  repealed,  and  ther^  being 
scarcely  any  other  tax  that  could  be  said 
peculiarly  to  affect agticultore,  bethought 
they  would  be  holding  oot  a  knost  falla- 
cloud  and  delusive  hope^  if  they  pledged 
themsdves  to  give  their  immediate  atten- 
tion  to  general  taxation,  as  it  affected 
agriculture,  With  the  view  to  the  removal 
of  taxe^  from   the  agtiCUltufal  interest.. 
The  noble  Lord  had  proposed  otie  of  two 
things  which  certainly  could   not  aflord 
much  itubstantial  relief,  the  noble  Lord's 
intentioU  being  rather  to  convince  the  farmer 
that  his  distress  was  really  felt,  and  sym- 
ptithi^ed  in,  by   the  Legislature,  encou- 
raging him  td  hope  ^nd  exertion,  thah  to 
lighten  their  burdens.    Kow,  he  sympa- 
thized with  the  farmer  most  sincerely,  and 
he  tould  not  but  think  that  a  reduction 
of  refit  wdtild  be  the  most  effectual  of  all 
relief  which  COuld  be  administered  to  him. 
He  Very  well  remembered   the  ridicule 
with  which  the  noble  Marquess  had  as- 
sailed his  doble  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  (now  Earl  Spencer,)  when 
proposing  to  repeal  the  tax  on  shepherds* 
a6gi,  and    he  vfH  iMh^i    surpHtied  at 
fffldihg  the  noble  Marquess,  in  hi^  tem- 
jlbrary  chataetet  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, following  the  stepfiof  bis  noble 
Friend  so  very  closely  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, aa  to  dwelt  pathetically  on  the 
grievance  of  a  ftirmer's  being  obliged  to  go 
to  market  in  4  cart  without  springs,  lest 
it  should  be  subjected  to  duty,  as  a  thing 
which,.in  its  alteratton,  wbuld  afford  any 
very  substantial  relief  to  agriculture.  The 
Act  Wasj  no  such  custom  prevailed   as 
fiirmerl  going  to  market  in  such  vehicles^ 
and  he  ^as  quite  surprised  at  the  state- 
ment ot  the  nobte  Marquess.     Upon   a 
whole  view  ()f  the  iubject,  he  should  beg 
Uave  to  moVe,  by  way  of  Amendment  to 
the  noble  Lord's  proposition,  that  all  the 
words  be  left  out  after  the  word  *'  that,** 
for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the  following 
-^'^  That  this  House  will  direct  its  early 
attention  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
CJOminittee  which  sat  last  Session  of  Par- 
liametkt  upon  the  subject  of  County-rates, 
liith  a  view  to  the  utmost  practicable 
alleviation  of  those  burdens  to  which  the 
land  la  subiject,  tbrough  the  pressure  of 
Local  Taxation." 

Mr.  Cobbeti  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
making  some  observations  in  consequence 
of  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
(Russell)  wbo  had  just    addressed    the 


House.    The  noble  Lord  had  refefred  to 
the  Motion  of  which  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  had 
given  notice  with  respect  to  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Bill,  with  the  view,  no  doubt, 
by  anticipating,  tO  prejudice  that  Motion 
and  render  it,  if  possible,  abortive.    And 
what  Was  the  information  which  he  had 
submitted  to  the  House  to  illustrate  the 
operation  of  that  measure?  From  whom  had 
it  been  derived  ?    Why,  frOm  the  Commis-> 
sioners  themselves.     How  often  had  that 
House  been  deluded  by  the  statements  of 
Commissioners?    Nothing  was  so  abso- 
lutely monstrous  as  the  credulity  of  those 
who  always  believe    the  Commissioners' 
statements,  and  believe  nothing  else.   The 
Commissioners,  he  dared  say,  would  tell 
them  them  they  were  doing  a  great  deal — 
no  doubt.    What  had  they  their  salaries 
for?    They  were,  in  fact,  pleading    for 
theik-  salaries,  they  were  writing  for  their 
salaries,  and    they   gave    their   evidence 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  House  and 
tlie  country  believe  that  they  had  earned 
something.      He  maintained  that  In  re- 
spect of  savings,  never  would  there  be  so 
much  saved  except  by  acts  of  ^heet  cruelty 
as  the  amount  of  the  salaried  paid  to  the 
Commissioners.    The     report   of    those 
Commissioners  In  which  the  Bill  had  be^n 
introduced,  was  full  of  fttlsehoods  ftom 
beginning  tO  end ;  it  had  been  contradicted 
by   Magi^ratesi  by  country   Gentlemen, 
in  pamphlets  and  an  paragraphs  innume- 
rable.   No  doubt  the  noble  Lord  believed 
in  the  information  he  had  received ;   but 
\#ith  respect,  for  exaftnple,  to  the  case  of 
Sussex  and  Berks,  where  it  was  alleged 
so  great  a  diminution  had  taken  place,  it 
had  occurred  before  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced  at  all.    Why,  naturally  there 
mUst'  be  a  diminution  lO  consequence  of 
the  low  price  of  wheat ;   but  they  might 
depend  upon  it,  the  evidence  of  the  Com* 
missioners    was    all    the    way     through 
fallacious ;  substantially  there  was  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  the  Reports  they  made 
to  the  Government.  But  supposing  there 
could  be  savings,   would  the  House  not 
listen  to  the  means  by  which  it  had  been 
brought  about  ?    Would  they  not  ask  how 
it  had  been  effected  ?    He  would  tell  them • 
There  was  a   union    in  Susseic    of   36 
parishes,  of  which  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
was  the  chairman.     He  held  in  his  hand 
their  printed  bill  of  fare ;  let  any  Gentle- 
man read  that  document.  [Cries  of^'Readf 
Read.'^  Let  them  read  it  themselves  [loud 
laughter],  and  they  would  see  how  the 
£2 
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saviogs  were  effected.  This  was  the 
Buke  of  Richmond's  bill  of  fare.  [Renew- 
ed cries  of  **Read,  Read,**]  Why  were 
they  so  impatient?  Here  was  an  account  of 
the  food  of  a  boy,  and  Gentlemen  who 
had  boys  of  their  own,  would  recollect 
that  a  boy  of  ten  years  of  age,  would  eat 
as  much  as  a  man. — Now  in  the  dietary 
of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  a  boy  of  ten 
years  of  age,  had  on  Sunday  12  ounces 
of  bread  made  of  flour  which  cost  5s, 
a-bushel,  half-a-pint  of  milk  gruel,  7 
ounces  of  rice,  and  another  half-pint  of 
milk  gruel  for  supper.  What  was  the  Bill 
of  fare  for  a  man?  [Cries  of  "Read, 
Read.*']  He  had  seven  men  at  his  farm- 
house, and  there  was  not  one  of  them  who 
did  not  eat  more  substantial  food  for  his 
breakfast  or  dinner  one  day  than  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  bill  of  fare  allowed  a  man 
for  a  whole  week.  The  noble  Lord  had 
only  to  submit  for  one  week  to  the  treat- 
ment and  diet  prescribed  by  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  bill  of  fare  to  be  for  ever 
convinced  of  the  severity  and  cruelty  of 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill.  The  no- 
ble Lord  had  stated  that  he  (Mr.  Cobbett) 
had  represented  the  Poor-law  Bill  as 
tending  to  make  the  poor  live  on  a  coarser 
sort  of  food ;  he  had  never  so  represented 
it;  all  he  had  laid,  was,  that  such  had 
been  intended  by  those  who'  invented  it, 
and  the  Barrister  who  drew  it  up,  had  in 
his  printed  instructions,  this  passage : — 
"  It  is  desirable  so  to  frame  the  law  as  to 
cause  the  working  people  to  live  on  a 
coarser  sort  of  food."  The  noble  Lord, 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  denied 
it,  but  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)'  had  himself  seen 
the  document ;  he  had  moved  for  it  in  the 
regular  way ;  let  it  be  produced,  and  the 
document  would  speak  for  itself.  A 
spaniel  dog  should  be  allowed  more  than 
was  by  the  system  assigpied  to  a  man ;  the 
system  was  monstrous,  and  it  ill  became 
a  noble  Duke,  drawing  12,000/  a-year 
from  the  land  of  the  country,  to  sanction 
it  Upon  the  other  topics  which  had 
been  alluded  to,  he  should  not  long  detain 
the  House.  He  saw  no  prospect  of  relief 
to  the  farmer  even  from  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord.  He  knew  too  well  the 
depth  of  their  distress — how  great,  how 
universal  it  was — to  entertain  the  hope  of 
its  being  relieved  by  any  such  measures. 
The  noble  Lord  was  deceived  as  to  the  re- 
lative, amount  of  what  was  complained  of. 
In  his  own  case,  he  paid  160/.  rent,  28/. 
tithes,  31/.  poor-ratesy  4/.  county-rates, 


3/.  10s.  road-rates,  and  270/.  wages;  but 
a  small  portion  of  the  outgoings  of  a 
farmer  consisted  of  road  and  county  rates, 
and  making  the  farmers  a  present  of  those 
rates  altogether,  would  not  effectually 
relieve  them.  He  acknowledged  that  he 
could  not  help  feeling  much  surprise  that 
any  hon.  Member  should  treat  tithes  as  a 
burden  deeply  affecting  the  landed 
interest ;  it  might  be  expedient  to  reform 
the  Church,  and  to  make  an  extensive 
change  in  the  nature  and  administration 
of  her  revenues,  but  he  desired  to  learn 
wherein  did  the  burden  of  tithes  consist  ? 
Agriculture  had  flourished  at  many  periods 
since  the  general  collection  of  tithes  came 
to  be  established  in  this  country,  and  if 
tithes  were  really  such  a  burden  as  had 
been  represented,  that  could  hardly  have 
been  the  case.  One  thing  was  clear, — 
that  if  they  made  a  material  change  in  the 
law  as  it  related  to  tithes,  the  effect  of  it 
must  be  to  place  the  parson  in  a  worse  or 
in  a  better  condition  than  he  was  in  before; 
the  tithe-payer  would  either  pay  less  to 
the  parson  or  he  would  not;  if  less,  the 
difference  must  be  handed  over  to  the 
landlord.  Now,  it  did  appear  to  him 
much  better  for  the  tithe«payer  to  deal 
with  the  parson  than  with  the  landlord. 
Something  had  been  said  about  the  neces- 
sity of  relieving  the  agriculturists  from  the 
expense  of  maintaining  the  roads  in  a  state 
of  good  and  sufficient  repair,  and  of  re- 
lieving them  by  making  the  country  at 
large  defray  the  expense.  If  such  a  prin- 
ciple were  adopted,  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity might  very  well  exclaim,  *^What! 
make  us  pay  for  maintaining  your  roads 
in  good  condition,  for  your  pro6t  and 
convenience?"  In  his  opinion,  the  House 
might  go  on  for  ever  discussing  topics  of 
this  nature  without  arriving  at  any  sound 
or  practical  conclusion;  they  might  go 
about  here  and  there  searching  for  hidden 
causes,  but  he  could  tell  the  country  that 
they  overlooked,  or  seemed  to  overlook, 
which  in  effect  amounted  to  the  same 
thing,  the  real  cause  of  all  the  agricultural 
difficulties  of  England, — it  was  neither 
more  nor  less  than  the  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  value'of  money.  There- 
in lay  the  true  source  of  the  national 
misfortunes.  He  called  upon  the  House 
sincerely  and  earnestly  to  apply  its  mind 
and  attention  to  the  real  remedies  of 
which  that  evil  admitted,  and  not  waste 
its  own  energies  and  disappoint  the  public 
expectation  with  futile  attempts  to  admj- 
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nister  to  a  disease  that  admitted  of  only 
one  cure.  As  to  the  Corn-law,  respecting 
which  a  good  deal  had  been  said,  be 
hesitated  not  to  affirm  that  it  afforded  no 
protection  whatever  to  the  agriculturist. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  the  effect  of  the 
Corn-law  was  to  exclude  foreign  corn, 
but  the  price  of  corn  had  been  sinking  in 
England  for  many  years  past.  Notwith- 
standing all  their  protections,  they  had 
not  been  able  to  keep  up  the  price  of 
wheat,  and  wide-spread  distress  had  been 
the  consequence.  The  original  moving 
power  by  which  that  distress  had  been 
occasioned  was,  he  contended,  the  well- 
known  Currency  Measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  near  him.  The  subject,  however 
of  the  Currency  was  to  come  on  next 
week,  and  considering  that  the  proper 
course  for  him  would  be  to  reserve  himself 
until  then,  he  should  not,  on  the  present 
occasion,  take  up  more  of  the  time  of  the 
House  in  arguine  the  question,  as  to  the 
degree  in  which  the  state  of  the  Currency 
affected  agricultural  distress;  he  should 
merely  content  himself  with  saying  that  the 
universal  cry  of  the  farmers  was,  '*Give  us 
more  money;  we  want  a  little  more 
money,  for  there  is  a  surplus  of 
labour  to  which  we  cannot  give  employ- 
ment for  lack  of  a  sufficient  circulating 
medium/'  In  endeavouring  thus  to  state 
what  were  not  the  causes  of  agricultural 
suffering,  he  hoped  it  would  never  be 
supposed  that  he  meant  to  convey  that 
those  causes  were  beyond  the  power  of  the 
House;  on  the  contrary,  he  felt  assured 
that  the  House  ought  to  feel  itself  under 
a  most  binding  obligation  to  take  the  mat- 
ter in  hand,  for  until  something  was  done 
by  Parliament,  the  condition  of  the  farmer 
would  remain  unimproved. 

Lord  Oeorge  Lennox  said,  that,  after 
the  unfounded  attacks  which  had  been 
made  upon  his  noble  relative  ( the  Duke 
of  Richmond)  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham^he  felt  himself  called  on  to  address 
a  few  words  of  explanation  to  the  House, 
which,  he  trusted,  would  be  heard  for  that 
reason.  That  hon.  Member  had  thought 
proper  a  few  days  back  to  bring  forward 
m  that  House  charges  against  his  noble 
brother;  but  he  (Lord  George  Lennox) 
had  treated  them  with  the  contempt 
due  to  all  misrepresentations  and 
mis-statements  of  the  kind.  No  sooner, 
howevever,  did  the  report  of  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  reach  the  county  of 
SuBseac  than  a  meeting  of  the  Magistrates 


of  the  union  was  convened,  and  an 
unanimous  vote  of  denial  of  these  charges 
was  come  to  at  once.  That  was  the 
strongest  refutation  which  they  could  have, 
while  the  Magistrates  unanimously  ex- 
pressed their  disgust  at  the  allegations. 
But  the  hon.  Member,  notwithstanding, 
appeared  still  determined  to  continue  his 
misrepresentations.  With  respect  to  the 
hon.  Member's  statement,  that  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  was  making  any  income  out 
of  the  poor  of  the  union  of  Westhampstead 
he  most  unqualifiedly  denied  and  contra- 
dicted it.  If  the  hon.  Member  chose  to 
bring  any  tangible  charge  he  (Lord  George 
Lennox)  was  prepared  to  refute  it  at  once ; 
but  he  disbelieved  everything  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  on  the  subject  of 
his  noble  relative.  He  would  put  the 
character  of  his  noble  Brother  and  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  in  compe- 
tition— no,  he  would  not  do  that.  But 
if  any  hon.  Gentleman  chose  to  do  so,  he 
was  confident  of  the  result;  it  would  be 
soon  seen  which  came  out  of  the  scrape 
best.  As  to  what  the  hon.  Member  bad 
called  "the  Duke  of  Richmond's  bill  of 
fare  for  the  poor/'  he  could  only  say  that 
the  sneer  was  not  merited,  as  the  regula- 
tions contained  in  that  document  were 
framed  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  the 
pauper  as  well  as  the  rate-payer.  He  had 
nothing  further  to  add  to  what  he  had  so 
imperfectly  said  in  defence  of  his  noble 
relative,  except  to  implore  the  House  not 
to  take  for  granted  anything  whatever 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  when 
the  character  of  his  noble  Brother  or  that 
of  other  individuals  of  rank  and  station 
was  involved. 

Mr.  Cobhett  could  assure  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  House,  that  he  did  not  know 
that  any  one  in  the  House  could  possibly 
be  offended  by  his  observations.  But  he 
was  perfectly  ready  to  re-state  and  prove 
every  word  which  he  had  uttered  on  the 
subject. 

Lord  W.  Lennox  and  Mr.  Clay  rose 
together.  The  former  was  loudly  called 
on  by  the  House,  even  after  the  Speaker 
had  decided  in  favour  of  the  latter. 

Mr.  Clay  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  had  treated  with  the  utmost 
disdain  all  those  modes  of  relieving  agri- 
cultural distress  which  had  been  suggested 
in  the  course  of  (he  Debate;  and  as- 
cribed its  cause  to  the  passing,  and  its  only 
remedy  to  the  repeal,  of  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tab- 
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wor^b,  for  tbe  regulation  of  the;  Currency, 
Hqw  far  he  was  justified  in  thl^t  ^w^epipg 
deDUDciatioo  and  broad  99sertion  h^^hpuJd 
proceed  to  examine.  If  the  bon.  Member's 
position  were  the  true  onei  it  was  very 
singular  that  wheat  ouly  should  be  aff^^ct- 
ed  by  the  change  in  the  monetary  system 
of  the  couutrv.  There  were  otqei  com^ 
modities  equally  the  produce  of  agriculo 
ture,  the  price  of  which  was  not  in  th^ 
slightest  degree  affected,  except  fpr  thci 
better.  He  should,  howeyef,  upon  ^ 
future  occasion,  have  another  opportunity 
pf  stating  the  causes  of  the  distress,  £^od 
the  mode  of  relieving  it.  On  that  occa- 
sion be  trusted  that  he  should  h^ve  the 
Jioble  Lord  upon  bis  side,  although  be 
was  willing  to  allow  th^t  those  who  diSer-i 
ed  from  the  noble  Lord  could  not  have  s^ 
more  courteous,  a  more  kind,  ?t  more 
candid,  or  a  more  honourable  adversary. 
He  would  now  wish  to  briefly  confine 
himself  strictly  to  the  relief  to  which  the 
agriculturists  laid  claim  as  a  matter  of 
right.  The  noble  Marquess  had  at- 
tributed the  distresses  of  thq  agricul- 
turists in  the  last  year  to  tbe  large  im^ 
portation  of  foreign  corn,  when,  in  fact, 
there  had  been  no  importations  of  wheat 
into  England,  except  from  Ireland,  and 
he  did  not  imagine  that  the  noble  Mar* 
queas  would  call  that  a  foreign  importa- 
tion. The  noble  Marquess  had  next 
alluded  to  the  importation  of  foreign 
barley,  but  how  could  the  noble  Marquess 
reconcile  to  his  theory  the  fact,  that  while 
the  price  of  wheat  was  low,  that  of  barley 
was  high  ?  The  noble  Marquess  had 
suggested,  that  Government  should  be 
prepared  to  buy  up  the  corn  of  the  British 
corn-growers,  and  to  keep  it  from,  or  to 
pour  it  into  the  market,  according  to  the 
current  prices ;  but  the  noble  Marquess 
did  not  perceive  that  this  would  put  a  stop 
to  that  spirit  of  speculation  i^nd  of  com- 
petition upon  which  the  interests  of  all 
markets,  and  of  the  public  at  large,  were 
known  to  depend.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  agriculturists  were  entitled  to 
relief  only  where  they  were  taxed  beyond 
a  fair  proportion  as  part  of  the  commu- 
nity. The  agriculturist^,  however,  pos- 
sessed the  advantages  of  a  monopoly  for 
their  produce,  and  be  trusted  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess  did  obtain  for  them  the 
relief  he  sought,  he  would  be  prepared  to 
give  up  the  monopoly  of  the  Corn-laws  ; 
for  to  retain  both,  would  be  manifestly 

uojuit,    li§  felt  ftf  wuoh  ft«  any  m^ 


for   th^  distress  of  the   ngricMlturists, 

but,  as  he  saw  no  wi^y  of  relieving  them, 
be  (should  give  bi^  YPtft  f^^r  (he  Amend- 
ment, 

Mr.  Benett  wished  Pnly  to  cprreql  the 
errors  pf  thp  boo.  Menfibef  for  the.  Tpw^r 
Hamlets  with  respept  to  thp  relative  prie?8 
of  vfhe^l  and  barley,  I}e  believed  that;  no 
person  in  Eq^land  was  ignorant  of  the 
(!auses  of  the  djfierence.  except  the  hop- 
Member  himself.  The  diffejence  in  the 
price  of  wheat  or  barley  arose  eptirejy 
from  the  badpess  qf  the  crop  pf  barley ; 
and  if  the  hop.  Member  would  only  lopk 
back  tp  the  p^arket  prjces,  he  would  find 
that  barley,  twq  years  agOi  had  b^n  M 
low  as  it  hf^d  b^en  for  twenty  yean. 
Another  cause  of  the  high  prjce  pf  the 
barley  was  the  Repeal  of  thp  Beer-t^y, 
and  in  the  next  year,  the  prjce  of  barley 
would  again  bear  \m  price  proportipn^fe 
to  that  of  wheat,  For  his  part,  he  thought 
it  of  very  little  importance  whether  the 
House  adopted  the  original  Motion  or  the 
Am^pdment.  The  only  difference  betwepn 
them  was,  that  the  original  Motion  alludtad 
to  relief  to  be  dprived  from  a  re^uctipq  pf 

f[eneral  taxatiop,  and  the  Amendment  rp- 
ated  to  local  tas^atiop.  If  the  Arnepd- 
ment  prpclucjpd  ^qy  poan  from  h^r^after 
voting  for  any  repeal  of  general  taxation, 
he  \vou|d  not  vote  for  it ;  bqt  it  would  not 
have  such  ap  effect.  He  agreed  ^^^h  I^ord 
Western,  who  had  lajd  it  cjpwn  that  the 
causes  of  agricultural  distress,  and  tbe 
sources  of  relief  must  be  sought  for  in  the 
Currency  Question.  He  would  not  at 
present  enter  jnto  any  question  relative  to 
a  silver  standard  or  a  gold  standard,  but 
convinced  he  was,  that  relief  to  the  agri- 
culturists in  one  way  or  the  other,  wes 
to  be  sought  for  only  in  an  alteration  of 
the  currency  laws.  He  thought  that  the 
Poor-laws  ought  to  be  under  the  control 
of  the  Goverpment,  with  a  view  to  their 
being  ultimately  thrown  upon  the  general 
resources  of  the  country.  Formerly,  when 
land  was  the  sole  support  of  tbe  labpurers, 
land  bore  the  sole  weight  of  the  Poor- 
laws,  but  now  that  there  eiisted  such 
mercantile  and  manufacturing  propertiyi 
this  ought  to  befir  its  share  of  Poor- 
rates. 

Lord  Arthur  Lennox  addressed  the 
House.  He  begged  tbe  right  bon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel  who  had  risf  n 
to  speak)  pardon  for  standing  even  for  a 
moment  between  him  and  tbe  House ;  but 

«  uepewity  bnd  be«n  imfQHi  iipoA  bm 
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^^  myiHt  P»9  Wor4  m  reply  to  wliat  bftd 
f^\\§j^  froip  tbo  bon-  Afembejr  fqr  pidb^m. 
Had  h^  opiy  rnJQJcof}  that  ^hf  preq^deooa 
wl)icb  b«4  bo^p  giyen  toother  bon,  Merp- 
bftf#t  bft4  preveni^  bi9  addr^n^ii^g  tbe 
]^QH49  at  U^a  fir^t;  mQmenti  whep  big  foel-* 
ii»gft  bfui  been  under  oonsiderable  e^cite-> 
m^Y^U  H?  owed  no  sucb  apology  \q  the 
hon,  Member  for  Oldham;  but  bf)  did 
owQ  ^  gre^it  ^eal  of  deferepc^  tQ  the 
^eo^Qcy  that  9ngb|  to  \^  obp^rved  by 
^vQry  hQQ,  MepabcMT  tp  th^  Cba^ifi  apd  to 
th^  HpMse  itseir.  He  bad  only  ri&ep  to 
9ay,  that  tbe  boi^,  Member  for  OJdbapi 
h^d  iQtally  mjsqnclerstopd  al)  that;  had 
fallen  frpip  \\\9  bon.  relative,  tbe  Member 
for  S|i»ex.  The  bop.  Member  for  Sm«ex 
fa^ad  said,  that  the  chargea  which  had  been 
brought  against  bis  poble  brother  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond)  had  been  totally  dis- 
proved; apd  be  (Lord  Arthur  Lennox) 
wonld  give,  th^  moat  positive,  untquivooal, 
^^d  unq^aIified  contradiction  to  the 
oh^rge^  and,  aa  gti^pngly  as  Parlifimentary 
laqguage  would  permit,  to  O^e  bon.  Mem-^ 
ber  for  Oldbai^.  The  son  of  the  hon^ 
Member  for  Qldbam  had  been  a  candidate 
tp  represent  tbe  city  of  Chicheater,  and 
wbethcir  hi^  defeiat  wa9  the  spurce  of  thc) 
pjllumniea  vented  by  the  hpn.  Member 
for  OldbauR  against  bis  noble  brother,  the 
Duke  QJf  Hicbaiopd,  b^  would  not  pretfipd 
to  say ;  but  he  would  say,  that  when  he 
recollected  tbe  late  conte^it,  and  reflected 
upo9  the  perfect  and  geptlemanly  man-* 
ners  which  the  ^n  bad  evinced  throught 
out  the  whole  of  it,  it  waa  scarcely  pos<f 
nible  fpr  him  to  believe  that  he  waa  any 
rel^tipp  tq  the  father. 

Mr*  Q^Abeti  had  derived  his  informa- 
tion from  Mr.  Jftmes  Gray,  of  Chichester, 
who  had  said  th^t  be  was  able  and  willing 
to  substantiate  every  word  of  it  against 
tbe  Duke  of  Ricbmopd. 

Sir  Robert  JPe$l  could  not  regret  that 
ke  bad  gi^n  the  noble  Lord  an  oppor^ 
tupity  of  venting  his  feelings,  which  were 
Tery  natural,  and  reflected  honour  upon 
hiaa.  He  waa  perfectly  convinced  that  tbe 
bon.  Member  for  Oldham  must  have 
laboured  under  some  misapprehension  of 
what  be  had  beard  with  respect  to  the 
noble  Puke  alluded  to,  and  the  motives 
by  which  he  waa  actuated;  for  be  (Sir 
R.  Peel)  felt  himself  bound  to  aay  that  the 
Oi^tensiv^  e^tp^ieoce  which  he  had  had  of 
tbe  noble  Duke  in  his  Parliamentary 
career  bad  con^etely  satisfied  him  that 

U*  cb«mt§r  waa  of  tb»t  i»at«r«  that  (bq 


impMtfttion  wbkh  h«id  been  oaat  upon  it 
must  be  totally  unfounded,  Th^  nob)e 
Duke  might  differ  from  the  bon.  Member 
for  Oldhpp  with  respect  to  the  policy  pf 
the  Poor-laws,  but  as  to  the  motives  ef 
the  difference  the  noble  puke  was  abof  e 
all  suspicion.  He  would,  however,  pro- 
ceed tP  the  question  that  was  before  tbe 
Housey  and  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  many 
subjects  bad  been  introduced  into  it 
which,  although  bearing  on  the  condition 
of  tbe  poor  (and,  if  the  question  was  upon 
the  general  state  of  the  agriculturists,  pro- 
per to  be  introduced)  yet  could  not,  when 
their  importance  was  considered,  with  any 
advantage  to  the  Question  under  debate, 
be  introduced  Into  a  desultory  discussiop. 
The  moat  prominent  of  these  irrelative 
topips  was  the  operation  of  the  Poor-laws 
and  the  probable  effects  of  the  Poor-law 
Aniendment  Act  of  last  Session.  Another 
of  the  topics  that  bad  been  introduced 
was  the  state  of  tbe  currency,  another  was 
the  Commutation  of  Tithes;  each  bad  been 
interwoven  with  tbe  state  of  agricultural 
distress — each  was  a  subject  in  itself  of 
itpmense  importance,  and  requiring  a 
separate  discussion,  and  no  advantage 
^qpld  arise  to  any  one  of  them  in  having 
it  mixed  up  with  the  Queation  now  before 
the  Houie,  With  reference  to  tbe  Cur- 
rency Queationi  it  was  admitted  on  all 
sides  that  the  subject  was  one  of  immense 
importance,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  tbe 
object  of  a  separate  discussion,  and  ac- 
cordingly notice  had  been  given  of  a  dis- 
tiqct  and  regular  Motion  upon  the  question 
of  the  currency.  He  hoped  that  what- 
ever bon.  Member  brought  the  subject 
forward  for  discussion  would  at  the  same 
time  bring  forward  his  plan  for  relieving 
the  country  from  the  evils  that  were  said 
to  arise  from  tbe  law  as  it  then  stood. 
That  House  had  heard  many  dedamatioBa 
on  the  evil  state  of  the  currency.  One 
boo.  Member  had  said,  '<  something  must 
be  done  on  the  subject.''  Then  came 
some  other  bon.  Member,  and  said,  '*  the 
matter  never  can  be  allowed  to  rest  where 
it  was."  Now  he  hoped  that  all  such 
Gentlemen  would  in  future  go  one  stop 
further,  and  at  once  tell  the  House  what 
specific  alterations  they  would  wish  to 
have  introduced.  Would  these  bon. 
Members  propose  to  introduce  a  paper 
currency,  an  unlimitted  paper  currency, 
not  convertible  into  gold  ?  WouUl  they, 
on  tbe  other  hand,  wi^h  to  introduce  a 
debaieo^l  of  Iho  ala»dard  ?  Would  tbe;f 
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with  to  propose  a  re-adjutUnent  of  con- 
tracts ?    And  if  they  did,  then  would  he 
ask,  of  what  contracts?    Of   contracts 
made  within  what  periods?    These  were 
the  matters  which  hon.  Members  ought 
fairly  to  bring. forward,  nor  ought  they  to 
discuss  the  evils  arising  from  the  alteration 
of  the  currency  without,  at  the  same  time, 
discussing  the  different  measures  of  relief. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  had  that 
ni^ht  stood  forward  as   the  advocate  of 
the  agricultural    interests.     In   that,  at 
least,  the  hon.  Member  was   consistent, 
for,  throughout  all  his  life  he  had  sup- 
ported the  same  cause.     But  how  did  he 
I>urpose  to  benefit  the  cause  ?    He  had 
ooked  back  into  the  paper  of  notices  of 
motions,  and  he  there  found  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  had  a  Motion  on  the 
books  no  longer  ago  than  last  July,  the 
principle  of  which  was  that  they  do  what 
they    h'ke    with  the  currency,  but   the 
whole  charge  of  the  national  debt  ought 
to  be  transferred  to  the  land.     Yes,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  had  said,  that 
personal  property  was  subject  to  very  un- 
fair burthens    in    being  subject  to  the 
interest  of  the  national  debt;   and  his  re- 
lief from  this  evil  was,  to  subject  land  to 
the  exclusive  burthen.     With  respect  to 
the  Poor-laws  Amendment  Act,  he  had 
gone  into  that  question  when  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House,  and  he  had  voted 
for  the  Bill.    He  had  never  expected  that 
the  new  system  would   be  carried  into 
effect    without     exciting    local    dissatis- 
faction, but  he   was  bound  to  say    that 
the  dissatisfaction   which  had  been   ex- 
cited had  been   much  less  than  he   had 
anticipated,  and  at  all  events  it  had  not 
been  sufficient  to  convince  him  of  the  im- 
policy of  that  important  measure.    Another 
question  was  the  Commutation  of  Tithes. 
He  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  not  per- 
severe in  his    intention  to  transfer  the 
question  to  a  Committee.    He  would  most 
undoubtedly  prefer  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  take  time,  and  let  the  Executive 
Government  consider  it.    Whether  any 
of  the  three  plans  that  had  been  pro- 
posed were  to  be  pursued ;  whether  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  introduced  in  1 833 ; 
whether  Lord  Althorp's  plan  of  having  the 
tithes  converted  into  rents  applicable  to 
certain  districbt;  or  whether  the  House 
were  to  proceed  upon  the  principle  of  a 
voluntary  commutation,  the  plan  which 
he  had  proposed,  he  would  rather  that  the 
noble  Lord  oppoiite  should  say  that  the 


Executive  Government  was  detetmioed  to 
apply  its  mind  to  the  measure  than  that  it 
snould  be  transferred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.   He  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  think  the  subject  deserved  to  occupy 
the  attention  of  Government,  for  Govern- 
ment had  more  means  of  inquiry  into  it 
than  a  Committee,  and  he  was  convinced 
whatever  measure  might  be  proposed,  that 
ought  to  be  proposed  on  the  responsibility 
of  Government.     He  would  now  come  to 
the  object  of  his  noble  Friend's  Motion. 
His  noble  Friend  proposed  that  the  House 
should  agree  to  address    the  Crown  to 
direct  bis  Majesty's    Ministers  to    con- 
sider the  state  of  the  agricultural  interests, 
with  reference  to  a  view  to  its  relief  from 
general  and  from  local  taxation.     With 
respect  to  general  taxation,  he  could  not 
but  observe  that  the  House  was  discussing 
the  question  at  a  time  at  which,  if  no 
change  had  been  effected  in  the  financial 
prospects  of  the  country,  they  had  a  sur- 
plus revenue  so  very  small  that  no  re- 
duction   of  taxation   could   be  ventured 
upon  without  causing  more  injury  than 
beneBt,  and  in  the  situation  in  which  he 
stood  he  could   not  excite  hopes  in   the 
agricultural  interests  which,  as  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,   he    should    never    have 
thought  of  realizing.    As  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  when  he  had  anticipated 
that  what  was  called  the  Budget  of  the 
year  would  have  to  be  proposed  to  the 
House  by  himself,  he  had  assumed  that 
the  net  available  surplus,  afler  providing 
for  all  that  was  chargeable  for  the  debt 
and  for  the  public  services,  which  the 
general  interests  of  the  country  compelled 
a  Minister  to  attend  to,  would  be  only 
250,000/.      Under  such   circumstances, 
then,  he  could  not  now  be  a  party  to  a 
resolution  which  would  lead  the  agricul- 
turists to  believe  that  he  contemplate 
any  great  reduction  in  the  burthens  of 
the  country.    He  should  always  hold  the 
opinions  which  he  ever  had  held  as  to 
the  great  advantages  of  strictly  maintain- 
ing public  credit.     A    greater   ultimate 
chance  of  relief   would  exist  from  the 
maintenance  of  public  credit  by  looking 
to  a  legitimate  means  of  reducing  the 
interest  of  the  public  debt  than  by  acting 
precipitately,  and  by  relieving  public  bur* 
thens  at  the  expense  of  endangering  public 
credit.     He  believed  that  it  would  not 
be  easy  for  any  man  to  point  out  any 
6ne  particular  tax  that  fell  exclusively 
upon  the  i^culturists.    If  the  excepttoo 
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were  the  Mait-tax  he  must  say  that  in 
the  coarae  of  that  Session  he  had  thought 
it  his  duty  to  dissent  from  the  proposition 
to  redace  that  tax.  He  would  for  a 
moment  suppose  that  there  existed  a 
^ater  surplus  of  revenue  over  expendi* 
tore  than  was  contemplated,  then,  he 
asked,  what  tax  ought  he  to  remove  ?  He 
need  not  discuss  the  amount  of  the  surplus ; 
but,  supposing  it  to  be  of  an  amount  that 
would  authorize  Government  to  contem- 
plate a  greater  reduction  of  taxes  than 
was  intended — supposing  that  Govern- 
ment intended  to  make  a  greater  reduction 
of  taxes  than  the  existing  surplus  of 
250,000/.,  and  trust  to  a  chance  improve- 
ment of  the  revenue  to  fill  up  any  de- 
ficiency— still  should  he  find  it  difficult  to 
select  a  tax  to  reduce  or  tike  off  which 
fell  exclusively  on  the  landed  interests. 
If  it  were  conceded  that  a  certain  tax  fell 
exclusively  on  the  landed  interests,  still  he 
should  require  time  to  consider  whether  he 
should  benefit  the  landed  interest  more  by 
taking  off  that  direct  tax  than  by  remov- 
ing some  other  that  pressed  injuriously, 
though  indirectly,  upon  productive  in- 
dustry. He  was  not  prepared  to  say,  that 
there  was  not  a  tax  or  taxes  in  the  whole 
system  of  taxation  the  diminution  of  which 
mig^ht  not  bpn<»fit  the  landed  interests,  and 
he  should  take  an  opportunity  of  throwing 
thb  out  for  the  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer).  He  would  advise  the 
rigfu  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  the 
opemtton  of  the  ain'tion  duty.  Whether 
there  would  be  a  surplus  revenue  sufficient 
to  enable  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  any  reduction  of  that  duty  he  could 
not  say,  but  he  was  sure  that  the  landed 
interests  would  derive  great  benefit  from 
such  a  measure,  nor  could  the  revenue 
suffer  much,  for  little  of  the  auction  duty 
was  derived  from  the  sale  of  landed  estates, 
as  it  was  the  practice,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  duty,  to  put  up  lauds  to  sale  by 
auction  merely  in  order  to  ascertain  their 
value,  and  afterwards  to  dispose  of  them 
by  private  contract.  He  would  likewise 
advise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
into  consideration  the  state  of  the  Land- 
tax,  with  a  view  to  making  changes  in  the 
collecting  of  it.  Then  would  come  the 
'  question  on  the  increase  of  the  duty  on 
'  spirit  licences.  He  believed  that  the 
'  e^t  of  the  duty  had  been  unjust  in 
'  the  extreme.  This  duty,  as  it  then  stood, 
'had  been*  imposed  very   late   in  the 


last  session,  when  the  parties  interested 
in  it  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  pre- 
senting their  remonstrances  against  it. 
The  tax  upon  the  manufacture  of.  glass 
he  considered  as  peculiarly  deserving  of  a 
favourable  consideration  ;  and  there  were 
many  other  taxes  which  he  thought  were 
also  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  a  view  to  reduce  them  with  as 
little  delay  as  the  state  of  the  finances  of 
the  country  would  permit.  He  enter- 
tained very  strong  doubts  if  a  substantial 
relief  afforded  to  those  interests  would  not 
aid.  the  landed  interests  more  than  any 
direct  removal  of  agricultural  duties. 
Under  all  the  considerations  in  which  he 
viewed  this  question,  he  confessed  he  dkl 
not  feel  justified  in  exciting  expectations 
in  the  agricultural  body,  which  he  feared 
it  would  not  be  possible  safely  to  realize. 
The  last  part  of  the  subject  to  which  he 
should  refer  was  the  local  taxation.  This, 
certainly,  did  bear  heavily  on  the  landed 
interests.  At  the  same  time  that  he  was 
willing  to  afford  everv  practical  relief,  he 
did  not  consider  it  fair  to  excite  in  the 
minds  of  the  landed  interest  any  expect- 
ation that  there  was  likely  to  be  any  ma- 
terial alleviation  of  their  burdens.  He 
looked  upon  it  that  a  greater  relief  would 
be  derived  from  a  new  valuation  than  from 
any  transfer  of  taxation.  The  chief  ob- 
jection to  a  new  valuation  was  the  expense 
that  it  was  supposed  would  attend  it, 
which  had  been  stated  as  high  as  forty 
or  fifty  thousand  pounds  for  some 
counties  ;  but  in  the  county  of  Lancaster, 
where  the  expense  was  likely  to  be  greater 
than  in  other  counties,  on  account  of  the 
number  of  large  towns,  the  valuation  had 
been  conducted  with  perfect  satisfaction  to 
all  interests,  and  at  a  comparative  small 
expense.  The  operation  was  simple  and 
appeared  to  have  been  conducted  without 
exciting  any  great  dissatisfaction,  or  lead- 
ing to  many  appeals ;  so  that  in  two 
counties, — one,  most  important  for  its 
manufactures^-the  other,  for  its  agricuU 
tnral  produce — a  new  apportionment  of 
the  public  burdens,  in  this  particular,  was 
made  without  dissatisfaction.  He  would» 
therefore,'  advise  those  interested  in  Uie 
county  expenditure,  to  weigh  maturely  the 
evidence  which  had  been  given  upon  this 
subject — to  ascertain  whether  such  new 
valuation  could  be  made  through  lodd 
means— and,  if  not,  if  it  should  be  ne-  * 
oessary  to  obtain  an  Act  of  Parliament 
for  audi:  a  porpoaa^  whether  il  might  sot 


Jhn4§,  Wrth  p  view  \q  Cfi^ure  {^  ^lore  sqi^^] 
>ppqftio5(|^^t  of  Jhq  Bates  J^vjed  »p9q 
tbpip,  thjip  If ^  now  wadp,  Ti»e  rrffef  I^q 
should  t^ave  prQpQ9pd  ta  extend  tq  agri-s 
(ultiirey  }fk  t^e  cpurse  of  tlw  pre^eiit  S^^i 

b^ve  b^D  qf  y^ry  n^ateri^l  bep^fit  \o  it. 
fl^  sb(m)4  bave  prapo8e4  tq  p^efopl;  \\^e 

.Japd  ^Itpgetlj^  frpn?  ^he  bujrd^ft  pf  (I^q 
Cbijrchrratfi^;  fop  i^  appeac£4  tp  biw 
t^at,  Jhpugh  I^pd  iftight  be  ^  prppef  subr 

jf^t  9f  ponlfibutiod,  ypt  tb^t  the  s^^e 
piinpHpst|f)p0  which,  ^  He  appjreh^pded, 
ipade  uig  QQuptyT^at^  ^i^d  the  fooFrr^^ei 
/all  wub.gr^^te/r  ^^vepty  qn  ^he  )ppd  th^n 
ftRplN  tq  ^h^  WP  of  PhurchrrfLte^s,  ^Isq 
-^p^mely,  thjit  peraoo^l  property  did  i^ot 
cpntrjaute  its  fair  proportion  to  this  tax, 
Xhe  ^naoifat  of  the  Cl)i)roh-rate,  aa  pal-: 
pHlpted  by  liord  Althorp»  was  55Q,000/, 
Nowt  if  tb^  land  were  relieved  of  300,000/. 
of  |,hi|  amouDty  by  dpipg  a^ay  withi 
pharges  whjob  ovgbt  Dever  (o  ba?e  be^i^ 
t^oroe  9y  the  Churpl)?r^te>  and  if  the  re- 
p)9Jqing  25Q,000/.  w^r^  (ransfjerred  to  the 
|revepp,p  pf  tbp  cpyqtry,  there  wqi^ld  be  a 

., relief  tp  agricMlture  qf  pot  )e§s  tha^ 
550,000/.  P9  accapi;|t  of  ^h^  Cburcbrr.^tfl ; 
a  relj^f,  however,  not  exclusively  to  the 
lan^f  hut  shared  by  all  property,  npyv  sub- 

Jepl  to  \h^  pi^prch-rate  ;  because  son^e 
prqppr^pn  of  ihe  55Q,000t  was  rfiised 
upqn  hous^  ^n4  oth^r  prqperty,  ^s  ^i^ell 
f^  ^e  l^pd.  Th^  nob)^  Lgrd  had  alluded 
to  tliQ  rfiCQinipeqdatipB  of  the  Committee 
aa  respected  Iqpal  taxation  for  bridges, 
rpa^;i,  ^nd  ..q^ber  lop^^l  'ipiprpvements. 
There    f^f^     a    difficulty,     bP     appre- 

..b^ded|,iq  transferring  from  the  County- 

,jr^(es.fiqy  pU^rgefi  connoted  with  the 
ordipary  pnblic  local  interests.  He  would 
not  i^dvise,  for  examplp,  that  charges 
for  bridgps,  for  ^o^Ah  ^0^  the  maiintepance 
of  tbp  pppr*  or  for  apy  of  those  objects 
yhicb  oijgbt  he  better  ^dniinistered  under 
IpQfiji  PHP^rfisioB,  should  be  paid  out  of 
^ny  other  ifMQ4s;  fqf  he  thought^  evep 
apart  ffPfp  any  eonsideiations  of  public 
€cppomyi  thut  it  voi)ld  be  wropg  to  traps- 
fi^  iiueb  supervisiqa  from  the  faapds  of 
ooi^ity  magistrates  apd  gentlemen,  who. 
being  directly  iqteiresied  ip  these  services, 
Wfure  ippre  likfly  than  other  officers  to 
^^ry^hem  into  complete  efifect.  There 
ougbt  to  be  limits  assigned  to  the  system 
of  pent^ali^ioni    It  was  very  well  to  say 


bigb  PiV){fL%D>  ^bq  wi)pl4  dp  tbff«ev#l»l 
^e^cnptjppf  pr.wQrk  a^  a  le;is  eJipen^p; 
but  ne  h^)ieye4  th^t  the  ultimate  effect  of 
these  qentr?(l  boards  i^ould  be  to  witbdi^yv 

the  ]^a]  exp«i4iWre .  from  jhe  bpRfift 

eupprvi^iqii  of  tp^.  locfil  {mthorities,  tP  the 
great  djsadvaptage  of  tbe  pqblio;  apd 
(bat  tbe  country  wpuld  be  thus  invo)v^ 
in  great  a44itjqn^  expense  for  tbe  n9#- 
Pdgep^nt  pf  local  ^airs.  But  tbore  was 
que  pijrppse  tq  wbi^b  lopal  taxj^tipp  wj^ 
nay  applied  wbiKSb  stood  distinct  fropa  sJl 
the  rpstj  s^pd  one  which  might  be  uqder- 
tftV^P  by  tbe  Ggsvefnjpent  to  tbp  W^^  ^^ 
the  whol^  copipippityT-rhe  meai^t  tbp  %4* 
p^jnis^rat^op  of  the  criminal  jpstipe  of  tbe 
cquutry.  TJip  ppble  Lord  truly .  stated, 
ih^i  i\  was  proposed  by  the  Committee  of 
last  yeer,  to  rPlie^a  the  Coupty-rrates 
from  tbe  pbfirg^a  on  acconnt  of  Grimin^il 
trials  at  the  assize^ ;  and  to  lefivo  tbein 
subject  only  to  the  charges^  for  criminal 
trials  at  the  quarter  sessions,  But  the 
poble  liprd  added — and  justly— :thf^t  these 
WOtUd  be  great  pautjop  required  in  the 
adqption  of  s^ch  a  measure,  in  order  to 
preyept  the  county  magistrates  (who,  of 
cqprse,  would  be  interested  in  diminishiBig 
the  local  expenditure)  from  tren«fenring  a 
n^prp  (ban  dpe  sb^re  of  this  expense  from 
the  county  funds,  by  making  committids 
for  trial  at  the  assizes,  which  ought 
properly  tp  t^e  place  at  the  quarter- 
sessions.  In  order  to  remedy  Uiis  the 
poble  Lord  proposed  to  take  the  a^^egate 
of  the  expepsp  of  the  two  descriptions  of 
trial  and  ipake  a  division  of  it  so  that 
one  moiety  shall  be  borne  by  the  county 
and  the  oiher  by  the  public.  Bnt,  conw* 
dering  that  the  whole  cost  of  trials  at  the 
quarter  sessions  did  not  amount  to  more 
than  78,000^.  he  (rPsted  that  the  noble 
Lord  wquld  conclude  with  him,  that  it 
wc^  better  to  make  no  distinction  between 
the  two  iteips,  but  to  trftpsfer  tbe  whole 
expense  of  the  administration  of  criminal 
justice  to  the  public.  That  expense  would 
amount  to  not  more  than  15O,d0Qi.  in  the 
aggregate  a-ye-ar^  and  this  expenee  should 
be  kept  down  by  intrpdnoing  eveiy 
ecenopiical  arrangement  possible^  popwt- 
ently  with  the  eiugeqc\es  of  justipa,  snob 
as  in  the  allqwance  to  witnesses,  and  the 
number  of  coijn^l  tp  bp  employed }  a^d 
by  placing  the  whole  system  upon  one  in- 
telligible plan.  It  was  extremely  difficnjt 
to  draw  a  line  between  caaea  which  pro- 
perly beh^nged  to  the  assize^,  of  woperly 
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ctple  wu  IhQ  Bame»J\Qwevc\Vi  a^toa^i^h 
arraDgeineqt^  witl^  r^gftrd  (o  both;  s^nd 
1)^  believed  tnere  wpulcl  b^  ^  gfe^ter  in- 
dqcement  to  econoipy  by  taking  th?  whole 
of  the  cbfprge  upon  th^  state,  tl^a^  if  they 
lef(  one  part  of  it  tp  Jbe  defrayed  by  the 
state,  and  another  by  the  opun^y.  The 
removal  of  ofienden,  after  convicUop, 
qertainly  could  be  popduct^d  at  ^  le^^  ex- 
pense by  these  means,  and  thus  the  county 
would  be  relieved  of  a  considerablq  burden, 
without  ^ubieptiog  the  pMbliq  to  ftn 
equivalent  charge,  Goveroment  woqld 
^t,  in  short,  a9  lo  tb09e  n)9^(ters,  upon  a 
combinp4  v}^^n  whereas  ^^ich  (bounty 
adopted  a  different  ^p|irs^--9g^  conveying 
tb^m  by  boats,  upd  s^wtb^r  by. public 
carriages,  to  the  ^ini^y^pc^  pf  gU  ptU^r 
passeqg^rs.  He  yfffi  sure  (hat  any  pqe 
who  had  bappeped  io  share  ^  coai^b  with 
convicts  upder  l^en^^nc^  woal4  be  \^y  to 
agree  wi^h  himi  thgi  ibis  practice  ought 
lo  be  done  away  with*  3y  cpptrapting, 
upon  a  largsp  soale,  this  b^siq^ss  of  cflpvey- 
anpe  wo^ild  not  oaly  b^  ponduoted  at  a  less 
expense,  bpt  such  a  ^pandal  as  thm  would 
be  altogether  ^vQided.  The  motive^  of 
ecpppfny  and  di^cjpljpe,  ps  well  n?  the 
propier  lenforcem^Pt  pf  t,}^%  ]aw  sbonld 
operate  with  \he  Qovefnipapt  to  induce 
them  to  adopt  t;hia  poura^  of  proceed- 
ing. Hp  was  jncljned  stfopgly  to  ad- 
vipe  that  the  whole  pf  the  charges  con- 
nected with  the  Admioiatratiqn  of  primioa) 
justice,  should  be  undertaken  by  the 
Goverqipisnt,  not  merely  with  ^  view  to 
felieve  the  county  of  its  loc^l  exp0pditure 
op  that  account,  but  with  a  view  of  giving 
Governmpnt  the  whple  control  of  it. 
There  was,  at  pirpsept,  no  part  of  our 
judicial  system  pver  which  tbp  Govern-* 
ment  bad  so  little,  and  ought  to  have  so 
strict  s^  cQptroi,  It  would  he  better  to 
make  a  gradual  trial  of  this  plan,  in  order 
thut  the  Governinent  plight  feel  its  way 
before  finally  embarking  upon  it.  There 
werp  more  powerful  reaspns  fpr  its  adop- 
tion than  the  prospect  of  relieving  the 
country  from  the  charge*  It  would  have 
on  a  tendency  to  prevpnt  compromises 
the  part  of  the  prosqcptors,  as  well  as 
frivolous  and  vexfitious  prosecutions.  This, 
tbarefore,  was  the  pxtent  of  the  remission 
of  taxation  be  was  disposed  to  advise.  It 
was  one  which,  he  must  admit,  if  carried 
into  effect,  would  have  exceeded  the 
amount  of  tbp  surplus  of  the  year's  revenue; 
but  he  ponsidered  that  some  of  the  other 


fit  s^il  endangeriqg.tHfipubliflqpDfidenpe, 
if  this  experiment  h^^  Nan  c^rfipd  ip|o 
e^eot,    Thppe  were  ,^e  gep^M  views  qn 

which  be  wa^  dispose^  tp  afil.  The  Ke- 
sol^tiPP  of  the  BpbJP  hofA  did  not,  be 
obspfved,  pqipt  to  any  paftici^is^r  ampupt 
pf  reduqtioq«  U  left  tbpt  matter  ^til|  oppn 
for  consideration;  but  it  distinctly  e>- 
qoqraged  the  hope  that  it  was  the  ipteo- 
tipn  of  the  Hpqse,  whpp  jailed  op  tP  dtp- 
cuss  the  spbj^t  of  lopal  taxation,  (q  give 
every  practical  relief  thatcoqld  hp^afforded 
to  the  landed  interest  oopsistant  with  the 
qnaintenpqpp  of  public  cr^it,.  If  his  pphle 

friend,  w^ld  take  bis  a4viee>  ba  sb^nuld  be 

^tisged  to  obtain^  PP  tha  pajt  pf  l|i8 
Majesty'^  ^ipistepp,  an  udiqiysiop  pf  tke 
gpperai  principle — without  pra^aipg  ibe 
pc\3X\ef  qf  b^  Ilepqlption  to  f^  djvjsipp. 
His  pQble  Fripn4  bfid  bettftr  Ipt  thp  Cbap- 
ppllor  of  thq  Exchequer  state,  officially, 
wbftt  the  aoiount  of  the  available  Qurplus 
wa9,  pnd  whpt  proposition  be  had  \q  make 
uneonnpeted  wi(h  gpneral  tai^ation,  and 
then  submit  a  iipeciGc  motion  with  respect 
to  local  expenditure,  veserving  to  himself 
the  right  pf  afterwards  pressing  the  remb- 
siop  qf  any  particulpr  tax.  If  his  noble 
Friend  did  qpt  takp  that  course — hp,  for 
pne,  w48  bound  to  say  that  he  could  not 
Apqpiesee  ip  the  Motion, — thinking  it 
open  to  tba  objection  of  exciting  too  great 
bopfs  on  the  part  of  the  agricuUural 
interests.  He  sympathized  with  their  dis- 
tresses as  deeply  as  any  man,  but  he  was 
not  willing  to  aggravate  them. — ^aa  they 
wodld  be  aggravated — ^by  the  exoitement 
of  hopes  which  could  not  be  realized  con« 
sistently  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
public  credit. 

The  CkfineeUor  ef  the  Exchequer  re* 
jected  alto^tber,  the  propheoiesof  the  hon. 
Member  fpr  Oldham,  because,  although 
in  some  respeets  tha(  bon,  Membev  mig^t 
have  proved  himself  to  be  a  true  prophet, 
in  others  he  had  demonstrated  himeelf  to 
be  one  ef  the  most  ddusWe  seers  that 
ever  ventured  to  utter  a  predietien.  He 
could  not  forget  a  threat  whmb  was  heU 
out,  some  years  ago,  by  a  eer4ain  great 
public  writer^-that,  upon  the  coming  to 
pass  ef  a  certain  eontingenoy,  wbiok  he 
specifically  described,  the  Ministers  of  tke 
day  were  to  be  sacrificed  upon  the  gridiMm 
-:-that  elegant  culinary  utensil  wi£  which 
the  bon.  Member  appeared  to  be  so 
pleased,  that  in  the  failure  of  hia  own  pro- 
diction,  he  selected  it  for  the  instrument 


Iftxei  might  blive  b«Po  ipei^ai^i  wjtjid&t  pI  bif  own  yolwtftiy  aailyidQab    Koow« 
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ing  as  he  did,  that  the  contingency  had 
happened  which  the  hypothesis    antici* 
pated,  and  that  the  sacrifice  which  was 
to  follow  had  not  taken  place,  he  could 
not  help  rejecting  all  the  other  prophecies 
of  the  hon.  Member  as  equally  vain  and 
false.     But,  to  proceed  to  the  immediate 
Question  before    the    House,  he  wished, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  assure  the  noble 
Marquess  (Ghandos)  that  the  present  mo- 
tion was  not  necessary  to  induce  bis  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  come  forward  with 
some  measure  for  the  relief  of  the  agricul- 
tural body.     The  Committee  on  whose 
Report  the   House  was  called   upon   to 
proceed,  was  appointed,  he  believed,  by 
nis  noble  Friena,  (Earl  Spencer)  and  the 
Members  of  his  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment.    He  gave  his  entire  assent  to  the 
Report,  and  he  begged  leave  to  assure 
the  noble   Marquess   Chandos,  that  whe- 
ther the  present  Motion  had   been  made 
or  not,  his  Majesty's  present  Government 
was  fully   prepared   to  have  introduced 
some  measure  of  agricultural  relief  to  the 
consideration  of  Parliament.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  spoken  of 
an  existing  surplus  revenue ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  assumed  this  surplus 
without  anticipating  the   possible  course 
of  future  debates.       He  must   be  aware 
that  there  was  a  large  Question  now  pend- 
ing with  regard  to   Danish   claims ;  and 
one,  also,  involving  the  interests  of  many 
merchants    of  the   city   of  Dublin,  who 
clnimed  to  be  remunerated  for  losses  they 
had  sustained  through  the  fire  of  the  Cus- 
tom-House    of  that   city.      He  received 
with  great  respect  and  thankfulness,  the 
sugi^estions  which  the  riuht  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  thrown   out ;  and  certainly,  in 
principle,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.      He  agreed — that  if  it 
were  possible,  to  dispense  with  those  por- 
tions of  the  auction-duty  which  pressed 
heavily  upon  the  sale  of  land,  it  would  be 
ft  considerable  relief  to  the  landed  inter- 
ests; and  he  agreed  with  him,  perhaps 
•till  more  cordiallyy  that  if  some  modifica- 
tion or  alteration  were  to  take  place  in  the 
duty  upon  glass,  there  was  scarcely  any 
matter  connected  with  fiscal  considera- 
tions, to  which  the  attention  of  Govern- 
nant  could  be  directed,  with  more  benefi- 
cial and  practical  results.     But,  in  ap- 
proachmg  this  subject,  he  could  not  think 
that  the  agricultorists  were  entitled  to  say, 
that  justice  had  not  hitherto  been  fully 

•dona  to  thiiDt  lA  vbai  had  akeadj  been 


effected  with  reference   to   their  claims. 
The  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  both  stated  that  there  was  a 
difficulty,  perhaps,  in  determining  what  it 
was  in  the  way  of  relief,  which  should  next 
be  done.      The  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham said,  that  neither  the  removal  of  the 
tithe,  nor  the  reduction  of  the  Poor-rate, 
would  be  any  substantial  relief;    and  he 
believed  it  would  be  heard  with  feelings 
of  great  despondency  by  the  agricultural 
interests,  that  the  removal  of  the  Com 
Bill,  and  the  alteration  of  the  Currency 
were  the  only  expedients  which  in  hia 
opinion,  could  be  suggested.    Those  per- 
sons he  must  remark,  did  not  do  justice 
to  Parliament  who  said  that  no  relief  had 
hitherto  been  given  to  the    agricultural 
interests.     It  was  difficult  to  obtain  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  mere  recital 
of  facts,  especially  after  the  excitement  of 
such  speeches  as  they  had  heard ;  but  if 
the  House  would  indulge  him,  he  would 
remind  them  of  a  few  of  the   measures 
which  had  been  of  late  years  passed  for 
the  benefit  of  agriculture.    Taking  all  the 
taxes  which  had^  been  reduced  since  the 
war,  he  believed  the  balance  of  reduction 
would  be  found  to  have  been  in  favour 
of  the  agriculturists.      The  total   relief, 
granted  to  them  since  that  period,  amount- 
ed to  8,356,000/.     If  any  one  would  take 
the  trouble  to  analyze  the    financial    Re- 
turn which  had  been  made  during  the  last 
^ve  years,  he  would  find   agriculture  had 
obtained  its  full  portion  of   relief  during 
that  interval.      Since  the  termination  of 
the  war  the  actual  amount  of  relief  to  the 
agriculturists  in   matters  of  excise  alone 
amounted  to  7,334,000/.     The  amount  of 
relief  given  in  customs  was  undoubtedly 
small,  not  exceeding  6,000/.  or  7,000/. ; 
but  the  relief  in  the  assessed  taxes  amount- 
ed to  935,000/.,  and  in  stamp-duties  to 
29,000/.,  making  a  total  relief  of  8,356,000/. 
of    taxes     bearing      upon     agriculture 
since  the  commencement  of  the  peace  in 
1815,    It  had  been  said  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  that  the  proposition  brought 
forward  by  his  noble  Friend  was  not  cal- 
culated to  satisfy  the  agriculturists  them- 
selves.   To  what  extent  then  were  taxes 
to  be  reduced  ?  would  they  reduce  the  duties 
on  tax-carts,  the  grievance  which  had  so 
long  existed  7  were  they  to  discuss  whe- 
ther the  farmer  shall  travel  with  or  without 
springs  to  his  cart,  in  reference  to  a  branch 
of  taxation  which  was  no  real  grievance  ? 
.JSuppoaing  that  every    tax  which   waa 
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thought  to  press  particularly  upon  the 
aericulturists  were  removed  to-morrow,  in 
what  condition  would  they  find  them- 
selves when  they  came  to  discuss  the 
question  of  the  Corn-laws?  Hitherto,  in 
debating  that  question,  the  chief  argument 
upon  which  they  had  relied  had  been  the 
particular  duties  and  taxes  which  pressed 
exclusively  upon  them.  Should  the  agri- 
culturists succeed  in  their  present  views 
therefore,  they  would  deprive  themselves 
of  their  own  great  argument  whenever  the 
question  of  the  Corn.laws  should  come  to 
be  discussed.  The  noble  Marquess 
(Chandos)  had  spoken  of  foreign  compe- 
tition as  one  of  the  great  evils  with  which 
the  agriculturist  had  to  contend,  and  he 
complained  of  the  importation  of  butter 
in  particular ;  but  did  not  the  noble  Lord 
recollect  that  there  was  a  duty  of  20s.  per 
cwt.  upon  foreign  butter,  and  that  there 
was  also  a  high  duty  upon  cheese  and 
upon  seeds?  He  would  just  read  to  the 
noble  Lord  a  list  of  the  taxes  which  were 
imposed  for  the  protection  of  agriculture. 
Upon  bacon  there  was  a  tax,  per  cwt.  of 
1/.  8s.;  bark,  per  ton,  13s.  4cf. ;  beer, 
per  32  gallons,  2L  I3s,4d.;  butter,  per 
cwt.  \L ;  cider,  per  tun,  21i.  10s. ;  cheese, 
per  cwt,  10s.  6d. ;  hay,  per  load,  1/.  4s. ; 
hides,  per  cwt.,  2s.  id. ;  hops,  per  cwt., 
8/.  lis.,  madder,  per  cwt.,  Is.  6d. ;  mules 
and  asses,  10s.  6(2. ;  horses,  W.;  oil,  rape 
and  linseed,  per  tun,  39Z.  ISs. ;  peas,  per 
bushel,  7s.  6a.;  perry,  per  tun,  22/.  13s. 
Sd, ;  potatos,  per  cwt.,  2s. ;  seeds,  clover, 
hay,  &c.  U. ;  spirits,  foreign,  per  gallon, 
H.  2s.  6d,i  rum,  per  gallon,  9s.  6d. ; 
tallow,  per  cwt.,  35.  2d. ;  tares,  per  quar- 
ter, lOs.  Did  those  statements  show  that 
the  taws  were  indifferent  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  agricultural  interests  ?  Whe- 
ther the  list  of  duties  he  had  just  read 
had  been  wisely  imposed  or  not  he  should 
not  then  stop  to  inquire — he  had  merely 
alluded  to  them  to  show  that  the  agricul- 
turists had  ^ot  been  so  much  neglected 
as  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  suppose.  If 
the  whole  taxation  of  the  country  were 
taken  together,  he  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  the  agriculturists  bore  a  smaller 
proportion  of  it  than  any  other  class  of 
perHons  in  the  kingdom.  During  the 
reign  of  William  3rd,  the  total  revenue  of 
the  country  amounted  to  48,000,000/., 
out  of  which  29,000,000/.  was  borne  by 
the  general  taxation  of  the  country,  and 
19,000,000/.  by  the  land-tax.  In  the 
rei^D  of  Queen  Anne  the  total  amount  of 


the  revenue  was    62,518,000/.,    out  of 

which  21,285,000/.  qnly  was  exclusively 
borne  by  the  land-tax.  In  the  reign  of 
George  1st.  the  total  amount  of  the  re- 
venue was  76,968,000/.,  out  of  which 
18,470,000/.  only  was  borne  by  the  land- 
tax.  Id  the  reign  of  Greorg^  2nd,  the 
total  revenue  was  216,015,000/.  t)ut  of 
which  only  49,000,000/.  was  borne  by 
the  land-tax.  Thus  it  would  be  seen, 
that  at  the  aicession  of  George  3rd,  the 
burden  borne  by  the  agriculturist  was  far 
less  in  proportion  to  the  general  amount 
of  taxation  than  it  had  been  during  any 
of  the  anterior  rei<^ns  since  the  time  of  the 
Revolution,  so  if  the  landed  interest  es- 
timated its  present  contributions  it  would 
find  them  much  less  in  proportion  even 
than  they  were  in  the  reign  of  George  3rd, 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel),  that  it  might  be  well  for  the 
Government  to  undertake  the  expense 
of  the  criminal  prosecutions  throughout 
the  country ;  but  it  would  be  better  to 
take  off  half  at  present,  rather  than  at 
once  throw  the  entire  burden  on  the 
country,  whatever  might  ultimately  ap* 
pear  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature.  It 
would  be  necessary,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  have  the  assistance  of  those  who  had 
been  long  connected  with  the  administra* 
tion  of  justice  in  different  parts  of  the  king^ 
dom,  and  not  make  at  once  an  entire 
change  in  the  whole  system.  If  they  acted 
in  this  manner  for  one  year,  possibly  it 
might  appear  advisable  to  propose  a  plan 
to  Parliament  in  the  next,  by  which  Go* 
vernment  might  take  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
pense upon  itself.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knew  by  the  result  of  the  experi- 
ment that  had  been  made  in  Ireland,  that 
there  was  gpreat  difficulty  experienced  in 
checking  the  expenses  attendant  upon 
trials ;  but  it  was  not  so  much  a  ques.- 
tion  of  amount,  as  one  of  principle,  that 
he  regarded  it.  Such  an  important  step 
as  this  should  be  taken  cautiously — and 
it  would  be  much  easier  for  Parliament  to 
decide  upon  the  case,  after  considering 
the  effect  of  remitting  half  of  these  charges 
to  the  country,  than  by  commencing  with 
the  remission  of  the  whole.  With  respect 
to  the  charge  for  the  conveyance  of  pri- 
soners, the  view  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  undoubtedly  the  correct  one. 
He  only  regretted  that  it  had  not  been 
carried  into  effect  before,  because  all 
business  of  that  description,  and  the  duty 
of  defraying  the  expenses,   undoubtedly 
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brioAgtfd  to  the  Ootettiment,  afid  not  to 
the  county  wherein  sentence  was  pro- 
nounced. A»  U)  the  other  reports  which 
had  been  alluded  to,  there  was  only  one 
remaining  to  which  he  should  think  it 
necessary  to  refer;  and  thsit  was  the  're- 
commendation that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  at  the  expense  of  all  Par- 
liamentary Retnrns.  If  that  recommen- 
dation be  adopted,  he  would  take  upon 
self  to  say  that  there  was  no  return  which, 
in  future,  would  not  be  made  the  subject 
of  a  money  speculation.  If  they  allowed 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  to  refuse  to  execute 
the  Order  of  the  Hou6e,  unless  the  pay- 
ment be  attached,  it  Would  give  rise  to  an 
appearance  of  disrespect,  and  for  the  fifdt 
time  introduce  a  new  principle — bef6ife 
quite  unknown — into  the  management  of 
Uiid  department  of  the  public  business. 
He  did  not  see  how  the  noble  Marquess, 
after  all  that  had  been  daid,  could  with  a 
due  feg;ard  to  the  end  which  he  himself 
had  in  view,  do  otherwise  than  acquiesce 
in  a  compromise  which  Would  lead  to  the 
attainment  of  his  obieCt,  by  first  produc- 
ing; a  conformity  of  ot>itiioo.  The  noble 
Marquess  having  put  himself  fbfwdtd  M 
tb6  advocate  6f  the  intere&t^  6f  the  fiitm- 
eta,  must  bd  deiifdus  of  producing  unanii 
m[ty  between  all  parti^,  iu  6Yder  that  all 
might  concur  iri  devising  the  ben  mode 
of  relieving  th^ir  disttetides.  The  noble 
Lord  had  proposed  the  ifellef  of  the 
farmers  (Vom  some  of  the  assessed  taxes. 
With  respect  to  the  small  ainount  of  Win- 
dow-tax to  which  thefkrmeif  stUl  remained 
liable,  he  felt  it  would  be  impossible  to 
comply  with  the  noble  Lord's  suggestion. 
The  farmersi.  as  he  had  already  shown, 
had  received  an  immense  relief  from  the 
repeal  ot  assessed  taxes.  '  With  what  Jus- 
ticel  thin,  could  thev  clflib  a  complete 
exemption  from  tfie  WiiidbW-tatj  unless 
the  Oo.vernment  wefe  pt'epared  to  extend 
a.similar  exemption  to  all  classes  ?  There 
were  in  Great  Britain  2,846,179  inhabited 
houses*  out  of  Which  377,000  were  charged 
to  the  WindoW-tax-^f  these  only  a  small 
proportion  were  occupied  by  agriculturists 
and  upon  those  occupied  by  agriculturists, 
the  tax  was  already  very  Considerably  re- 
duced.. To  carry  the  reduction  further, 
without  extending  it  to  all  classes,  would 
only  be  to  increase  in  a  tenfold  degree, 
the  breach  which  already  existed  between 
the  agricultural  and  commercial  and  ma- 
nufacturing daises  of  the  community.  But 
althougii  he  cliffered  frotn  the  noble  Lord 


upon  that  pohit,  he  begged  to  assure  the 
noble  Lord,  and  to  assure  the  House,  that 
no  exertion  would  be  omitted  on  the  part 
of  the  present  Government  to  afford  every 
possible  practical  relief  to  the  agricultural 
interest.  Acting  in  that  spirit  it  would 
be  their  endeavour  to  carry  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  of  last  year 
into  effect  to  the  utmost  possible  extent. 
One  portion  of  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee  was,  that  a  Commission  should 
at  onCe  be  appointed  fbr  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  the  expense  of  prosecutions 
and  also  of  the  expense  of  fees  to  counsel, 
couhty  officers,  &6.  That  Commission 
was  appointed  by  thb  Government  of  Lord 
Melbourne  upOn  the  termination  of  the 
last  Parliament— it  was  now  carrying  on 
its  inquiries,  and  cre  long  its  report  would 
be  laid  before  the  House  t  then,  and  not 
till  then,  would  the  House  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  information  necessary  to  enable 
it  to  form  a  correc^t  judgment  upon  the 
question.  He  objected  generally  to  the 
motion  of  the. noble  Lord,  inasmuch  as 
that  it  Was  premature.  He  was  prepared 
to  acquiesce  in  it  aS  f^r  aS  it  was  distinct 
and  iui6ttl|ible ;  but  he  objected  to  it  as 
far  as  it  was  indefinfte  and  unintelligible ; 
I^t  thd  tioble  Lord  6(yttie  tbtvr^td  with  his 
pniposition  on  the  subject  of  hotSes  em- 
ployed by  the  dgriculturists,  and  he  should 
M  prepared  to  meet  him,  but  he  felt  that 
he  could  not  meet  him  upon  an  Indefinite 
motion  of  the  description  then  before  the 
House.  Above  all,  he  would  not  join 
with  the  noble  Lord  in  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  upon  the  Report,  becanse  such  a 
course  of  proceeding  would  favour  the 
presumption  that  it  required  an  interposi* 
tioh  either  on  the  part  of  the  Monarch  or 
of  the  House  itselt  to  dispose  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  any  measures  which  were 
really  calculated  to  relieve  the  agriculture 
ist.  Whilst,  therefore,  he  saw  every 
reason  to  adhere  tO  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  last  year,  he  saw  no  reason 
whatever  to  indnce  him  to  acquiesce  in  an 
undefined  Resolution  which  might  pledge 
the  finance  of  the  country  to  concessions 
which  it  might  not  afterwards  have  the 
power  of  making.  Upon  these  grounds 
he  should  decidedly  oppose  the  Motion, 
and  he  thought  the  nobie  Lord  would  much 
moreconsult  the  interest  of  the  agricultural 
classes  of  the  country  by  adonting  the 
Amendment  that  had  been  movea,  than  by 
persevering  in  his  Own  Resolution. 
Sir  Charkt  Buftell  was  undeittood  10 


I9Si       Ag¥kMmA»kMtt.       |MAtd<}        AgHoidl^a  DbiMh.        19d 


ofa0enre»  tltftt  th6  dteire  which  bad  ht^n 
expressed  bv  the  right  hon.  Oentl^man, 
the  Cbancellot  of  the  Exchequer,  to  afford 
assistance  to  the  agriculturists  of  this 
country^  was  an  admission  that  that  class 
of  the  industrious  population  of  this 
cottstry  did  labour  under  the  pres^re  of 
great  and  grievoiki  distress,  which  justified 
them  in  their  endeavours  to  obtain  relief. 
He  trusted  the  noble  Lord  opposite  did 
not  rely  upon  the  operation  of  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act  as  the  uieana  of 
providing  employment  for  the  unemployed 
agricultural  population,  for  he  was  sattsSed 
that  unless  that  ineasure  underwent  con» 
siderable  alteratiob6,  so  as  to  enable 
parishes  to  counteract  the  obstinacy  of 
one  or  two  individuals,  it  would  entirely 
fail  in  its  object  in  this  respecL  His  sin- 
cere opinion  was^  that  the  evil  consisted  in 
the  currency  system  of  the  Country,  which 
if  not  altered  in  some  safe  and  considerate 
manner,  would,  in  the  end,  not  only  be 
destructive  to  the  landed  interests  of  the 
country,  but  also  to  the  fundholder&  them* 
selves. 

Colonel  Sibtkorp  ttusted  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  the  county  of  Bucking- 
ham, who  had  fl|;ain  atteinpted  to  break 
thd  lc6  which  had  m  long  been  fVoxen  over 
the  agricultural  interests  of  the  country, 
would  at  least  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  the  present  occasion.  The  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lard  had  only,  been  met  by 
promisea  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, that  if  he  waited  till  ''  to-morrow 
and  to*morrow,'^  important  meajBureft  would 
be  brought  forward.  Notwithstanding 
these  promised  only  two  measures  had 
been  announced,  or  were  known  to  the 
House  as  intended  to  be  dealt  with  during 
the  present  Session;  he  alluded  to  the 
Irish  Titbe  Bill  and  the  measure  of  Muni- 
cipal Reform.  He  agreed  in  the  opinioti 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham, that  unless  something  was  speedily 
done  for  the  agricttlturist,  a  convulsion 
must  be  the  result,  and  hfe  wal  satisfied 
that  the  relief  most  worthy  "of  considera- 
tion, as  best  calculated  to  sav6  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  was  the  introduction  of  a 
silver  standard  of.  ourrency. 

Mr.  O'Connell.  said  [amidst  cries  of 
**  Question'*]  that  those '  hon.  Gentle^ 
men  who  cried  out  **  Question,"  were  to* 
tally  ignorant  of  two  facts  :-^first,  that 
there  was  such  a  place  as  Ireland ;  and 
secondly,  that  agricultural  distress  was  as 
great,  if  not  greater^  in  that  country  than 


it  was  in  England.  Thefe  wa^  i^ot  H  word 
said  about  the  agricultural  distress  of  the 
Irish,  and  among  all  the  schemes  proposed 
fbr  relief,  thefe  was  not  one  mentioned 
that  was  applicable  to  his  countrymen. 
They  had  been  during  the  debate  totally 
forgotten.  The  gallant  officer,  who  had 
just  spoken,  had  m&de  use  of  many  me- 
taphors, and  spoke  of  Certain  remedies. 
The  remedy  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord' 
was  only  like  p&ring  or  clipping  the  thorn 
in  the  field.  One  remedy,  the  only  sure 
ohe,  was  passed  ov0r — namely,  Ond  that 
would  have  the  etfect  of  mitigating  the 
horrors  of  the  Gold  Currency  Bill.  If  no' 
otie  else  wotild,  be  would  pnt  in  his  ckiul 
for  that  scheme;  which  t^ds  better  thdn  all 
th^  other  schemes  he  had  heard  th£it  ni^ht 
proposed.  He  had  risen  merely  to  renefind 
the  Honsfe  that  Irish  agricaltfiral  distress' 
was  totally  forgotten  b^  th6m,  and  that  it 
was  infinitely  as  great,  if  not  greater,  than 
it  was  in  Etigland. 

The  Marquess  of  dhandon.  In  reply,  said' 
that  he  had  not  hoped  to  pleasd  both  par- 
ties by  his  Motion.  It  was  his  duty  to, 
bring  forward  the  Question  that  night,and 
he  Would  take  another  opportunity  of 
having  it  discussed  dgajn.  Every  MotKon 
on  agritiUltnrdrdistt^^s  wfts  nfct  by  ir^nidf 
th&t  it  #as  impolitic  to  gr&nt  it,  or  that 
the  tetfiedv  reouired  would b^  inefficacious. 
When  he  had  brought  forward  a  Motion 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Malt-tax,  he  was  met 
exactly  in  the  same  way.  When  he  brought 
forward  this  Question  last  year  it  was  lost 
by  a  majority  of  only  16 ;  and  he  was  then 
told  by  Ministers,  and  by  some  of  those 
who  voted  with  him,  that  it  would  not  be 
efficacious  at  all.  "When  the  repeal  6f  the 
Window- tax  was  mooted,  they  were  told 
that  a  partial  repeal  of  it  would  do  no  good 
— that  the  whole  of  it  must  be  taken  off. 
The  taking  off  the  House-tax  was,  how- 
ever, conceded  by  the  Government,  and 
he  kniew  for  what  reason  it  was  conceded*^ 
If  the  farmers  followed  the  bad  example  of 
those  who  clamoured  for, the  Repeal  of  tho 
HouSe-duty  th^  would  also  berlsli^ved* 
He  hoped,  nay  he  ^as  sure,  that  th6  fiir- 
mers  of  England  would  notfUIow  that  b&d 
example.  They  would  not  employ  meant 
of  intimidation  or  resistancci  but  they 
would  come  year  after  year  and  lay  their 
grievances  before  that  House ;  andha  wm 
sure  that  in  the  end  that  Housd  would 
do  them  justice.  Whatever  might  be  the 
vote  of  that  night,  he  felt  that  in  bringing 
forward  the  present  Motion  he  was  but  dis- 
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cbargiog  his  duty  to  the  country  and  to 
his  constituents.  The  right  hon.  Gende- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  evening,  that  as  long  as  the  present 
Corn-laws  existed, the  present  Motion  would 
not  cause  relief  to  the  farmer  of  such  mag- 
nitude or  extent  as  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Cbandos)  expected  from  it.  Whenever 
a  specific  motion  for  the  relief  of  the  agri- 
culturists was  brought  forward,  it  was  met 
with  what  amounted  almost  to  a  decided 
negative.  The  Motion  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Malt-tax  was  treated  just  in  the  same  way 
as  the  present  one.  He  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  in  what  shape 
lid  he  propose  to  grant  relief  to  the  far- 
mer ?  From  what  he  had  seen,  the  inten- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  go  half  so  far  to  relieve  the  farmer  as 
the  measures  projected  by  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excnequer.  When  the  Bud- 
get was  brought  forward,  if  this  Question 
should  be  again  mooted,  it  would  be  met 
with  the  objection  that  it  was  an  attempt  to 
alter  all  the  financial  arrangements  of  the 
Government.  In  fact,  all  motions  of  the 
present  nature  were  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way.  A  Motion  like  that  before  the 
House  was  lost  last  year  by  a  majority  of 
sixteen,  and  he  feared  that  he  would  have 
now  voting  against  him  some  of  those  who 
then  supported  him.  He  regretted  to  see 
on  the  part  of  Government,  so  little  atten- 
tion paid  to  the  wants  of  the  farmers. 
Conscious  that  he  had,  to  the  best  of  his 
ability,  discharged  his  duty  towards  the 
country  and  his  constituents,  he  would  for 
the  present  say  no  more,  but  simply  leave 
the  Question  tn  the  hands  of  the  House. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
Question:  Ayes  150;  Noes  211:  Ma- 
jority 61. 

Lint  of  the  Ates. 


Alsager,  Richard 
Archdall,  M. 
Astley,  Sir  Jacob,  Bt. 
Allwood,  Thomas 
Bagot,  Hon.  W. 
Baillie,  Col.  H. 
Bamaid,  Edward  G. 
Bameby,John 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Beaaderk,  Major 
Bell,  Matthew 
Benett,  J. 
Beibell,  R. 
Blackbume^  J.  J. 
Blackitone,  W.  S. 
Borthwick,  Peter 


Branston,  T.  W. 
Brown rif^g,  J.  S. 
Brudenell,  Lord 
Butler,  Sir  J.  B. 
Barrel!,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burton,  Henry 
Campbell,  Sir  H.  P. 
Carruthers,  D. 
Chichester,  A. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Clive,  Hon.  R.  H. 
Cobbett,  W. 
Codringlofi,  C.  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Corbett,  T.  G. 


Crawley,  Samoel 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
Cripps,  J. 
Curteis,  Herbert  B. 
Curteis,  Edward  B. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Dare,  R.  W.  U. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dujfdale,  W. 
Duncombe,  Hon.  W. 
Duocombe,  Hon.  A. 
Dundas,  R.  A. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Edwards,  Colonel 
EUey,  Sir  J. 
Elwes,J. 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  E.  T. 
Folke8,SirW.J.H.B. 
Fore8ter,Hon.G.C.W. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Greisley,  SirR. 
Greville,  Sir  C.  J. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  Hon.  £.  H. 
Halford,  H. 
Halse,  J. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hanroer,  H. 
Handley,  Henry 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S. 
Heatbcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hodges,  Thomas  Law 
Hope,  Hon.  J. 
Hoskins,  Kedgwin 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hooldswortb,  T. 
Irton,  S. 
Jones,  W. 
Kelly,  F. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Lefroy,  A. 

Lennard,  Thomas  B. 
Lewis,  David 
Lowtber,  Hon.  H.  C. 
MandevUle,  Viscount 
Manners,  Lord  R. 
Mathew,  Captain 
Maxwell,  H. 
Miles,  W. 
Mordannt,  Sir  J. 
Morwan,  C.  M.  R. 
Neeld,  Joseph 
Norreys,  Lord 
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Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  M.  N. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pollen,  Sir  J. 
Pollington,  Viscount 
Poulter,  John  Sayer 
Praed,  ^.B. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pryse,  Pryse 
Pusey,  P. 
Richards,  J. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rooper,  J.  Bonfoy 
Rushbrooke,  R 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Sheldon,  E.  R.  C. 
Sibthorpe,  Colonel 
Simeon,  Sir  R.  G.  Bart. 
Smith,  A. 
Smyih,  Sir  G.  H. 
Spooner,  R, 
Spry,  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W.  L. 
Trevor,  Hon.  G.  R. 
Trevor,  Hon.  Arthur 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Walter,  John 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilkins,  W. 
Williams,  Robert 
Williams,  Sir  J. 

Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E  Bt. 
Wilson,  Henry 
Wodehouse,  Hon.  E. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  Sir  W.  L. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TXLLBES. 

Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Darlington,  Earl  of 

PAIRED   OFF. 

Baring,  H.  B. 
Caley,  E.  S. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  de  M. 
Sinclair,  O. 
Twiis,  H. 
Vaugbaa,  Sir  R.  W. 


The  Amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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Mimnrss.!  Potitioof  pnsented.  By  the  E«rl  of  Tankxe- 
▼iLUi,  ftom  the  Laodowiien  and  Aurieulturlsti  of  Gen- 
dale  Waid,  fod  by  Eerl  Bbownlow,  firom  tboae  of 
Boston,  for  Relief,  particularly  flrom  Local  Taxation. — 
By  Lord  RATBivawoRTHj  from  Chester-Ie-'Street,  for  Pro- 
taetioD  to  the  Established  Church.— By  the  Bishop  of 
London  and  a  Noble  Pbxb,  from  two  Places,— for  the 
Better  Ofaservanoe  of  the  Sabbaths— By  the  Earl  of  Roae> 
BEET,  from  Lochwlnnoofa,  against,  and  by  the  Duke  of 
BuocLBUOH  and  Marquess  of  Bute,  from  several  Places, 
—in  fevour  of  the  Grant  for  Building  Additional  Churches 
In  Scotland.— By  Lord  Bbouohav,  from  Individuals  at 
Bath,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Newspapers. 


University  Declaration.]  The 
Earl  of  Radnor  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Duke  opposite  whether  what  he  had  seen 
in  the  public  papers  was  correct,  as  to  the 
rejection  of  the  proposal  of  a  new  and 
amended  form  of  declaration  on  the  ad- 
mission of  members  to  the  University  ?  If 
the  statement  was  correct,  he  begged  to 
give  notice,  that,  as  the  University  had 
refused,  of  its  own  accord,  to  amend  the 
form  of  the  declaration,  he  should,  before 
the  Session  passed  over,  introduce  a  mea- 
sure for  effecting  that  change. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  could  not  say 
exactly  what  statement  bad  been  made  in 
the  public  prints,  but  it  was  true  that  such 
a  proposal  as  that  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Earl  had  been  made,  and  it  was  equally 
true  that  that  proposal  had  been  re- 
jected. 

Public  Instruction — (Ireland).] 
Viscount  Duncannon  presented  a  Petition 
from  Mr.  Gibson  Craig  and  Mr.  William 
Newport,  Commissioners  of  Instruction  in 
Ireland,  against  the  charges  which  had 
been  made  against  them  six  weeks  ago,  in 
the  statement  made  by  a  right  reverend 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  as  to  the 
nature  of  some  imputations  contained  in  a 
petition  that  he  intended  to  present.  In 
presenting  this  petition  from  these  gentle- 
men, be  should  state  the  situation  in 
which  they  were  now  placed,  and  the 
situatipn  in  which  they  had  been  placed 
when  they  went  to  make  the  inquiries 
under  the  Commission.  On  the  7th  of 
April  the  right  reverend  prelate  had  entered 
on  the  books  a  notice  for  the  10th  of  that 
month,  which,  at  his  request,  the  right 
reverend  Prelate  had  postponed  to  the 
I3tb,  to  enable  him  to  make  inquiries 
into  the  matter.  Upon  that  day  the  right 
jeverend   Prelate  stated,  that,  as  there 
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was  no  respdnsibb  Minister  of  the  Crowa 
present,  he  should  farther  postpone  the 
presenting  of  the  petition  till  after  the 
holidays.    The  notice  intimated  that  it 
was  a  petition  from  the  incumbent  of  a 
parish  in  the  county  of  Mayo,  complainmg 
of  the  unfair  and  partial  conduct  of  the 
two  gentlemen  referred  to  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties  as  Commissioners  under 
the  Commission  relating  to  public  instruc- 
tion in  Ireland.     He  need|  not  state^  that 
there  could  not  well  be  a  heavier  cliarge 
against  any  men ;  and  the  two  Commis- 
sioners in  question    had  been  detained 
here  in  the  full  expectation  that  imme- 
diately after  the  recess  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  would  present  the  petition.    As, 
however,   the  right  reverend  Prelate,  in 
answer  to  a  question  put  to  him  within 
these  few  days  on  the  subject,  had  said, 
that  he  would  use  his  own  discretion  as  to 
the  time  at  which  he  should  present  the 
petition,  they  had  thought  it  right  to  ap- 
ply to  their  Lordships,  and  to  state  how 
they  were  circumstanced  with  reference  to 
the  individual  whose  petition  the  right 
reverend  Prelate  had  undertaken  to  pre- 
sent.   When  the  Commission  was  first 
sent  to  Ireland,  the  Commissioners  sent 
round  to  all  the  partshef  in  Ireland  certain 
queries  on  the  subject  of  the  Commission ; 
and  though  all  the  answers  were  not  per- 
fectly satisfactory,  yet  in  every  case  the 
Commissioners     had     received     written 
answers,  except  in  the  case  of  the  indivi- 
dual in  question,  and  he  had  thought  fit  to 
print  his  answer,  and  to  circulate   the 
answer  as  printed.     He  did  not  consider, 
therefore,  that  that  individual  could  com- 
plain if  the  answers  thus  printed  were  now 
read  to  their  lordships.     He  should  read 
some  of  them,  as  their  Lordships  would  then 
perceive  the  sort  of  temper  with  which 
be  was  likely  to  meet  the  Commissioners 
when  they  appeared  in  his  parish.     The 
6rst  question  was, — whether  the  number 
of  Protestants  in  the  parish  had  increased 
or  diminished,  or  remained  stationary,  and 
if  increased  or  diminished,  then  to  what 
extent.    The  answer  printed  and  circu- 
lated in  the  country  was— 

'*  Has  the  number  of  Protestants  been 
stationary,  increasing,  or  diminishing,  within 
the  last  nve  years ;  and,  if  increasing  or  di- 
minishing, to  what  extent,  and  wliat  bus 
occasioned  such  increase  or  diminution? — A. 
The  number  is  increasing  yearly,  and  would  be 
greater  than  the  Church  would  hold,  only  for 
Popish  persecution.  The  parish  priest 
preaches  m  his  chapel  the  destruction  of  those 
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mho  tetd  tiie  Bible,  by  pitcbfoiks  bogholes, 
and  paving^stoneSf  and  13  oot  ashamed  to 
avow  it  on  oath  before  the  magistrates  of  the 
CouDtry,  Protestants  are  threatened  to  be 
murdered,  violently  assaulted,  and  beaten,  and 
their  property  destroyed ;  their  remains  torn 
from  the  grave;  husbands  taught  to  beat  their 
wives,  and  wives  to  abandon  their  husbands 
and  children,  to  force  them  to  leave  their 
church  and  go  to  mass. 

**  What  number  of  clergymen  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  belong  to,  or  officiate  in,  the 
parish? — Two  priests  say  mass  on  Sundays, 
and  preach  the  above  doctrines.  One  in  the 
country  drinks  whiskey,  expels  devils,  and 
leads  a  gospel  for  sick  beasts. 

"  What  number  of  places  of  worship  be- 
longing to  Roman  Catnolics  are  there  in  the 
parish? — ^There  are  two  mass-houses,  out  of 
one  of  which  the  King's  troops  had  to  fly 
from  the  seditious  harangues  of  the  priest,  and 
in  which  the  people  are  instructed  in  the  art  of 
defrauding  and  evading  the  payment  of  their 
legal  debts,  and  abusing  and  murdering  those 
in  the  Protestant  clergyman's  employment  by 
'  walloping  them  with  sticks.'  Such  is  the 
Christian  and  pious  instruction  publicly  given 
by  the  priest  in  the  Roman  Catholic  place  of 
worship. 

**  How  often  in  each  week  or  month,  or  on 
what  days,  is  divine  service  performed  therein 
respectively  ?--It  is  a  horrid  abuse  of  language 
to  call  the  worship  of  wooden  crosses,  pictures, 
Telios,  and  vrafers,  divine  service. 

<<  What  is  the  average  number  of  persons 
usually  attending  divine  service  in  each  of 
such  (places  of  Roman  Catholic  worship  at 
each  time  of  the  celebration  of  divine  service 
therein  ? — ^I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  go  there. 
If  the  priest  is  asked,  he  will  not  give  too  low 
a  return. 

'<  Are  there  any  places  of  worship  belonging 
to  other  Protestant  Dissenters  in  this  parish  ? 
— There  is  no  Protestant  Dissenting  house  of 
worship  in  the  parish,  though  some  popularity- 
loving,  pro*Popery  conciliators  might  wish  to 
have  such. 

**  Are  there  any,  and  how  many,  schools  in 
the  parish  ?--There  are  three  daily  Scripture 
schools  and  one  Sunday  school.  There  are 
some  Popish  schools  instituted  by  the  priest, 
in  connexion  with  the  new  Education  Com- 
mission, at  whose  board  Satan  sits  shearing 
God*s  Word  of  its  glorious  truths. 

**  Of  the  children  so  attending  at  each  such 
school,  what  is  the  number  of  Protestants  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  what  the  number 
of  Roman  Catholics,  and  of  Presbyterians,  or 
other  Protestant  Dissenters  respectively? — 
Most  of  the  Protestant  children  of  the  parish 
attend  the  Sunday  and  daily  schools.  The 
Roman  Catholic  children  would,  and  frequently 
did,  attend,  but  the  priest,  who  has  fixed  his 
residence  close  to  the  parochial  school-house, 
persecutes  them,  hunts,  stones,  cudgels,  cuffs, 
horsewhips,  curses,  calls  out  in  the  chapel,  and 
tyrannize!  over  the  unhappy  victims  of  his 


fell  supentition,  so  that  they  are  fareed  to  stay 
away  from  the  Scripture-school,  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  both  parents  and  children.  The  lash 
of  the  driver's  whip  was  never  more  terrific  to 
a  West-Indian  slave  than  the  priest's  whip 
and  curse  to  a  poor  Irish  peasant ;  the  deso- 
lating slave  system  carried  on  in  Africa  is 
liberty  itself  when  compared  to  the  horrid 
tyranny  of  Irish  priests,  and  the  interminable 
sufferings  they  inflict.  Some  of  the  poor 
children  are  robbed  of  their  books,  some  welted 
with  horsewhips,  some  forced  to  run  into  the 
rivers,  others  confined  to  sick  beds  for  weeks, 
from  the  brutal  treatment  they  receive ;  some 
children  may  be  seen  going  a  great  distance 
out  of  the  way  to  avoid  the  infuriated  priest 
and  his  cruel  whip. 

**  What  kind  of  instruction  is  afforded  therein 
to  the  boys  and  girls  respectively  ? — ^The  in« 
struction  given  in  the  Popish  schools  of  this 
parish  is  still  worse.  Idolatry,  rejection  of  the 
second  commandment,  praying  to  the  Virgin 
Mary,  image  and  saint  worship,  hatted  to  Pro- 
testants, hunting  Scripture  readers  with  pitch- 
forks, and  stones,  and  shouting  after  them,  for 
the  young  cock  always  crows  like  the  old 
one. 

"  What  are  the  funds  or  sources,  and  the 
annual  amount  thereof,  from  which  each  school 
is  respectively  supported  ? — ^The  Protestant 
parochial  Scripture  schools  are  supported  by 
funds  beqgeatned  by  an  incumbent  of  the 
parish,  and  by  the  contributions  of  Christians, 
who  in  this  day  of  rebuke  are  zealous  for  the  word 
of  God.  The  Popish  national  schools  are  up- 
held and  supported  by  a  Government  whose 
authorized  formalities  declare  the  Romish 
mass  to  be  *'  a  blasphemous  fable  and  dan« 
gerous  deceit; '  thus  helping  to  build  up  the 
superstition  denounced  as  contrary  to  God's 
truth  by  the  law  of  the  realm,  and  supporting 
nurseries  for  rebellion,  sedition,  and  treason. 
*  Wo  unto  them  that  call  evil  good,  and  good 
evil ;  that  put  darkness  for  light,  and  light  for 
darkness ;  that  put  bitter  for  sweet,  aud  sweet 
for  bitter.' 

*'  Has  the  number  of  children  attending 
such  school,  or  schools,  respectively  been  in- 
creasing, &c.  P  The  last  question  needs  no 
reply ;  the  above  answers  will  do  for  roost  of 
the  parishes  in  Ireland,  with  the  exception  of 
the  numbers,  ex  uno  disce  omna.  Tlie  perse- 
cuting character  of  the  priest  Hughes,  of 
Newport,  is  a  faithful  picture  of  Popish  priests 
in  general ;  the  sufferings  to  which  Protestants 
are  exposed  are  nearly  alike  everywhere,  and 
the  abominations  and  wickedness  of  Popery 
unchanged  and  undiangeable.*' 

The  Commissioners  after  these  answers 
had  been  received  had  visited  tais  parish. 
He  was  sorry  to  trouble  tbeir  Lordships 
with  what  had  occurred,  but  as  one  or  two 
circumstances  had  happened  of  a  particular 
nature,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
bring  them   under  their  Lordships  con- 
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■idaradon.    The  following  sUttement  was 
made  by  the  CommissionerB. 

**  The  first  discussion  arose  as  to  the  attend- 
ance at  Church.  The  ret.  Mr.  Stoney  stated 
upon  this  subject,  tliat  the  attendance  would 
be  much  larger  were  it  not  for  the  intimidation 
and  persecution  of  the  Protestants,  The 
Commissioners  earnestly  requested  Mr.  Stoney 
to  refrain  from  such  observations,  as  their  in- 
quiry was  restricted  to  statistical  facts,  and  did 
not  enter  into  the  causes  from  which  they  pro- 
ceeded. Upon  asking  for  the  roll  of  the  school, 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Stoney  wished  that  the  names 
of  the  scholars  should  not  be  made  public,  as 
the  priest  had  used  a  horsewhip  and  thrown 
stones  at  the  children  to  drive  them  away.— 
The  Commissioners  deprecated  these  remarks 
and  with  difficulty  succeeded  in  inducing  Mr. 
Stoney  to  discontinue  them,  informing  him  that 
they  were  subjects  upon  which  they  could 
make  no  report,  which  were  quite  foreign  to 
the  nature  of  the  inquiry,  and  which  only 
tended  to  produce  bad  feeling  and  irritation 
among  the  people  by  whom  the  Court  was 
crowded.  On  proceeding  in  this  inquiry  with 
respect  to  the  school,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Hughes, 
P.P.,  expressed  a  suspicion  of  the  accuracy  of 
the  master's  statement  of  the  number  on  the 
list.  The  Commissioners  stopped  this-*swore 
the  master  to  the  facts— stated  they  would 
pursue  the  same  course  as  to  all  the  masters*^ 
and  would  suffer  no  further  ipterruption.  Third 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Stoney  having  tendered  an 
original  census  of  Members  of  the  Established 
Church,  the  Commissioners  explained  to  him 
that  they  could  receive  no  census  which  was 
not  laid  open  to  public  inspecUon.  Mr. 
Stoney  then  desired  to  withdraw  it,  as  it  con- 
tained the  name  of  every  member  of  each 
family  in  the  parish,  thereby  laying  them  open 
to  persecution.  Ine  Rev,  Mr.  Stoney  per- 
sisted, and  withdrew  to  prepare  another 
census.  Upon  Mr.  Stoney's  return  he  pro- 
duced this  census,  which  was  accordingly  left 
open  for  public  inspection  while  the  Commis- 
iiooers  were  examining  some  of  the  school- 
masters. After  some  time  the  Commissioners 
inquired  if  there  were  anv  objections  to  the 
census  being  received.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Hughes 
P.P.,  stated  that  he  had  many.  After  several 
bad  been  discussed,  during  which  much  alter- 
cation had  arisen,  producing  obviously  much 
excitement  and  angry  feeling  in  the  Court,  a 
question  arose  as  to  the  religion  of  a  woman 
named  Gordon.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Hughes, 
parish  priest,  stated  upon  oath  that  he  had 
received  her  into  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
and  administered  the  sacrament  to  her.  The 
Rev.  Mr.  Stoney  stated  that  he  had  always 
attended  her,  and  knew  her  to  be  a  Protest- 
ant. Upon  being  asked  by  the  Commissioners 
whether  she  had  been  recently  at  church,  or 
that  she  had  communicated  there,  he  said 
'  She  is  afraid  to  go  to  church  ;  she  would  be 
BDurdered  ;*  and  persisted  in  statements  of  a 
similar  nature,  notwithstanding  the  remon- 
strances and  entreaty  of  the  Commissioners. — 


The  Reverend  Mr.  Wilsovii  rector  tf  Achtlli 
who  bad  been  curate  of  Borrishoone  for  ten 
years,  and  still  resident  in  it,  here  rose,  and 
protested  against  this  being  received  as  a  fair 
representation  of  the  state  of  the  parish,  say<* 
ing,  *  I  have  lived  in  this  parish  many  years, 
and  would  walk  through  it  at  any  hour  of  the 
day  or  night,  with  no  other  weapon  than  the 
oane  I  hold  in  my  hand.  Connell  O'Donnell, 
Esq.,  and  Captain  Stewart,  magistrates  of  the 
neighbourhood,  and  Protestants,  residing  in 
the  parish,  rose  and  made  similar  observations. 
The  Rev,  Mr.  Stoney  said,  *  I  would  answer 
for  it  [  am  in  danger  of  my  life.'  After  vainly 
endeavouring  to  stop  these  intemperate  state^ 
ments,  which  were  still  further  exciting  the 
people  around,  several  of  whom  had  broken  in 
upon  the  business  with  irritating  observations, 
the  Commissioners  repeated  a  warning  several 
times  before  given,  that  the  first  person  again 
interrupting  the  business  in  such  a  manner 
should  be  turned  out  of  Court.  The  Rev. 
Mr.  Hughes  then  said,  that  the  conduct  and 
language  of  Mr.  Stoney  were  so  calculated  to 
destroy  the  good  will  and  unanimity  which 
ought  to  prevail  in  a  parish,  and  to  produce 
such  bad  effects  upon  the  people  present,  that 
he  preferred  withdrawing  all  objections,  and 
allowing  the  census  to  be  received  as  it  stood« 
The  Commissioners  asked  *  How  shall  we  de- 
cide as  to  Mrs.  Gordon  f  (the  objection  as  to 
her  not  having  been  determined)  a  person  at 
the  far  end  of  the  room  called  out,  '  She  de- 
clared hetself  a  Protesunt  to  me  very  lately.' 
The  Commissioners  requested  him  to  come 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  his  evi- 
dence The  Commissioners,  however,  having 
found  that  Mrs;  Gordon  lived  in  the  village,  to 
prevent  further  discussion,  directed  the  enu- 
merator (a  highly  respectable  man,  and  a  Pro-* 
testant)  to  inquire  of  herself  how  she  chose  to 
be  classed  in  the  census,  begging  her  at  the 
same  time  not  to  make  any  declaration  on  the 
subject  unless  inclined  to  do  so.  While  the 
enumerator  was  leaving  the  Court  a  person  in 
the  crowd  called  out, '  She  dare  not  make  the 
declaration  for  fear  of  persecution.'  The  Com- 
missioner directed  the  person  who  made  the 
observation  to  leave  the  Court,  which  he  im- 
mediatelv  did.  The  rev.  Mr.  Stoney  then  said 
to  the  Commissioners,  *  You  have  turned  the 
honestest  man  in  the  Court  out  of  it.  The 
Commissioners  stated  that  they  did  not  know 
who  made  the  irritating  observation,  but  who- 
ever it  might  have  been,  after  the  repeated 
warnings  they  had  given,  theywould  have  pur- 
sued the  same  coarse.  [The  body  of  the 
Court  house  was  much  erowded,  and  neerly 
dark  at  the  time,  and  the  individual  stood 
among  the  crowd.]  The  Re?,  Mr.  Stoney 
remained  a  few  minutes  longer,  then  rose  and 
said, '  As  you  have  turned  the  honestest  man 
in  the  Court  out  of  it  (my  Protestant  pa- 
rishioner)  this  is  no  place  for  me  to  remain ; 
—you  may  turn  me  out  if  you  like ;'  and  then 
left  the  Court.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Haghes  thea 
withdraw  his  objeetioii  to  Mri.  Cordon.    On 
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the  retorn  of  the  enumerator^  the  Commis- 
sioners directed  him  not  to  state  the  answer 
from  Mrs.  Gordon.  After  receiving  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Stoney's  census,  on  the  oath  of  his 
enumerator,  the  Commissioners  stated  that  the 
business  was  concluded,  when  Connell  O'Don- 
nelly  Esq.  rose  and  said, '  He  wished  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  honestv  and  general  respecta- 
bility of  the  person  (Mr.  Hamilton)  who  had 
been  turned  out  of  Court;  but  be  must  say 
that  it  was  not  to  throw  the  slightest  imputa- 
tion on  the  Commissioners,  for  they  could  have 
pursued  no  other  course. 

When  the  business  was  concluded,  Mr. 
Stoney  pnt  in  a  protest  against  the  pro- 
ceedings, saying  that  as  that  person  Mr. 
Hamilton  had  been  turned  out  of  the  room, 
he  had  no  witness  on  his  side,  and  would 
not  acknowledge  that  the  census  was  a  feir 
one.  Mr.  Stoney  could  have  no  doubt 
however,  about  the  census,  because  it  ap- 
peared that,  as  he  made  it  out,  so  the 
Commissioners  in  the  end  accepted  it. — 
According  to  that  census  the  number  of 
Protestants  was  497 ;  Catholics,  12,135; 
and  Presbyterians,  2.  The  protest  men- 
tioned was  in  these  terms,  as  he  begged 
their  Lordships  to  remember  the  animus 
displayed  by  Mr.  Stoney,  which  must  con- 
vince them  that  if  he  conld  have  said  any 
thing  worse  of  the  Commissioners  he 
would  not  have  failed  to  have  done  so. 

<<T0  THS  COMMISSIONERS." 

''Sir — You  have  rejected  the  honest 
evidence  of  Mr.  David  Hamilton,  an  upright 
Protestant— you  have  turned  him,  being  my 
witness,  out  of  the  Court-house,  when  he  came 
forward  to  bear  testimony  in  favour  of  my  Pro- 
testant parishioner.  As  the  rector  of  this 
parish,  I  protest  against  your  proceedings,  as 
not  being  conducted  with  impartiality  —  as 
grossly  and  unwarrantably  tyrannical  in  respect 
of  Hamilton,  and  as  calculated,  by  courting 
popery  and  depressing  protestantism,  to  destroy 
the  lives  and  religion  of  the  members  of  the 
Protestant  faith. 

*'  W.  B.  STOMETy  Rector  of  Borrishoone." 

This  was  the  only  parish  in  which  any 
complaint  was  now  made  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Commissioners.  Out  of  2,700 
parishes  which  had  been  visited,  five  com- 
plaints only,  with  the  exception  of  the 
present,  had  been  made  against  the  Com- 
missioners ;  the  first  was  by  a  noble  Lord 
whom  he  believed  he  now  saw  opposite, 
and  four  others  by  Protestant  clergymen ; 
but  he  believed  that  in  every  one  instance 
upon  explanation  of  the  matter  it  was  con- 
sidered satisfactory  and  the  complaint 
withdrawn.  He  should  not  now  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  opportunity  afforded  him 


of  expressing  his  opinion  of  the  prooecid- 
ings  of  the  Rev.  Gentleman  whose  petition 
was  yet  to  be  brought  forward  by  the 
right  reverend  Prelate.  What  he  wished 
to  do  now  was,  to  bring  under  the  consid- 
eration of  their  Lordships  the  situation  of 
the  two  gentlemen  who  were  attacked  by 
Mr.  Stoney.  He  had  mixed  up  this  case 
with  the  2,700  other  parishes,  and  de- 
clared that  all  had  been  unjustly  treated. 
It  was  against  that  which  the  Commis- 
sioners protested.  They  had  been  sent  to 
perform  an  arduous  duty ;  they  knew 
what  opposition  they  should  meet  with 
from  various  gentlemen,  and  they  had  not 
been  mistaken.  They  were  called  on  to 
answer  these  charges,  and  only  knew  from 
the  protest  what  those  charges  were. — 
They  stated  that  they  were  ready  to  answer 
any  charge  which  might  be  brought  against 
them,  that  they  would  furnish  all  the 
means  in  their  power  to  make  the  investi- 
gation complete,  and  that  they  were  cer- 
tain that  several  Protestant  clergymen  and 
magistrates  would  bear  favourable  witness 
to  their  conduct.  But  they  insisted. on 
not  having  their  case  mixed  up  with 
others,  and  prayed  their  Lordships  to  con- 
fine any  inquiry  they  might  institute  to  the 
charge  made  by  Mr.  Stoney.  That  indi- 
vidual might,  if  he  had  thought  proper, 
have  put  the  complaint  into  the  hands  of 
his  own  diocesan,  who  had  been  in  the 
House  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session ; 
but  instead  of  doing  that,  he  had  sent  the 
petition  to  an  English  prelate,  who  could 
not  possibly  know  anything  of  the  man, 
of  his  character,  or  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  affair ;  and  therefore  it  was,  that 
they  called  on  their  Lordships  to  compel 
Mr.  Stoney  to  make  good  the  charge 
while  they  were  remaining  in  this  country 
so  as  to  give  them  the  opportunity  of  re- 
futing it,  or  else  to  take  steps  to  relieve 
them  from  the  charge.  He  was  sure  that 
their  Lordships  would  consider  this  charge 
of  partial  conduct  as  one  of  the  heaviest 
and  severest  that  could  be  made  against 
I  gentlemen  in  the  situation  of  these  two 
Commissioners,  and  that  they  would  agree 
with  him  and  these  gentlemen,  that  they 
ought  to  have  the  earliest  opportunity  af- 
forded them  of  relieving  themselves  from 
it.  The  petition  of  these  gentlemen, 
which  was  to  this  effect,  he  now  moved 
might  be  read. 
The  petition  was  read. 
The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  follow  the  noble  Lord 
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into  the  details  whicli  he,  in  his  discretion 
had  thought  fit  to  introduce  respecting 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Stoney,  Mr.  Hughes, 
or  Mr.  Craig.  He  should  therefore  con- 
fine himself  to  the  reasons  that  had  in- 
fluenced him  in  his  own  conduct.  He 
wished  to  set  the  noble  Lord  right  with 
respect  to  the  terms  of  the  notice  he  had 
given,  and  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
referred  to.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
terms  were  such  as  the  noble  Lord  stated, 
but  they  were  not  so  printed  in  the  usual 
papers  that  were  delivered  to  their  Lord- 
ships; for  he  had  said  nothing  whatever 
in  his  notice  as  to  charging  the  Commis- 
sioners with  the  persecution  of  the  clergy. 
He  did  state  that  the  petition  he  intended 
to  present,  charged  the  Commissioners 
with  unfair  and  with  partial  conduct;  and 
also  that  the  clergy  prayed  for  protection 
from  the  persecution  they  suffered ;  but 
the  suffering  against  which  they  prayed 
protection  did  not  proceed  from  the  Com- 
missioners— it  proceeded  from  other  par- 
ties in  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  it  was  an  extraordinary  circumstance 
that  the  petitioner  had  not  placed  his 
petition  in  the  hands  of  his  own  diocesan, 
but  had  transmitted  it  to  an  English  Bishop, 
who  was  not  acquainted  with  the  charac- 
ter of  the  man,  or  the  circumstances  of 
the  neighbourhood  in  which  he  lived.  On 
that  point  he  could  only  say,  that  that 
diocesan  had  not  been  in  England  since 
the  beginning  of  the  Session,  when  he 
took  the  oaths  and  his  seat.  He  himself 
had  written  to  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam, 
who  was  the  diocesan  of  the  rev.  gentle- 
man, and  he  had  received  in  return  a  most 
handsome  letter  of  thanks  from  that  most 
rev.  Prelate,  for  having  undertaken  the 
protection  of  one  of  the  clergymen  of  the 
diocese,  a  gentleman  whom  the  diocesan 
thought  to  have  been  most  grossly  perse- 
cuted, and  whose  statement  might,  in  his 
opinion,  be  assumed  for  truth.  The  noble 
Tiscount  had  remarked  on  the  number  of 
weeks  that  had  elapsed  since  the  first 
notice  had  been  given  of  his  presenting 
the  petition  of  Mr.  Stoney.  That  delay 
had  been  a  matter  of  regret  with  him ;  but 
what  had  prevented  him  from  presenting 
it  ?  Their  Lordships  would  recollect  the 
remarkable  fact,  that  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners (Mr.  Gibson  Craig)  had  not  his 
name  on  the  copy  of  the  Commission 
which  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  which  professed  to  give  the  names  of 
the  Comtnissioners  appointed.    He  felt, 


therefore,  that  he  had  no  right  to  com- 
plain in  the  petition  of  the  conduct  of  a 
Commissioner  who,  for  all  the  House  knew 
was  no  Commissioner  at  all.  He  waited 
till  there  should  be  a  complete  copy  of  the 
Commission.  The  motion  for  that  purpose 
was  made  when  there  was  not  a  respon- 
sible Grovemment.  That  being  the  case, 
he  was  again  obliged  .to  wait  till  after  the 
recess.  In  the  vacation,  he  received  a 
letter  from  the  noble  Viscount,  stating 
that  the  Commissioners  in  question  had 
written  to  him,  requesting  to  be  informed 
of  the  nature  of  the  charge  contained  in 
the  petition,  and  the  noble  Viscount  said 
that  he  applied,  that  he  (the  Bishop  of 
Exeter)  might  state  generally  the  grounds 
on  which  he  charged  the  Commissioners 
with  partiality,  so  that  they  might  be  en- 
abled to  send  him  statements  in  answer  to 
the  charge.  These  gentlemen  had  not 
given  him  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  notice 
that  they  should  be  in  London,  and  the 
communication  requesting  that  he  would 
enable  the  noble  Viscount  to  inform  them 
how  they  might  meet  the  case  of  the 
petition,  naturally  led  him  to  suppose  that 
they  were  still  in  Ireland  prosecuting  their 
inquiries.  Immediately  after  the  vacation, 
he  attended  in  the  House,  and  on  being 
asked  by  the  noble  Lord,  when  he  should 
present  the  petition  of  Mr.  Stoney,  he 
said,  that  he  should  wait  for  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners,  as  he  understood  that 
it  would  soon  be  presented,  and  that  if  the 
fails  stated  in  the  petition  were  worthy  of 
their  attention  at  all,  they  would  be  pecu- 
liarly worthy  of  attention  in  connexion 
with  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  noble  Lord  had  again  questioned  him 
the  other  night,  on  the  same  subject,  when 
he  gave  him  a  similar  answer;  and  it  would 
perhaps,  be  no  violation  of  confidence  for 
him  to  state,  that  as  the  noble  Lord  passed 
him,  on  going  out  of  the  House,  he  said, 
**  The  consequence  must  be  that  these 
gentlemen  must  remain  in  town  three 
weeks  longer.*'  A  fortnight  from  that 
time  had  now  elapsed,  and  therefore  he 
determined  to  wait  one  week  longer,  as 
he  supposed  from  the  observation  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  Report  would  be  pre- 
sented within  three  weeks  from  the  time 
of  that  observation  being  made.  The 
Commission  appointing  Mr.  Craig  had 
only  been  put  into  their  Lordships*  hands 
this  Morning.  He  should  be  ashamed  to 
take  advantage  of  any  casual  circumstance 
of  want  of  due  form  in  a  matter  of  this 
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kind,  but  that  to  which  he  was  about  to 
call  their  Lordships*  attention^  was  cer- 
tainly most  remarkable.  A  month  ago, 
the  Commissioner's  name  was  not  in  the 
Commission.  He  had  received  a  copy  of 
^  a  paper,  which  was  directed  to  Mr.  Stoney, 
desiring  that  he  would  attend  the  Com- 
missioner. That  paper  was  dated  at  a 
time  previous  to  the  inquiry  being  made. 
At  that  time  Mr.  Craig's  name  was  not  in 
the  Commission^  but  even  if  it  had  been, 
he  had  no  right  to  msJce  sach  an  inquiry 
on  his  own  authority  alone ;  for  the  Com- 
mission directed  that  the  powers  conferred 
bv  it,  should  be  exercised  by  two  or  more 
domfflissioners.  Their  Lordships  would 
now  consider  the  paper  that  had  been  de- 
livered to  them  this  morning.  This  was 
not  the  paper  he  had  moved  for^  nor  that 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  promised  he 
would  lay  on  the  Table.  The  paper  pur- 
ported to  be  a  Commission  appointing 
additional  Commissioners.  It  was  not  a 
Commission— it  was  a  mere  warrant  for 
a  Commission.  Whether  it  had  been  ex- 
ecuted or  not  he  could  not  say,  but  it  was 
most  strange  that  when  the  importance  of 
the  Commission  and  the  terms  of  the  Com- 
mission had  been  so  much  adverted  to, 
and  when  he  wanted  to  see  whether  the 
gentleman  in  question  was  in  fact  a  Com- 
missioner, sucn  a  paper  as  this  should  be 
laid  before  them.  But  still  it  was  said  to 
be  a  Commisiion.  Supposing  that  to  be 
the  case,  then  let  them  see  what  it  was 
that  the  Commissioners  called  upon  their 
Lordships  to  do;  they  called  upon  the 
House  not  to  draw  any  general  conclusion 
fir:>m  what  was  alleged  to  have  happened 
in  a  particular  parish.  He  (the  Bishop  of 
Exeter)  must  say,  that  the  Report  would 
have  the  effect  attributed  to  it,  m  the  par^ 
ticular  parish  in  question  ;  and  that  being 
the  case,  he  thought  it  was  not  mora  than 
reasonable,  supposing  that  there  was  a 
ground  of  complaint  against  the  conduct 
of  the  Commissioners  in  one  case,  that  the 
House  should  wait  to  sea  the  Report, 
which  attested  that  one  case  amongst  many 
others,  before  any  petition  upon  the  sub- 
ject was  brought  forward.  He  was  quite 
•ure  that  Mr.  Stoney  would  bring  forward, 
and  would  be  able  to  substantiate,  his 
case,  whenever  their  Lordships  should 
please  to  give  him  the  opportunity  of  do- 
ing so:  and  unless  he  (the  Bishop  of  Exe- 
ter) felt  satisfied  upon  that  point — ^unless 
he  were  convinced  that  Mr.  Stoney  would 
M  apjr  U«e|  be  prsparad  to  «stablisb  tbe 


whole  of  what  he  had  advanced  upon  the 
subject,  he  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  would 
be  the  last  person  to  bring  forward  his 
petition.  When  he  was  told  that  he  ought 
not  to  act  upon  a  mere  suggestion  of  his 
own  mind,  he  begged  to  say  that  their 
Lordships  would  find  him  most  ready  to 
comply  with  their  wishes,  whenever  they 
were  expressed;  but,  in  the  mean  time,  to 
must  be  allowed  to  act  according  to  the 
dictates  of  his  own  judgment,  and  to  adopt 
that  course,  which,  in  his  opinion^  ht 
deemed  to  be  the  most  correct  and  most 
proper.  There  might  have  been,  and  he 
concluded  there  had  been,  a  Commission 
executed,  but  upon  that  point  their  Lord- 
ships, of  course,  could,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, know  nothing.  Under  such  circu»» 
stances,  and  considering  that  they  had 
only  a  week  to  wait,  before  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction  would 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  thought  he  should  be  exercising 
his  discretion  very  unreasonably  if  he  were 
to  thrust  forward  the  petition,  before  the 
receipt  of  the  Report  of  the  CommisaioneiB 
of  Public  Instruction. 

Lord  Brougham  did  not  intend  to  de* 
tain  their  Lordships  for  more  than  a  very 
few  minutes;  but  as  he  was  answerable 
for  the  issuing  of  the  Commissioo  in  ques- 
tion, he  naturally  felt  himself  called  upon 
to  offer  a  few  observations  in  reply  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  reverend  Prelate* 
Upon  the  subject  matter  of  the  present 
petition  be  apprehended  there  could  be 
but  one  opinion;  though  he  did  not  blame 
his  hon.  Friend,  Mr.  Gisbsoo  Craig,  or 
the  other  Gentleman  who  had  joined  in 
the  petition,  for  presenting  such  apetition^ 
because  smarting  as  they  were  under  the 
supposition  that  imputations  had  been 
cast  upon  them  which  they  felt  and  knew 
to  be  unfoondedi  it  was  only  natural  that 
they  should  hasten  to  that  House  to  de- 
fend themselves.  He  did  not  blame  his 
hon.  Friend,  therefore,  for  preparing  snob 
a  petition,  nor  did  he  blame  the  right 
reverend  Prelate,  because,  acting  upon  his 
discretion,  he  had  postponed  presenting 
the  petition  with  whk^  he  was  charged. 
The  only  misfortune  was  the  form  of  the 
notice;  and  when  he  said  he  did  not 
blame  the  right  reverend  Prelate  for  not 
presenting  the  petition,  he  must  abo 
state  that  he  did  not  blame  his  worthy 
Friend ,  the  Ckrk  at  the  Table,  for  the  form 
of  the  notice.    It  had  saggeated  itself  to 
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Biiist  be  somatbtog  diicrepaot  between 
the  words  read  by  the  noble  Vticount 
end  the  termt  of  the  notice*  Since  tbe 
right  reTevend  Prelate  bad  made  that  re- 
mark* a  comparison  bad  been  instituted 
between  the  notice  which  the  noble 
Viaconnt  had  read  and  the  printed  order 
of  the  day,  and  the  two  documents  so  com- 
pared turned  out  to  be  to  a  letter*  not  to  a 
word  or  a  syllable*  but  to  a  letter*  a  tran- 
script the  one  of  the  other.  This*  there- 
fore* acquitted  of  all  blame  on  the  one 
band  his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Visconnt* 
and  on  the  other  hand  it  acquitted  also 
of  ail  blame  whoever  it  might  be  that 
furnished  the  copy  from  which  his  noble 
Friend  read.  But  then  it  might  be  said 
that  another  party  remained  to  be  ac- 
quitted* and  that  that  could  only  be  done 
by  nsaking  another  comparison.  It  might 
be  said*  that  althongh  what  had  been  read 
that  evening  tallied  distinctly  and  exactly 
with  what  had  been  printed  that  morning, 
nevertheless  wnat  was  printed  was  not  an 
accurate  transcript  of  what  was  given  in 
by  the  right  reverend  Prelate.  That  of 
course  rendered  a  furtlier  inquiry  neces- 
yaryt  and  that  further  inquiry  had  accord- 
ingly been  instituted ;  and  he  (Lord 
Brougham)*  by  a  happy  accident,  held  in 
bis  hand  the  original  paper  given  in  by 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  himself.  Now* 
nothing  could  be  so  satisfactory  in  tbe 
proceedings  of  any  court— ^nd  in  tbe  case 
of  their  Lordships*  who  constituted  the 
highest  court  in  the  kingdom*  it  was  of 
course  the  more  necessary**-as  that  they 
should  proceed  strictly  step  by  step  in  the 
iovestigatioa  of  any  case  brought  before 
them^  never  taking  written  evidence  when 
they  could  obtain  viva  voce  evidence*  nor 
receiving  copies  when  they  could  obtain 
the  original.  It  must  be  highly  satis- 
factory to  their  Lordships  to  learn  that 
they  conld  proceed  strictly  according  to 
that  coune  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
would  first  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  order  of  tbe  day*  which  stood  in 
these  terms :— <'  Notice :  To  present  on 
Thursday  next  a  petition  of  the  reverend 
B.  Stoney*  incumbent  of  Borrishoone*  in 
tbe  county  of  Mayo*  complaining  of  the 
unfair  and  partial  conduct  of  certain  of 
the  Committioners  of  the  Commission 
•f  Public  Instruction*  and  of  the  persecu- 
tion carrying  on  in  Irdand  against  the 
clergy*''  That  he  understood  to  be  ex- 
•etly  what  was  read  by  his  noble  Friend* 
[*'  Jf0^n0  f]  WeU,  then,  they  mvid  cmj 


the  comparison  a  little  further ;  but  do 
oot  let  noble  Lords  cheer  before  they  came 
to  the  point*  because  he  had  seen  such 
lamentable  disappointments  arise  out  of  a 
too  precipitate  expression  of  approbation* 
as  to  induce  him  to  regard  it  as  a  thing 
generally  to  be  avoided*  especially  on  so 
serious  a  topic  as  the  persecution  of  Pro- 
testants in  Ireland,  He  would  now  put 
all  three  of  the  documents  before  them— • 
the  notice  as  it  stood  upon  the  orders  of 
the  day*  the  transcript  of  the  notice  read 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Viscounty 
and  the  original  notice  given  by  the  right 
reverend  Prelate.  He  could  not*  of 
course,  read  all  three  of  them  at  once* 
but  if  any  noble  Lord  who  had  learnt 
reading  and  writing  would  follow  him  as  he 
read,  it  would  at  once  be  seen  whether  he 
were  reading  correctly  or  not  [Here  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  again  reaa  a  notice^ 
which  wasexpressed  in  the  following  words : 
— <'  Complaining  of  the  unfair  and  partial 
conduct  of  certain  of  the  Commissionera 
of  the  Commission  of  Public  Instruction, 
and  of  the  persecution  carrying  on  in  Ire*^ 
land  against  the  clergy  and  others  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland."]  Thai 
was  what  his  noble  Friend  read.  He 
would  now  read  what  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  wrote*  or  rather  what  he  gave  in. 
[Here  tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord  read  the 
paper.]  Why  there  was  not  the  difference 
of  a  single  letter.  The  two  papers  were 
precisely  the  same ;  and  now  he  came  to 
the  copy,  which*  he  must  say,  was  made 
with  a  degree  of  accuracy  for  which  he 
should  always  laud  the  Clerk  at  the  Table, 
for  not  only  was  it  verbally  the  same  aa 
the  notice  given  by  the  right  reverend 
Prelate*  but  it  was  literally  the  same ;  for 
in  the  copy  the  letter  P  was  retained  aa 
representing  the  word  '^  parish,"  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  manner  as  it  had  come 
from  tbe  right  reverend  Prelate's  own  pen. 
[Here  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  read  the 
eopy*  which  appeared  to  be  exactlv  in  the 
same  words  as  the  notice  which  he  had 
previously  read.]  There  could  be  no 
doubt  then  but  that  the  notices  were  all 
correct ;  yet  he  had  certainly  understood 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  to  doubt  the 
accuracy  of  that  read  by  the  noble  ViMm 
count. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  begged  to  be 
permitted  to  interrupt  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  for  the  purpose  of 
explaining.  He  understood  the  noble 
Viscount«-perhapa  H  might  ba?e  furiseQ 
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from*  the  defect  of  his  hearing— bnt  he 
certainly  understood  the  noble  Viscoant 
to  «peak  of  the  notice  as  if  it  related 
to  the  presentation  of  a  petition  com- 
plaining of  the  Commissioners  for  per- 
secuting the  clergy ;  whereas,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  notice  "which  he  (the  Bishop  of 
Exeter)  had  given,  alluded  generally  to 
persecution  going  on  in  Ireland,  and 
not  to  any  particular  persecution  ori- 
ginating with  any  particular  Commis- 
sioner. 

Lord  Brougham  had  been  showing  that 
the  words  read  by  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
commencement  of  the  evening,  corre- 
sponded exactly  with  the  notice  given  in  by 
tne  right  reverend  Prelate ;  but  now  the 
right  reverend  Prelate  got  up  and  said, 
that  what  he  complained  of  was,  not  any 
inaccuracy  in  the  notice,  but  the  miscon- 
struction which  the  noble  Viscount  had 
put  upon  that  notice.  But  that  would 
not  tally  with  the  argument  of  the  right 
reverend  Prelate,  because  his  argument 
had  nothing  to  do  with  any  connexion  or 
any  discrepancy  between  what  the  noble 
Viscount  had  said,  and  what  existed  in 
point  of  fact.  His  argument  in  the  first 
instance  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Viscount.  It  referred  only 
to  the  notice.  The  right  reverend  Pre- 
late had  said,  that  he  naturally  concluded 
that  the  notice  read  by  the  noble  Viscount 
was  not  the  accurate  notice,  because  he 
had  received  the  print,  in  which  no  such 
allegation  was  to  be  found  ;  for,  if  it  had, 
it  must  have  caught  his  eye ;  and,  in  that 
case,  what  did  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
say  that  he  would  have  done  ?  He  did 
not  say  that  he  would  go  to  the  noble 
Viscount  (how  could  he  ?  he  was  not  en- 
dued with  that  second  sisrht  which  would 
give  him  a  knowledge  of  what  the  noble 
Viscount  was  likely  to  say  on  this  present 
Tuesday  evening) — no,  no,  he  said,  not 
that  he  would  go  to  the  noble  Viscount, 
but  that  he  would  apply  on  the  subject 
to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  What,  he  would 
ask,  had  the  conduct  of  the  Clerk  to  do 
with  a  speech  made  by  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  ?  This  house,  composed  as  it  was 
judicially,  would,  no  doubt,  deal  justice  to 
both  sides,  and  therefore,  as  twenty  throats 
had  been  raised  against  him  for  correcting 
a  misrepresentatioT),  he  concluded  twenty 
throats  at  least  would  be  joined  in  the  cry 
of  *'  order"  when  the  right  reverend  Pre- 
late interrupted  him,  not  for  being  guilty 
of  an  interruption,  but  for  looking  as  if  he 


had  been  going  to  interrupt.  He  (Loid 
Brougham)  had  not  interrupted,  but  had 
merely  moved  to  prevent  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  from  rushing  ruinously  to  his  own 
undoing,  while  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
had  not  merely  interrupted,  but  had  in- 
sinuated a  small  speech  in  the  middle  of 
his  observations.  Leaving  these  com*> 
ments,  into  which  he  had  been  drawn,  he 
would  now  come  to  the  important  matter 
before  the  House — he  meant  the  prayer  of 
this  petition.  In  the  first  place,  however, 
he  acquitted  the  right  reverend  Prelate  of 
all  blame  in  not  presenting  the  petition 
according  to  his  notice,  the  alteration  of 
which  was  unfortunate.  He  agreed  in 
thinking  that  it  was  extremely  natural 
that  these  petitioners  should  wish  to  vin- 
dicate themselves,  but  at  the  same  time 
it  was  for  the  right  reverend  Prelate  to 
judge  and  to  use  his  own  discretion  when 
and  in  what  way  he  would  present  any 
petition  that  might  be  entrusted  to  him. 
He  should  think  it  exceedingly  odd  if  any 
noble  Fiiend  of  his  should  call  upon  him 
and  say,  '*You  have  received  a  certain 
petition,  and  I  insist  on  your  presenting 
it."  He  should  to  such  a  request  respond, 
that  as  to  the  course  he  should  pursue  be 
should  use  his  own  discretion.  In  like 
manner  he  totally  differed  from  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  presented  the  petition 
now  under  consideration,  if  his  noble 
Friend  seriously  entertained  an  idea  that 
the  House  would  accede  to  the  prayer  of 
the  petition.  That  petition  he  had  never 
seen  before,  but  if  he  had  been  con- 
sulted upon  it,  he  should  never  have  ad- 
vised such  a  prayer  as  that  with  which  it 
terminated.  What  did  it  call  upon  the 
House  to  do  ?  Why,  it  called  upon  the 
House  to  compel  Mr.  Stoney  to  instruct 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  to  bring  for- 
ward charges  contained  in  the  petitioo 
with  which  he  was  intrusted,  but  which 
he  had  not  in  his  discretion  yet  thought  fit 
to  present.  The  House  had  no  power; 
still  less  had  it  the  right,  to  call  upon  any 
individual  to  bring  forward  charges  against 
another.  He  was,  however,  willing  to  re- 
gard this  petition  now  before  the  House 
as  presented,  not  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining the  grant  of  its  prayer,  but  as  a 
vehicle  of  defence  to  the  petitioners.  Ad- 
mitting this,  he  would  ask,  had  they  then 
or  had  they  not,  completely  defended  their 
course  of  conduct?  The  right  reverend 
Prelate  had  asked  him  the  question  whe- 
ther the  document  which  had  been  lai<) 
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opMi  the  table  was  a  ConitaiisBioii.  He 
knew  not  with  what  organs  of  vision  the 
right  reverend  Prelate  regarded  it,  bat  he 
possessed  no  organ  that  enabled  hioi  to  see 
the  difference  between  this  document  and 
the  Commission  itself.  The  only  way  of 
getting  at  a  copy  of  any  Commission 
was  by  obtaining  a  copy  of  the  warrant 
upon  which  that  Commission  issued ;  it 
was  mipossible  to  get  at  the  Commission 
itseify  because  it  was  not  filed  of  record, — 
correspondence  might  be  obtained  because 
the  originals  were  copied, — the  proceed- 
ings in  courts  of  law  might  be  furnished, 
because  they  were  filed  as  records,  but 
Cpmmissions  could  not  be  obtained  be- 
cause from  their  nature  they  issued  for\h, 
and,  as  in  this  case,  might  be  in  Ire- 
land in  the  custody  of  one  or  more  of  the 
Commissioners,  or  in  the  hands  of  their 
Clerk  or  Secretary.  The  Commission, 
therefore,  the  House  could  not  have,  but 
their  Lordships  had  before  them  the  war- 
rant; they  had  the  constat  of  the  Com- 
mission, which  contained  all  that  the  Com- 
mission itself  would  express.  The  warrant 
stated  that,  *' whereas  letters  patent  had 
issued  to  certain  persons,  constituting  them 
Commis«ionerB,and  that  whereas  it  had  been 
deemed  expedient  to  increase  their  number, 
know  ye,  we  have  revoked,  and  by  these 
presents  dt»  i evoke,  the  said  recited  letters 
patrni.**  The  IV nrranL  then  proceeded  to 
reconstitutt*  the  fnniier  Comniission  with 
the  increased  number  of  Commissioners. 
The  WHrmntthen  set  forth  all  the  instruc- 
tions, cliiuiie<,  and  articles  contained  in 
the  former  Commission,  authorized  any 
one  or  more  Commissioners  to  act,  and 
concluded  by  the  appointment  of  Matthew 
Barringion,  Essq.,  to  be  their  Secretary, 
for  all  of  which  **  this  shall  be  your 
warrant."  The  warrant,  therefore,  was  a 
complete  copy  of  the  Commission,  with 
the  exception  of  the  command  or  canon 
of  the  King  at  the  commencement,  and  its 
direction  to  '*  his  Majesty's  Attorney  or 
Sc^icitor*  General,"  both  of  which  are 
omitted  from  the  Commission  itself.  The 
warrant  thus  prepared  was,  in  practice, 
transmitted  from  the  Secretary  or  State's 
office  to  the  Law-officers  of  the  Crown, 
who  reported  upon  it — the  Commission 
then  passed  to  the  Privy  Seal,  and 
h»tly  to  the  Great  Seal,  and  eventually 
tsaned  in  precisely  the  terms  of  the  warrant, 
with  the  exception  of  the  two  omissions 
ba  had  alreadj  mentioned.  The  authority 
of  the  Commnaionem  to  act  was  then  fully 


established,  and  he  for  one  was  prepared 
to  state,  that  he  thought  these  two  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  folly  met  every  charge, 
so  far  as  they  knew — every  charge  of 
which  they  had  ever  heard,  and  had  com- 
pletely vindicated  themselves  not  merely  by 
a  general  denial  of  the  charges,  but  what 
was  more,  by  stating  that  which  did  not 
take  place,  as  well  as  that  which  actually 
did  occur.  Could  any  man  doubt  that  they 
had  a  perfect  right  to  turn  out  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton, after  repeated  notices  that  every  man 
who  intermpted  the  proceedings  should  be 
turned  out  of  the  Court-house?  There 
was  nothing  extraordinary  or  singular  in 
such  a  notice ;  he  had  often  seen  it  en- 
forced at  Public  Boards,  in  Committees, 
and  at  Commissions,  and  in  Courts  of 
Justice ;  if  any  man  interrupted  the  pro- 
ceedings, be  he  Protestant  or  be  he  Roman 
Catholic,  he  might  be  turned  out.  It 
happened,  in  this  instance,  that  it  was  a 
Protestant  who  began  this  interruption, 
and  to  him  the  terms  of  the  oft-repeated 
notice  were  extended.  With  respect  to 
Mr.  Stoney  he  wished  to  say  nothing  that 
could  reflect  upon  the  character  of  that 
Grentleman,  after  the  high  testimony  which 
had  been  borne  to  it.  The  House  had 
been  told,  on  the  authority  of  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Tuam,  that  Mr.  Stoney  was  not 
a  Gentleman  who  would  tell  an  untruth. 
He  would  take  leave  (with  the  greatest 
respect  to  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam)  to 
observe  that  it  was  one  thing  to  say  that  a 
man  was  very  respectable  and  would  not 
tell  an  untruth,  and  a  very  different  thingf 
to  declare,  **  I  would  believe  every  word 
he  states."  It  was  one  thing  to  take  a 
statement  of  facts  occurring  in  a  season 
of  peculiar  party  spirit,  a  time  in  which 
thou|rh  a  man  of  the  fairest  intentions  and 
best  of  characters,  yet  he  could  not  be- 
lieve him,  on  his  word,  or  his  oath,  upon 
matters  with  respect  to  which  his  passions 
had  been  excited.  He  said  thus  much 
without  any  impeachment  of  Mr.  Stoney, 
but  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  Mr. 
Stoney  was  now  before  the  House  in  the 
character  of  an  accuser  of  respectable  in-' 
dividuals  on  charges  of  the  grossest  con* 
duct  which  could  be  imputed  to  a  man 
in  a  public  and  quati  judicial  situation, 
namely,  partiality  and  unfairness.  Mr. 
Stoney  was  the  accuser,  and  upon  his  state- 
ment the  House  was  to  attach  blame  to 
those  individuals  against  whom  such  im- 
putations were  raised.  Unfairness  and  • 
partiality  were  the  charges  dependent  on 
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proof  upon  Mr.  Sto&ey'^  aocuracy.  He 
did  not  caie  a  straw  for  the  allegation  in 
a  ca«e  in  which  Mr,  Stoney's  paftions 
were  concernedy  and  why  did  he  say  so? 
Because  he  had  read  the  evidence  given 
by  Mr.  Stoney  before  the  Commissioners, 
as  printed  and  circulated  by  himself  in 
and  through  Ireland.  He  would  ask  any 
of  their  Lordships  to  read  that  evidence, 
and  say  whether  it  was  given  in  that  tone 
or  with  that  frame  of  mind  which  could 
induce  any  one  of  them  to  wish  to  have 
bis  testimony  taken  against  any  man  or 
body  of  men?  Such  was  the  religious 
teal  of  this  Gentleman,  such  was  his  de- 
votion to  his  cause,  that  he  could  not 
answer  a  single  question.  He  was  asked 
how  often  divine  service  took  place  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  chapels.  To  this  simple 
question  he  returned  no  answer,  but  stated 
that  it  was  an  abuse  of  language  to  call 
the  worship  of  crosses,  stones,  stocks,  and 
waters,  divine  service;  and  instead  of 
answering  the  c][qestioo,  he  went  on  in 
recondite  quotations  and  descriptions  to 
show  that  this  was  idolatry  and  not 
divine  worship.  He  stated  further,  that 
African  slavery  was  pure  liberty  compared 
with  the  condition  of  the  Irish  peasants 
undertbethraldom  of  their  priests.  Washis 
evidence  altogether  that  of  a  man  of  under- 
standing, or  possessing  soundness  of  mind? 
He  thought  that  the  best  vindication  of 
Mr.  Stoney,  for  the  conduct  he  had  pur- 
sued in  this  instance,  was,  that  he  was  not 
of  sound  mind  when  certain  questions 
were  under  discussion.  He  bad  never 
seen  a  greater  indication  of  excitement  and 
paroxysm  than  in  the  case  of  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Stoney.  He  would  not,  upon  such 
testimony,  convict  a  cat,  still  less  a  Court 
of  Commissioners.  The  zeal  of  this  Gen- 
tleman was  greater  than  his  wisdom*~his 
leal,  he  was  sure,  was  without  knowledge 
and  witkoot  calmness.  But  be  found  that 
tike  Comnnssbners  were  not  the  only  per- 
sons of  whom  Mr.  Stoney  complained,  for 
it  appealed  that  a  certain  Baronet,  a  Ma- 
gistrate and  Deputy-lieutenant  of  the 
coanty  of  Mayo,  had  termed  him  a  dis- 
gracefiil,  litigiotts,  and  scandalous  clergy- 
man. Of  this  iai^uage,  used  to  himself 
in  a  public  court  before  his  fellow  coun- 

2 men,  Mr.  Stoney  com|dained  in  a  letter 
ich  had  fallen  under  his  notice.  If 
Mr.  Stoney's  truth  was  such  as  the  House 
had  been  called  upon  to  believe  what  he 
•aid,  by  oae  having  an  avcbiepiscopal 
doniiiioii  OTW  him,  ke|  of  coniMv  miiil 


give  credit  to  the  reverend  GenUemaii's 
statement.  Mr,  Stoney  himself  had 
written  that  Sir  Richard  So  and  So  had 
declared  in  public  court  that  he  (Mr. 
Stoney)  was  a  disgraceful,  litigious,  and 
scandalous  clergyman.  Such  were  the 
designations  which  had  been  applied  to 
Mr.  Stoney  in  open  Court,  in  the  presence 
of  his  neighbours,  on  his  own  showinr, 
and  though  this  House  had  nothing  to  m> 
with  the  disputes  which  might  have  given 
rise  to  this  character^-tbough 

**  Non  nostrum  inter  vos  tantas  componere  lltes/* 

yet  it  proved  the  estimation  in  which  theire- 
verend  Gentleman  was  held.  The  letter  of 
Mr.  Stoney  proceeded  to  state  that  another 
person  had  called  him  a  scandalous  cleigy« 
man,  and  that  he  was  fit  only  to  be  an 
attoruev.  This  was  contained  in  Mr. 
Stoney  s  letter  of  the  13th  of  March, 
1833.  In  addition  to  this  there  was  the 
letter  of  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the  county 
of  Mayo,  to  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
stating  that  it  appeared  to  the  former  that 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioners  might 
be  very  correct,  although  altogether  dis« 
pleasing  to  Mr.  Stoney,  which  his  Lordship 
thought  very  likely  to  be  the  case.  With 
these  proofs  of  the  general  feeling  towards 
him,  coupled  with  the  endless  litigation  in 
which  the  parties,  (he  meant  Mr.  Hughes 
and  Mr.  Stoney)  had  been  engaged,  he  had 
seen  enough  to  induce  him  to  think  it 
would  not  be  safe  to  form  a  judgment 
upon  his  statement  on  a  controverted 
point  between  Protestants  and  Roman 
Catholics.  He  should  be  sorry  to  decide 
the  point  on  such  evidence.  The  petitioners 
had,  however,  in  his  judgment,  completely 
rebutted  tfaechargesadvanced  against  them. 
The  Bishop  of  Ex$ier  rose  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation.  He  should  only 
occupjF  the  attention  of  their  Lordships 
for  a  single  moment  He  was  anxious  to 
set  himself  right  upon  one  poinL  He 
misunderstood  what  the  noble  Viscount 
bad  said.  He  thought  the  noble  VisconnC 
represented  the  petition  that  had  been 
confided  to  him,  aa  charging  (he  Coia* 
missioneffs  with  persecution.  Labouring 
under  this  misunderstanding,  it  was,  that 
he  had  said,  that  there  had  ^n  a  mis(ak« 
of  the  clerk  in  entering  the  notice..  If 
he  had  been  right,  the  clerks  would  have 
altered  the  notice,  but  he  wished  it  to  be 
borne  in  mind,  that  he  distinctly  said,  in 
his  notice,  persecutions  carried  on  in  Ir^ 
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was  dear  he  misunderstood  the  noble       The  petition  was  laid  on  the  Table. 
Visooont,  and,  thereforOtUie  whole  matter 
fell  to  the  ground. 

Lord  Fmtham  wished  to  say  one  word 
in  answer  to  something  that  had  fallen 
ftom  the  noble  Viscount  opposite,  as  to 
his  having  spoken  unfavourably  of  the 
Commissioners.  But  he  denied  that  he 
had  ever  said  one  word  against  the  Com., 
missioners.  On  the  contrary,  he  always 
said  and  thought,  that  nothing  could  be 
better  than  their  conduct.  When  the 
.Commissioners  first  came  down  to  the 
part  of  the  country  where  his  property 
was  situated,  he  wrote  to  Dublin  to  state 
that  no  person  should  be  admitted  to  the 
schools,  under  his  control  and  direction, 
in  that  part  of  the  country,  without  an 
authority  from  him,  but  U)at  the  Commis*- 
sionera  should  have  every  facility  afforded 
them  in  this,  and  every  other  respect,  to 
forward  the  object  of  their  inquiry,  which, 
in  fact,  was  the  case.  He  took  this  pre* 
cautionj  to  prevent  ffie  access  of  strangers, 
of  whom  he  knew  nothing,  and  who  might 
oome  there  for  other  purposes  than  those 
of  the  Comdiission. 

Viscount  Duncannon  said,  that  what 
he  had  stated  was,  that  four  chaiiges  had 
been  made  by  cletgymen,  and  one  by  a 
noble  Lord,  against  the  Commissioners, 
but  he  did  not  say  that  the  noble  Lord 
bad  made  any. 

The  Earl  of  Raden  said,  Mr.  Stoney 
had  been  charged  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite,  with  unsoundness  of  mind. 
He  wished  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  with  all  his  talents,  had  half  the 
soundness  of  mind  of  Mr.  Stoney.  He  did 
not  rise  to  vindicate  the  language  that  had 
been  read,  as  used  by  Mr.  Stoney  in  his 
answere  to  the  Commissioners;  on  the 
contrary,  he  considered  such  language 
^ost  improper.  He  had,  however,  the 
pleasure  of  knowing  Mr.  Stoney  person- 
ally,  and  he  knew  him  to  be  deserving  of 
the  character  which  his  dkx^san  had 
given  of  him.  He  knew,  also,  that  he 
had  been  sabject  to  gteat  persecution  in 
Ireland,  not  only  from  Catholics,  but  from 
Protestants,  and  chiefly  on  account  of  his 
jeal  in  propagating  the  true  principles 
and  doctrines  of  the  Qospel.  He  lamented 
the  indiscretion  Mn  Stoney  had  fallen  into 
in  giving  such  answers  as  Uiose  which  the 
noble  Viscount  had  read,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  present  discussion  would  be  a 
ksson  to  him  to  take  care  that  in  future 

]m  did  not  Ml  into  a  similar  error* 
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Webtbrk  Railway—Travkluh* 
OK  Sutf  DATS.]  An  hon.  Member  having 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
further  consideratron  of  the  fiepoit  on  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Bill, 

Mr.  Miies  rose  to  move  the  insertion 
of  the  clause  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
to  prevent  travelling  on  this  railway  on 
the  Sabbath.  The  petition  which  he  had 
already  presentsd  from  Bath  on  this  sob- 
ject,  had  been  called  in  question  by  some 
hon.  Members.  In  reply  to  their  insi^ 
nuations,  he  would  say,  that  it  was  signed 
by  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  by  twentyi* 
one  resident  clergymen,  and  by  several 
most  respectable  inhabitants  of  Bath. 
That  petition,  too,  on  a  former  occasion, 
had  been  described  by  hon.  Merobera  as 
preposterous  and  extraordinary,  as  if  an 
application  to  Parliament  to  sanction  the 
divine  law  by  human  enactment,  was  in 
any  respect  deserving  of  such  epithets. 
He  would  submit  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  that  whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  entertained  within  those  walls  on 
this  subject,  there  was  a  growing  desire 
out  of  doors,  which  was  becoming  daily 
more  prevalent,  to  prevent  the  violations 
of  the  Sabbath,  by  stringent  legislative 
enactments.  In  justice  to  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill,  be  must  say,  that  they  ex^ 
pressed  their  willingness  to  insert  a  clause 
to  prevent  travelling  on  the  railway  from 
11  o'clock  till  2  on  Sundays,  during 
divine  service ;  but  he  begged  to  add,  that 
such  a  proposition  did  not  meet  the  views 
of  the  gentleman  who  had  proposed  this 
clause,  nor  did  it  meet  his  own  view.  This 
was  a  company  investing  their  capital  in 
an  undertaking  for  the  purposes  of  profit, 
and  when  it  was  recollected  that  at  that 
moment  a  Bttl  was  in  its  passage  through 
the  House  to  prevent  Sunday  trading,  he 
did  not  see  how  they  conld  aUov  this 
Bill  to  pass  in  its  present  ^ape,  without 
raising  a  cry  throui^nt  the  country,  that 
they  were  acting  unjustly  towarib  aH 
other  classes,  whose  trading  on  Sundaya 
would  be  prohibited.  The  question,  theio^ 
fore,  admitted  of  no  compromise.  The 
object  of  ihe  ckose  was  to  enable  Uie 
persons  employed  on  the  railway  to  pass 
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was  a  great  mistake  as  to  the'namber  of 
persons  employed  on  the  railway.  On  a 
former  occasion,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  had  talked  of  the  number  em- 
ployed on  the  engine,  as  consisting  of 
only  three  persons.  Bat  when  the  House 
considered  that  the  line  of  this  railway 
would  extend  119  miles,  and  that  several 
engines  would  be  moving  on  diiferent 
parts  of  it  at  the  same  time,  it  would  seem 
that  a  great  number  of  persons  must  be 
thus  employed.  It  had  been  also  sug- 
gested to  him,  that  he  should  bring  in  a 
general  legislative  enactment  on  the  sub- 
ject, instead  of  trying  to  accomplish  his 
object  in  this  way.  His  answer  was,  that 
he  was  desirous  to  feel  the  pulse  of  the 
House,  and  he  begged  to  assure  hon. 
Members,  that  should  he  have  a  majority 
on  this  occasion,  he  would  at  a  future 
opportunity  bring  forward  a  general  mea- 
sure for  preventing  all  travelling  on  Sun- 
days. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  insertion  of  the  clause — which 
provided  that  no  engine,  or  other  carriage, 
should  travel  on  this  railway  on  the  Lord's 
day,  and  that  in  case  it  did,  the  Com- 
pany, and  their  successors,  should  be 
liable  to  the  penalty  of  20/.  for  each  engine 
or  rarriaee  so  travelling,  to  be  recovered 
in  the  same  manner  ;i8  other  penalties  im- 
posed by  tlie  said  Act. 

Mr.  Pofter  regretted  very  much  the 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peet)  when  this  clause  was  under 
discussion.  TUat  rtghl  hon.  Gt^ntltman 
hud  come  very  opporiunely  to  their  as,- 
sistance  the  other  evening,  when  they  were 
endeavouring  to  prevent  a  restriction  of 
the  Sunday,  and  he  was,  therefore,  very 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  pre- 
sent on  this  occasion.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said,  that  should  he  succeed  in 
carrying  this  clause,  he  would  then  intro- 
duce a  general  measure  (and  so  far  he 
certainly  would  be  quite  consistent)  to 
prevent  Sunday  travelling,  not  only  on 
railroads,  but  on  all  roads  whatever.  [Mr. 
Miles :  "  No.T  He  (Mr.  Potter)  had  un- 
dottbtedly  so  understood  the  hon.  Member. 
Now,  suppose  the  hon.  Member  should 
succeed  in  carrying  such  enactments,  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  them  ?  To  compel 
the  inhabitants  of  large  towns  to  remain 
within  the  limits  of  their  towns  on  Sunday, 
€ven  in  summer,  to  generate  therein 
xiothing  but  tumult  and  discontent,  and 
instead  of  promoting  the  interests  of  re- 
Vgio&i  to  give  a  mortal  stab  to  them. 
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Such,  he  had  no  doubt,  woiild  be  the  in- 
evitable consequences  of  this  kind  of 
legislation.  The  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  lay  a  penalty  of  20/.  on  every 
engine  that  should  travel  on  this  railway 
on  a  Sunday,  which  would,  in  fact,  pre- 
vent all  Sunday  travelling  on  it.  Now, 
when  this  railway  was  Bnished,  it  was 
likely  that  it  would  monopolize  all  tra- 
velling on  the  line,  the  common  roads 
being  totally  deserted,  so  that  this  clause 
would,  if  carried,  put  an  end  altogether  to 
travelling  on  Sundays  in  the  large  towns 
and  populous  districts  through  which  this 
railway  passed.  In  the  instance  of  the 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  Railway,  the 
turnpike -road,  for  the  purposes  of  tra- 
velling, had  been  entirely  forsaken  for  the 
railway.  That  railway  was  the  commu- 
nication between  the  town  of  Manchester, 
with  a  population  of  upwards  of  300,000 
inhabitants,  and  the  town  of  Liverpool, 
with  a  population  of  upwards  of  200,000 
inhabitants,  there  existing  very  extensive 
connexions  and  relations  between  the  two 
towns.  Suppose,  then,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's enactment  regard iVig  railways 
passed,  in  the  case  he  had  cited,  its  effect 
would  fall  exclusively  on  the  working  and 
industrious  classes,  who  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  going  and  visiting  their  friends 
in  those  respective  towns  except  on  Sun- 
days, but  who  would,  by  the  Legislature, 
be  denied  that  enjoyment.  Then  there 
were  the  large  towns  of  Bath  and  Bristol 
in  the  line  of  the  present  railway ;  of 
course  the  intercourse,  at  least  between 
the  industrious  classes  of  those  towns, 
would  be  altogether  stopped  by  such  an 
enactment.  Qe  trusted  that  the  House, 
by  its  division  on  this  Motion,  would  in 
some  degree  put  a  stop  to  these  attempts 
at  restriction  of  the  Sabbath,  which  could 
do  no  good,  but  would  be  productive  of 
great  injury  to  the  real  interests  of  reli- 
gion. In  the  instance  of  another  Railway 
Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigton  (Sir  A. 
Agnew)  attempted  to  insert  a  clause 
similar  to  this,  but  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill  defeated  the  attempt.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  deal  in  the  same  manner 
with  the  present  clause.  It  was  well- 
known  that  railways  would  be  employed 
for  carrying  provisions  to  large  towns.  If, 
therefore,  such  a  measure  as  this  should 
be  adopted,  the  population  of  this  great 
metropolis  would  be  deprived  of  the 
means  of  obtaining  those  supplies  of 
provisions  and  agricultural  produce  whicb| 
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if  Saoday  travelling  on  railways  were  I 
allowed,  would  arrive  to  them  not  only 
from  the  neighbouring,  but  from  distant 
parts,  on  Mondays  and  Tuesdays.  He 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  landed 
gentry  to  that  fact.  He  was  certain,  in- 
deedpthat  any  such  enactment  would  be 
productive  of  serious  injury  to  the  farmer. 
He  would  give  his  most  decided  opposition 
to  the  clause. 

Mr.  Curteis  said,  that  if  this  clause 
should  be  carried,  the  House  would,  in 
xommon  consistency  and  justice,  bebouud 
to  pass  a  Bill  prohibiting  Sunday  tra- 
velling on  all  turn  pike- roads  as  well  as 
railways.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  ac- 
knowledged, that  somie  had  described  this 
proposition  as  preposterous  and  extraor- 
dinary. He  felt  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  one  of  the 
most  preposterous  clauses  that  had  ever 
been  brought  forward.  If  the  House  was 
determined  to  restrict  the  enjoyments  of 
the  humbler  classes  of  society  on  Sundays, 
let  the  thing  be  done  openly,  and  not  by 
a  side  wind,  similar  to  this  clause.  He 
would  give  his  most  strenuous  opposition 
to  such  a  side  wind  and  partial  species  of 
legislation.  As  to  the  country  gentlemeny 
they,  generally  speaking,  did  not  travel 
much  on  Sundays,  and  he  would  say, 
that  in  the  rural  districts,  the  Sunday 
was  at  present  much  better  observed  by 
the  industrious  classes  than  it  had  been 
formerly.  Had  they  a  right  to  deprive 
those  classes  of  free  agency  on  the 
Sunday,  and  thereby  to  debar  them  from 
almost  every  species  of  innocent  enjoy- 
ment ?  He  called  on  the  country  gentle- 
men to  resist  this  attempt,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  render  it  abortive, 

Mr.  Robinson  observed,  that  whatever 
difference  of  opinions  might  exist  amongst 
hon.  Members  on  the  subject  of  legislating 
with  regard  to  the  observance  of  the 
Sabbath,  there  could,  he  apprehended,  be 
no  difference  as  to  the  impropriety  of 
legislating  in  this  manner  on  such  a 
matter.  It  scarcely  required  a  remark  to 
exemplify  the  absurdity  of  inserting  a 
clause  like  this  in  a  Railway  Bill,  alto- 
gether prohibiting  Sunday  travelling  on 
that  particular  railway,  whilst  several 
Railway  Bills  had  been  already  passed 
with  no  such  prohibition  contained  in 
them.  Let  the  House  come  to  a  decision 
on  the  general  principle  involved  in  this 
matter,  and  do  not  let  it  legislate  with 
regard  to  individual  cases. 
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Sir  Robert  Inglis  obaerved,  that  tbey 
had  been  told  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down,  that  they  should  not 
legislate  in  this  manner,  but  that  they 
should  bring  forward  some  general  mea- 
sure on  the  subject.  Now,  should  the 
House  reject  this  clause,  and  should  a 
general  measure  he  introduced  hereafter, 
would  it  not  be  said  that  the  House  had 
in  this  specific  instance  decided  against 
the  principle  of  such  a  measure?  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  clause  should 
be  adopted.  If  iu  this  case  they  limited 
Sunday  travelling  in  accordance  with  what 
they  believed  to  be  the  law  of  God«  the 
persons  promoting  thi:i  Bill  could  not 
complain,  as  they  had  applied  for  it,  sub- 
ject to  sui'h  restrictions  as  the  House 
thought  fit  to  impose,  and  when  the 
general  measures  should  be  brought  for- 
ward, it  would  be  fortified  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  principle  in  this  particular  in- 
stance. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  if  this 
clause  merely  went  to  limit  railway 
travelling  on  Sundays  during  the  hours  of 
Divine  Service,  or  for  a  certain  period  in 
the  day,  he  might  be  disposed  to  assent  to 
it;  but  as  the  prohibition  extended  to 
the  twenty-four  hours,  he  would  oppose 
it;  amongst  other  evil  effects,  it  might 
prevent  people  from  going  to  church  by 
railways,  where  churches  or  chapels  ad- 
joined them« 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  shall  oppose  this  clause, 
because  it  is  intended  by  it  to  interfere 
with  the  enjoyments  of  the  working  and 
poorer  classes,  whilst  it  leaves  untouched 
the  recreations  of  the  higher  classes.  Why 
should  a  clause  be  introduced  which  is  to 
be  made  to  apply  only  to  poor  people?  I 
went  a  short  distance  out  of  town  a 
Sunday  or  two  since^  and  I  will  narrate  to 
the  House  what  I  saw.  On  that  morning 
1  went  first  into  Piccadilly.  At  twelve 
o'clock,  the  first  person  I  met  on  horse- 
back was  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  1  went 
into  Hyde  Park,  and  there,  while  the 
Church  service  was  going  on,  I  found  some 
poor  men  watering  the  ride  for  the  com- 
fort of  the  refined  classes  in  carriages  in 
the  afternoon.  A  little  further  on  1 
came  to  Knightsbridge,  and  there  I 
found  the  soldiers  exercising,  and  their 
officers  in  arms. ,  I  pursued  my  journey, 
and  crossed  Hammersmith  Bridge,  and 
there  I  met  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  on 
horseback,  taking  a  ride  with  his  servant 
in  the  country.    At  three  o'clock  I  arrived 
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ftt  Hampton  Court,  and  there  I  met  the 
right  hoii*  Member  for  Tamworth.  Do  I 
blame  any  one  of  those  illustrious  person- 
ages  for  what  they  were  doing?  By  no 
means ;  I  was  doing  the  very  same  thing 
that  they  were  doing  themselves.  They 
ha?e  as  much  right  to  travel  on  8anday 
for  their  health  or  amusement  as  I  have ; 
and  so  have  the  poor.  This  clause,  if 
inserted  in  the  bill,  will  principally,  if 
not  entirely,  affect  the  poor,  as  they  will 
be  the  parties  who  will  travel  on 
this  road  on  a  Sunday.  It  originates 
in  a  proud  overbearing  pharisaical  spirit. 
The  plain  fact  is,  we  meddle  too  much  with 
one  another.  If  each  individual  would 
take  care  of  his  own  goodness,  instead  of 
being  so  unnecessarily  anxious  about  the 
goodness  of  his  neighbour,  we  should 
have  more  virtue  in  the  world,  though 
we  might  perhaps  have  a  little  less  of 
outside  show. 

Mr.  Buckingham  was  as  anxious  as  any 
Member  of  the  House  could  be,  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  and  interests,  and  promote 
the  enjoyment  of  the  poor:  and  it  was 
precisely  for  that  reason  that  he  should 
give  his  support  to  the  clause  for  prevent* 
ing  the  use  of  the  machinery  and  engines 
of  the  great  Western  Railway  on  the 
Sunday.  As,  however,  his  motives  might 
be  misconstrued,  if  he  merely  asserted  his 
opinion  without  giving  the  reasons  on 
which  it  was  founded,  he  should  feel  it 
bis  duty  to  explain,  very  shortly,  the 
ground  on*which  he  should  give  his  vote. 
It  had  been  reiterated,  on  almost  every 
debate  on  this  subject,  that  it  was  absurd 
to  attempt  to  make  persons  religious  by 
Act  of  Parliament ;  and  from  the  cheers 
with  which  this  assertion  had  been  con- 
stantly received,  an  impression  seemed  to 
have  got  abroad,  that  this  enforcement  of 
the  cessation  of  traffic  and  labour  on  the 
Sunday,  originated  entirely  in  a  desire  to 
make  persons  religious  i^inst  their  will. 
For  himself,  however,  he  protested  against 
his  being  included  in  the  number  of  such 
persons,  if  indeed  there  were  any;  and 
he  was  not  afraid  to  declare,  that,  in  his 
view  of  the  case,  no  religious  motives 
whatever  entered  at  all.  It  seemed  to 
him,  indeed,  very  questionable,  whether 
any  particular  observance  of  the  Sabbath 
could  be  justly  enforced  on  Scriptural 
authority.  The  setting  apart  of  a  Sabbath 
or  seventh  day  of  rest,  was  clearly  one 
of  the  earliest  institutions  of  society,  and 
was  long  anterior  to  the  existence  of  the 


Mosaio  law^^as  ttie  commandment  saidi 
'^Remember  that  thou  keep  holy  the 
Sabbath-day;  and  the  reason  given  for 
this  institution  was,  that  in  six  days  the 
great  work  of  creation  was  completed,  and 
on  the  seventh  the  Creator  rested;  in 
commemoration  of  which  completion,  the 
seventh  day  was  blessed  and  hallowed, 
and  devoted  to  rest  for  man  and  beast. 
The  Jewish  observance  of  this  day  was 
most  rigid  and  severe — as  might  be  seen 
by  reference  to  the  ritual  law  upon  that 
subject ;  and  during  all  the  time  of  the 
Jewish  dispensation,  it  was  the  seventh 
day  of  the  week  that  was  kept  holy  ;  and 
during  that  day  (which  commenced 
at  sun-set  on  the  evening  preceding  the 
Sabbath,  and  continued  till  the  sun  set  on 
the  day  itself)  no  fires  could  be  lighted, 
or  provisions  prepared,  or  journeys  under- 
taken ;  and  it  was  well  known,  that  in  the 
sieges  of  Jerusalem,  under  Titus,  the 
Jews  endured  the  most  slaughtering  at'* 
tacks  throughout  the  whole  of  the  Sabbath 
without  even  defending  themselves  from 
the  assault, — so  rigid  was  their  observance 
of  that  great  religious  fast.  Now  no  one 
at  the  present  time  pretended  that  it  waa 
right  to  observe  the  Jewish  day  (which  is 
the  true  Sabbath,  oommencing  on  our 
Friday  evening,  and  ending  on  our  Saturn 
day  at  sun  set)  or  to  observe  ft  in  the 
Jewish  manner ;  and  yet  if,  we  took  the 
Old  Testament  as  our  authority  for  any 
observance  at  all,  this  ought  to  be  the 
case.  But  every  one  would  remember^ 
that  when  the  Saviour  was  reproved  for 
having  violated  the  Sabbath  of  the  JewSt» 
by  plucking  ears  of  corn  and  eating  them, 
as  he  passed,  with  his  Disciples,  through 
a  field,  he  defended  his  conduct,  and 
illustrated  his  discourse  by  showing,  that 
if  a  man  had  an  ox  or  a  sheep  that  had 
fallen  into  a  pit,  even  on  the  Sabbath,  it 
was  his  duty  to  draw  it  out,  as  it  was 
'*  lawful  to  do  good  on  the  Sabbath  day." 
In  short,  with  the  cessation  of  the  ritual 
law  in  general,  the  rigid  observance  of  the 
Sabbath  of  the  Jews  was  discontinued; 
and  our  Sunday  was  a  day  of  purely 
civil  institution,  and  stood  on  no  scriptural 
authority,  as  a  day  of  peculiar  holiness, 
at  all.  After  the  resurrection  of  the 
Saviour  from  the  dead,  the  first  day  of 
the  week,  on  which  this  great  consumma- 
tion of  the  Christian  scheme  of  salvation 
took  place,  was  set  apart  by  the  early 
Christians  as  a  day  of  religious  observance, 
on   which   to   commemorate,  by  puMio 
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Ceflnr|ls  of  worship  and  rejoioiag^  the 
downing  eTent  of  human  redemption, 
by  the  resurrection  of  Christ.  Our  Sun* 
day  was  therefore  a  festival  of  the  Chris- 
tian Church,  instituted  purely  by  human 
authorities  of  very  early  %ate,  and  founded 
on  joint  grounds  of  a  Sabbath  of  rest 
originally  instituted  by  the  Creator  for 
man  and  beast,  and  the  subsequent  com- 
memoration of  that  Sabbath  as  the  first 
instead  of  the  seventh  day  of  the  week, 
because  of  the  resurrection  (the  most 
important  event  and  latest  seal  of  Chris- 
tianity) occurring  on  that  day.  As  a  civil 
institution,  therefore,  it  had  the  sanction 
of  very  early  and  high  authority ;  and  all 
esperience  in  every  country,  and  in 
every  age,  had  shown  that  it  was  a  wise 
institution*— as  such  an  interval  of  rest  was 
equally  beneficial  to  man  and  beast;  and 
its  devotion  to  religious  services,  contem- 
plation, and  study,  was  advantageous  to 
the  best  interests  of  mankind.  Still, 
however,  he  would  contend  that  any  par- 
ticulfir  observance  of  the  Sabbath  was  not 
religion:  as,  on  the  one  hand,  a  man 
might  keep  it  even  in  the  rigorous  man- 
ner of  the  Jews,  and  yet  oe  wholly  desti- 
tute of  religion ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  man  might  be  truly  devout,  and  con- 
scientiously hold  it  was  lawful  even  to 
trade  on  the  Sabbath  day,  or  to  '  do  good' 
in  any  way  or  fonn  whatever.  But  it 
must  be  clear,  that  if  the  observance  of 
one  day  in  seven,  as  a  day  of  rest,  was  a 
wise  and  useful  institution,  the  only  way 
to  make  that  rest  effective,  and  to  bring 
it  within  the  reach  of  all  classes,  and 
especially  of  the  poor,  would  be  to  make 
it  compulsory  on  all  parties  to  discontinue 
on  that  day  all  those  trafficking  and  la- 
borious occupations  which  compel  the 
labouring  population  to  work  on  that  day, 
or  to  risk  the  loss  of  their  employment  on 
all  the  other  six.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  willingly  consent,  for  the  sake  of 
the  community  at  large,  to  put  aside  all 
his  own  claims  to  profit  or  advantage  on 
that  day ;  and  he  was  therefore  consistent 
in  advocating  a  legislative  enactment  that 
should  prevent  all  labour  aod  traffic  for 
gain  in  every  class  of  society.  It  was 
not  intended  to  make  people  religious  by 
Act  of  Parliament ;  but  merely  to  enforce, 
equally  on  all  classes,  a  cessation  of  traflSc 
and  toil  on  one  day  out  of  seven,  in  order 
that  every  human  being,  who  desired 
rest  on  that  day,  might  command  it,  if  he 
chose,  without  injury  to  bis  interests  or 


any  other,  which,  acoording  to  tfaepreasnt 
system,  was  impossible ;  for  if  any  of  the 
engine"*men,  or  others  required  for  the 
Western  Railway,  were,  on  religious 
scruples  or  otherwise,  desirous  of  having 
their  day  of  rest  on  Sunday,  they 
would  be  no  doubt  told  that  if  they  would 
not  work  on  that  day  tliey  should  not  be 
employed  on  the  other  days  of  the  week ; 
and  they  would  thus  lose  their  employ* 
ment  altogether. — This  was  the  case  with 
the  bakers,  butchers,  fishmongers,  pub- 
licans, steam-boat  sailors,  coachmen,  and 
many  others,  who  had  petitioned  exten* 
sively  for  some  legislative  enactment  to 
give  them  a  day  of  rest,  by  enforcing  a 
cessation  of  traffic  and  labour,  equally 
binding  on  all  classes;— and  his  firm 
conviction  was,  that  if  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  the  country  could  be  polled  on 
this  subject,  it  would  be  found  that 
the  objections  to  any  law  for  the  obser- 
vance of  the  Sabbath  would  be  prin- 
cipally among  the  rich ;  but  that  the 
poor,  and  especially  the  very  poor,  would 
be  found  to  be  largely  in  favour  of  a  law 
that  would  undoubtedly  secure  to  them 
an  enjoyment  now  often  placed  beyond 
their  reach.  The  truth  was,  thai  ail 
classes  of  society  in  England  were  oyer^ 
worked:  but  more  especially  the  poor; 
and  in  the  same  spirit  as  he  had  always 
advocated  the  shortening  the  hours  of 
labour  for  men,  women,  and  children,  in 
the  factories  in  the  country — ^for  the  same 
reason  he  would  like  to  see  every  shop  in 
the  kingdom  shut  up  at  six  or  seven 
o'clock  in  the  evening,  to  afford  time  for 
recreation,  reading,  and  domestic  enjoy«> 
ment ;  and  for  the  same  reason  he  ^ould 
advocate  the  observance  of  the  Sunday  as 
a  day  of  rest  for  man  and  beast.  What''* 
ever  pleasures  could  be  enjoyed  by  persons 
walking  in  gardens,  fields,  and  in  the 
open  air,  in  those  intervals  of  time  which 
they  might  think  proper  to  devote  to 
religious  (worship  or  to  study,  he  should 
think  lawful  and  useful  to  be  permitted. 
But  the  employment  of  vehicles  and 
labourers,  for  hire  and  gain,  whether 
steam-boats,  carriages,  railroads,  or  any 
other  description  of  public  conveyance, 
could  not  be  necessary  as  such  pleasures 
were  enjoyed  long  before  those  convey- 
ances were  even  in  use  at  all;  and  in 
countries  where  no  description  of  puUie 
carriage  or  vessel  existed  at  present,  the 
population  enjoyed  themselves  in  innocent 
and  pleasureable  recreations,  without  any 
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other  aid  than  the  use  of  their  own  limbs, 
and  independently  of  any  auxiliary  assis- 
tance whatever,  as  indeed,  our  own  an- 
cestors, did  before  nis,   when  a  walk  to 
the  parish  church,  of  three  or  four  miles, 
was  deemed  no  hardship  to  men  of  eighty, 
or  children  of  ten ;  though,  now  a-days, 
the  delicacy  of  the  race  was  such   as  to 
make  it  denounced  as  a  hardship,  that 
men  of  thirty  or  forty  should  be  obliged 
to  walk  a  distance  of  a  mile  or  two  to 
get  into  the  green  fields,  from   any  town, 
on   a  Sunday,  because  of  the  want  of 
public  conveyances.     There  was  but  one 
argument  more  that  he  would  advert  to, 
and  with   this  he  would  conclude. — At 
present  there  was  no  Question  before  the 
House  for  lessening  any  of  the  existing 
facilities  for  travelling  on  the  Sunday. 
The  only  Question  was,  whether  any  new 
facilities  should  be  a£forded  by  a  particular 
Billy  now  about  to  be  passed,  for  author- 
izing a  railroad  from   Loudon  to  Bath. 
The  proprietors  of  this  railway  came  before 
the  legislature ;  and,  with  a  view  to  invest 
their  capital  profitably,  and  to  acquire 
pecuniarv  gaiD»  (for  it  was  clear  that  this 
was  the  leading  motive,  and  a  very  fair 
and  honourable  one  it  was  of  all  such 
proprietors,)  they  asked  for  certain  powers 
and    privileges   which     the    legislature 
alone  could  give  them.-^Surely,  then,  in 
return  for  such  powers  and  privileges,  the 
House  had    as  good    a  right  to  place 
restrictions  on  the  number  of  days  they 
should  work  their  engines,  as  they  had  to 
place  restrictions  on  the  number  of  hours 
which  steam  engines  in  factories  should 
be  worked,  or  to  place  a  limit  to  the 
amount  of  their  dividends,  or  a  term  to 
the  duration  of  their  charter.      All  these 
were  within  their  competency  ; .  and  they 
might  with  equal  fairness  say,   we  will 
give  you  all   the  priTile<re8  and  powers 
you  ask,  for  six  days  in  the  week  ;   but  as 
we  think  the  right  of  the  labourer  to  his 
day  of  rest  should  be  preserved,  we  will 
restrict  you  to  those  six  d8ys,and  not  extend 
your  privileges  to  the  seventh.    This  was 
surely  not.  a  matter  of  religion,  but  of  civil 
regulation.     If  the  object  of  the  clause 
had  been  to  enforce  any  particular  religious 
observance,  either  on  Sunday  or  any  other 
day,  he  for  one  would  give  it  his  most 
strenuous  opposition;    because  he  con- 
sidered  that   freedom  of  religion   was  a 
sacred  and  solemn  right,  which  no  legis- 
lature ought  ever  to  be    permitted    to 
infringe.    The  State  should  have  nothing 


to  do  with  religion,  .or  religious  q^r- 
vances,  except  to  see  that  no  one  sect  or 
party  should  hinder  or  molest  any  other  in 
the  exercise  of  any  religious  observance 
that  they  thought  oroper  to  follow  ;  and 
that  no  one  shonld  compel  another  to 
follow  any  religious  observance  of  which 
he  did  not  approve.  But  the  present  Ques- 
tion was  one  merely  of  cessation  of  traffic, 
and  rest  from  toil.  He  believed  that  six 
days  in  the  week  were  quite  sufficient  for 
both,  and  he  would  gladly  see  these  six 
reduced  to  five,  by  giving  every  Wednes- 
day to  innocent  recreation,  and  even  these 
five  abridged  to  eight  hours  each,  instead 
of  twelve,  as  all  classes  were  over  worked, 
and  the  poorer  classes  especially;  for 
them,  and  for  their  families,  he  desired  to 
obtain,  if  possible,  more  rest,  and  more 
enjoyment  in  every  shape,  in  return  for 
the  labour  they  gave  to  the  community  ; 
and  for  their  sakes,  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  should  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division,  however  small  might  be  that 
minority,  he  would  give  him  the  beneht 
of  his  vote. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  hoped,  that  the  Houae 
would  not  listen  to  this  Motion.  If  the 
House  chose  to  legislate  upon  this  subject^ 
let  it  legislate  openly  and  directly  upon  it; 
but  let  it  not  fritter  away  a  great  principle 
by  legislating  on  it  by  a  side  wind.  Why 
had  not  the  hon.  Member  introduced  a 
Sabbath  Bill  prohibiting  all  travelling  on 
Sunday?  In  such  a  Bill  he  might  have 
included  all  travelling  upon  this  road,  and 
indeed  all  walks  whatever  on  a  Sunday. 
The  Western  Railroad,  if  this  clause  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill,  would  be  stamped 
with  a  Sabbath  mark,  and  would  be 
tabooed  gpround  for  twenty-four  hours  in 
every  week.  What  reason  could  be  urged 
for  shutting  up  this  railroad  on  a  Sunday  ? 
Unless  you  were  next  door  to  a  church, 
you  could  not  go  to  church  without  travel- 
ing; and  this  railroad,  when  finished« 
would  give  many  people  who  reside  along 
its  line  facilities  for  going  to  church  on 
a  Sunday,  which  they  had  not  at  present. 
He  contended  that  no  man  who  had  any 
sympathy  for  the  comforts  of  the  poor 
could  vote  for  this  clause.  The  great 
use  of  this  Bill  was  to  bring  the  produce 
of  the  south  of  Ireland  to  the  market  of 
London  with  greater  rapidity  than  could 
be  done  at  present.  Was  the  meat,  the 
butter,  the  eggs,  the  vegetables,  and  other 
perishable  commodities  which  might  be 
sent  over  from  Ireland  to  be  tainted  and 
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rendered' nnJBt  for  the  market' by  being 
unQecesBarilj  delayed  twenty-four  hours 
on  the  road  f  The  free  and  rapid  trans- 
mission of  such  articles  from  Ireland  to 
London  would  render  them  cheaper  for 
the  poor.  Why  were  they  to  be  rendered 
dearer  to  the  poor  by  the  greater  expense 
which  those  who  transmitted  them  would 
have  to  incur  by  delay  upon  the  road? 
He  concluded  b^  expressing  his  determi- 
nation to  give  his  most  strenuous  oppo- 
sition to  this  clause, 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  supported  the 
clause,  for  he  thought  that  a  special 
exemption  ought  to  be  made  in  all  Bills 
as  to  Sunday  travelling  on  railroads. 

Mr.  William  Buncombe  suggested  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  this  clause.  The 
legislature  could  not  establish  one  prin- 
ciple for  travelling  on  Sundays  on  rail- 
roads, and  another  principle  for  travelling 
on  ordinary  roads.  If  it  adopted  the 
principle  of  prohibiting  all  travelling  upon 
Sundays  on  all  kinds  of  roads,  it  would 
subject  the  people  to  intolerable  incon- 
venience. 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  supported  the  clause 
in  a  speech  of  some  length,  of  which  not 
one  word  was  audible  in  the  gallery. 

Sir  Phillip  Durham  said,  that  tra- 
velling on  Sundays  was  completely  pro- 
hibited in  Scotland,  either  by  mail- 
coach,  stage-coach,  omnibus,  or  any  other 
species  of  public  vehicle.  The  poor 
had,  therefore,  no  means  of  recreation  on 
a  Sunday  in  Scotland.  The  consequence 
was,  that  on  that  day  many  of  them  went 
nnshaven  and  unshorn,  and  did  not  dress 
either  themselves  or  their  children.  They 
Jounged  in  idleness  at  home  during  church 
time,  and  as  soon  as  church  was  over 
went  off  to  the  ale-house,  to  find  amuse- 
ment there,  which  was  denied  them  else- 
where. He  had  represented  the  folly  of 
this  system  over  and  over  again  to  the 
Magistrates  of  Scotland,  in  hopes  of  get- 
ting it  altered.  In  his  own  neighbourhood 
he  had  done  everything  in  his  power  to 
render  the  poor  free  as  air,  and  he  had 
found  his  reward  in  their  contented  looks 
and  smiling  faces.  The  fact  was,  that  the 
excess  of  severity  led  the  people  to  dese- 
crate, and  not  to  keep  holy,  the  Sabbath 
day.    He  should  oppose  the  clause. 

The  House  divided:  Ayes34;  Noes  212; 
—Majority  178. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
Agnew,  Sir  A.  fionham,  F.  R. 

Alsager,  Capt.  Bruce,  Cumminff, 
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Buckinghami  J. 
Chichester,  A. 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
Duudas,  R.A. 
Finch,  G. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fremaotle,  SirT. 
GoQlburn,  Sergt. 
Griesley,  Sir  R. 
Handley,  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hughes,  H.  W. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 
Langton,  Col.  G. 
Law^  Hon.  C. 

Clause  lost. 


'Lefroy,A. 
Pellam,  J.  C. 
Plumtre,  J.  P. 
PoUington,  Viscount. 
Pryme,  G. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Smith,  A. 
Trevor,  Hon.  A. 
Vaughan,  Sir  R. 
Vere,  SirC.B. 
Vesey,  Hon.  T. 
Wilks,  John. 
Wilson,  — 

TELLERS, 

Miles,  W.; 
Inghs,  Sir  R.  H. 


Hull  Election.}  '  Mr.  Handley 
rose  to  present  a  Petition  from  Thomas 
White,  of  Hull,  praying  the  House  to  de* 
clare  the  election  for  that  borough,  of 
David  Carruthers,  Esq.,  to  be  null  and 
void.  The  hon.  Member  said,  he  presented 
the  petition  in  pursuance  of  part  of  the 
Resolution  of  that  House,  of  the  date  of 
the  24th  of  February,  by  which  it  was 
required  that  all  persons  complaining  of 
returns  to  Parliament  on  the  ground  of 
bribery  and  corruption,  should  present 
the  petition  within  twenty-eight  days  after 
bribery  or  corruption  was  alleged  to  have 
taken  place,  and  within  fourteen  days 
after  the  first  sitting  of  Parliament. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  as  the 
petition  was  presented  in  consequence  of 
one  of  the  Resolutions  he  had  the  honour, 
of  moving,  and  as  there  might  arise  some 
doubt  as  to  the  construction  of  that  Re- 
solution, he  thought  it  would  be  best  to 
receive  the  petition  pro  formd  now,  to 
order  it  to  be  printed,  and  to  consider  on 
the  next  day  of  sitting  of  the  House 
whether  it  ought  to  be  received. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  if  there  was 
any  doubt  as  to  the  time  the  petition  ought 
to  be  received,  or  as  to  the  constrootion 
of  the  Resolution,  the  propriety  of  receiv- 
ing the  petition  was  in  his  mind  very 
questionable. 

Lord  John  Russell:  The  Order  of  the 
House  referred  to,  related  to  the  extending 
of  lime.  Did  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
think  the  Question  ought  to  be  decided 
now? 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought,  that  the  pur* 
port  of  the  Resolution  was,  that  the  peti* 
tion  should  be  presented  within  a  certain 
time  after  the  day  corruption  or  bribery 
was  alleged  to  take  place.  If  the  petition 
were  not  presented  to  the  House  within 

O 


163 


HuUEkatkn. 


{COMMONS}    FtsAiryo/Ka»/«iMd(and.    164 


the  time  specified,  it  oaght  not  to  be  re* 
ceived  as  an  election  petition. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  it  t^as 
eoropetent  in  the  House  to  discharge  the 
petition  if  any  irregularity  should  be  found 
in  it. 

The  Speaker  said,  there  were  two  facts 
to  be  considered  by  the  House  as  to  the 
reception  of  the  petition.  The  first  was, 
the  time  of  the  payment  of  money  for 
corrupt  purposes,  and  the  second  was, 
whether  since  the  time  of  payment  more 
or  less  than  twenty-eight  days  bad  elapsed 
before  the  petition  was  presented.  The 
House  could  decide  as  to  the  time  of 
payment  of  the  money. 

Mr.  Hundley:  The  petition  alleged 
that  the  last  payment  of  money  was  on 
the  13th  of  April;  but  from  the  12th  of 
April  to  the  12  th  of  May  the  House  had 
not  been  sitting. 

Lord  John  Russell  referred  to  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  House,  by  which  it  appeared 
that  the  petition  might  be  presented  any 
time  within  twenty-eight  days  after  the 
corrupt  payment  had  been  made ;  and  if 
the  House  were  not  sitting  in  that  interval 
the  Petition  was  to  be  presented  within 
fourteen  days  after  the  House  first  met. 
The  question  was,  then,  whether  the  House 
was  sitting  at  the  expiration  of  the  twenty- 
eight  days ;  and,  secondly,  whether  it  had 
been  now  fitting  longer  than  fourteen 
days  ? 

Mr.  Gotdburn  thought  that  the  petition 
in  this  case  ought  to  be  presented  on  the 
first  day  of  the  House  sitting  after  the  ad- 
journment. Any  other  interpretation 
would  be  difierent  from  that  of  the  original 
resolution. 

The  Solicitor  General  thought  the  con- 
struction of  the  resolution  was  ''  fourteen 
days  after  the  return  had  been  certified  lo 
the  House.'* 

Mr.  O'Cannell:  Yes,  that  is  it.  When 
that  day  Mr.  O'Loughlen  was  called  on 
the  ballot  the  officer  looked  to  the  date  of 
the  return.  The  money,  in  this  case,  was 
alleged  to  be  paid  on  the  13th  of  April ; 
on  the  12th  of  May  the  House  resumed 
its  sittings,  so  that  twenty-eight  dajs 
had  elapsed.  But  this  day  was  the  four- 
teenth day  from  the  time  the  House  re- 
sumed [*' iVb/"]  at  any  rate  it  was  the 
fourteenth  day  from  the  12th  of  Maj.  He 
considered,  therefore,  that  the  Petitioner 
was  in  time  to  have  his  petition  received. 

Mr.  Handley  considered  the  Petitioner 
had  a  right  to  be  allowed  fourteen  daya 


after  the  Houee  first  recommeDced  sUtiog* 
Lord  John  RmsseU  said,  that  be  con- 
sidered the  petition  ought  to  have  beea 
presented  on  the  first  day  the  House  re* 
sumed  its  sittings.  It  appeared  to  hiin 
now,  from  the  arguments  he  had  just  heard 
that  the  petition  ought  not  to  be  received. 
Mr.  Handley  satd,  that  the  petition  was 
placed  in  his  hands  but  ten  minutes  before 
be  entered  the  House.  In  that  time  he 
had  examined  it  as  attentively  as  he  could, 
and  he  thought  it  ought  to  be  received. 
However,  he  would  not  for  one  moment 
oppose  his  opinion  to  that  of  the  majority 
of  the  House. 
The  petition  withdrawn. 

Fishery  of  Newfoundland.]  Mr. 
Robinson,  in  pursuance  to  notice,  brought 
forward  his  Motion  relative  to  the  right  of 
British  subjects  to  a  Concurrent  Fishery 
on  that  part  of  the  coast  of  Newfoundland, 
commonly  called  the  French  shore.  If 
the  subject  were  only  of  a  local  nature  he 
would  not  presume  to  demand  much  of 
the  attention  of  the  House;  but  it  in-* 
Tolved  more  than  local  importance  or  the 
interests  of  a  single  colony.  The  questioo 
arose  out  of  the  construction  put  upon  % 
treaty  entered  into  between  England  and 
France  in  the  year  1814,  and  though  so 
long  a  period  as  twenty-one  years  had 
elapsed  the  Government  had  given  no  an-^ 
swer  to  the  persons  engaged  in  this  fisherv 
as  to  how  the  treaty  was  to  be  construecu 
This  was  very  strange,  and  be  would  ask 
the  Government  how  long  after  twenty* 
one  years  were  British  subjects  to  wait  be- 
fore they  were  told  whether  they  had  a 
right,  concurrent  with  the  French,  of 
fishing  on  their  own  coast.  In  1830,  be 
moved  for  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
the  subject.  The  answer  of  the  GoTern«t 
ttent  was,  that  a  Select  Committee  waa  an 
inconvenientcoiirse  of  proceeding.  In  1831, 
he  again  brought  the  matter  before  the 
House,  when  he  was  induced  to  withdraw 
it«  in  consequence  of  being  told  that  the 
subject  was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  Last  Session,  in  June,  he 
moved  an  humble  Address  to  his  Majesty, 
praying  that  he  would  order  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  to  give  their  opinion 
on  the  treaty  in  question,  and  then  be 
withdrew  his  Motion,  because  he  waa  told 
by  Government  that  they  were  in  treaty 
with  France  on  the  subject,  and  that  it 
would  be  useless  to  press  the  matter  until 
the  pending  negotiations  were  concluded. 
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conid  have  been  proceeded  against  for 
payment.  One  by  a  seizure  of  his  pro* 
perty,  under  the  authority  of  two  Magis- 
trates, and  the  other  by  citation  before  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court.  The  latter,  and  the 
more  severe  course,  was  pursued,  judgment 
issued,  and  he  was  sent  to  a  prison  forty 
miles  from  his  home. 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Slave  Tra  db.]  Lord  Brougham  said, 
he  had  received  a  communication  from  a 
most  respectable  African  merchant  of  the 
city  of  London,  respecting  which  he  would 

tut  a  question  to  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
ead  of  the  Admiralty.  This  gentleman 
informed  him  that  six  piratical  vessels 
were  lately  captured  and  brought  into 
Sierra  Leone  laden  with  slaves.  They 
were  sailing, he  believed,  underthe  Spanish 
flag ;  and  a  gentleman  who  saw  the  slaves 
on  board  said  they  were  in  the  very  worst 
condition,  and  that  not  less  than  150  lives 
might  have  been  saved  if  proper  accom- 
modation and  room  had  been  afforded 
before  they  reached  the  port.  There  were 
no  less  than  900  unhappy  beings,  forcibly 
taken  from  their  country,  cruelly  sepa- 
rated from  their  relatives  and  friends,  by 
the  crime  of  these  detestable  ruffians,  who 
abused  the  Spanish  flag  to  carry  on  this 
nefarious  traffic.  By  the  law  of  this  coun- 
try they  would  be  hanged  as  pirates.  The 
question  he  would  ask  was,  whether  the 
captain  or  captains  of  the  cruizers  which 
captured  these  ships,  did  anything  to  ac- 
commodate these  unhappy  beings  with 
room  in  their  vessels,  where  there  was 
room  enough.  He  knew  it  was  now  laid 
down  as  law  that  no  Member  of  that  or 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  must  in- 
quire as  to  the  conduct  of  an  officer,  who 
might  have  inflicted  injury  upon  any.indi* 
vidual  however  respectable,  if  that  indivi- 
dual happened  subsequently  to  express 
forgiveness  for  the  injury.  Another  rule 
laid  down  was  that,  if  the  Admiral  of  the 
station  did  not  forward  a  complaint  to  the 
Admiralty  of  the  conduct  of  an  officer^  no 
one  had  a  right  to  ask  any  questions. 
.  Lord  Auckland  said,  he  was  in  the  most 
perfect  state  of  ignorance  with  respect  to 
all  the  circumstances  mentioned  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend.  If  his  noble 
Friend  could  tell  him  the  name  of  the  ship 
or  ships  which  made  the  capture  he  would 
inquire  into  the  subject, 
i  Lord  Brougham :  It  was  made  by  the 
cruizers  on  the  station. 


Lord  AucMand  said,  there  were  sixteen 
cruizers  on  the  station,  and  before  he  could 
make  inquiry  he  must  ascertain  the  name 
of  the  vessel.     With  respect  to  the  other 

Eint  alluded  to  by  his  noble  Friend  he 
d  down  no  rule.  All  he  said  upo^  the 
occasion  was,  that  no  complaint  had  been 
lodged  either  by  the  individual  said  to  be 
aggrieved,  or  by  the  Admiral  of  the  sta- 
tion. He  (Lord  Auckland)  and  the  other 
Members  of  the  Govemmcmt  were  most 
anxious  to  put  down  the  horrible  traffic, 
and  no  exertions  should  be  wanting  on 
their  part  to  effect  so  desirable  an  object. 

Lord  Brougham :  The  capture  took  place 
on  or  before  the  5th  of  March.  It  might 
be  ascertained  what  cruizer  was  then  on 
the  station. 

Lord  Auckland  repeated  there  were 
sixteen  of  them. 

Entails.  (Scotland.)]  The  Earl  of 
Roseberry^  in  moving  that  their  Lordships 
should  take  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Report  of 
the  Lords  of  Session  upon  the  Scotch 
Entail  Bills,  observed,  that  he  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  short  Report  made  by  the 
Select  Committee,  although  he  regretted 
that  it  did  not  go  further,  and  enter  more 
at  length  into  the  subject,  instead  of 
merely  recommending  an  alteration  in  the 
existing  law.  He  fully  admitted  the 
ability,  and  duly  estimated  the  assiduity 
and  laborious  attention,  which  the  Lords 
of  Session  had  brought  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject,  although  he  differed 
from  them  on  two  points,  one  of  a  legal 
nature,  the  other  of  a  general  character. 
The  noble  Earl  then  proceeded  to  enume- 
rate the  many  technical  difficulties  that 
were  connected  with  efficient  legislation  on 
this  subject,  and  expressed  a  wish  that 
some  Member  of  his  Msjesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  some  person  holding  a  high  judi- 
cial situation,  would  undertake  the  task, 
since  he  found,  from  his  own  experience, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  any  unsupported 
indi?idual  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House  to  effect  the  object  which  he  had 
sought  to  attain.  If  any  other  noble  Lord 
would  take  up  the  subject,  he  would  en- 
deavour, before  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  remodel  the  two  Bills  which  he 
had  had  the  honour  to  introduce,  and  to 
remove  from  them  those  provisions  to 
which  objections  had  been  chiefly  made. 
It  was,  he  conceived,  necessary,  that  any 
treasure  on  this  subject  should  embody  the 
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as  he  (Mr.  P.  Thomson)  could  fulfil  the 
pledge  given  hy  him  to  the  hon.  Member^ 
and  as  fkr  as  the  noble  Lord  then  at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Department  could 
fulfil  it,  so    far  it  had    been    fulfilled. 
Since  their  return  to  office,  he  knew  that 
the  Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown  had  been 
pressed  for  their  opinion,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  soon  in  their  pos- 
session.   Now,  having  stated  that  they 
should  be  in  a  condition,  at  least  as  far  as 
that  opinion  went,  to  commence  nego- 
tiations upon  the  subject,  he  trusted  that 
he  had  stated  that  which  would  prove  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  would  be 
no  use  whatever  in  the  House  acceding  to 
the  Motion,  even  if  it  were  otherwise 
advisable.  But  supposing  that  negotiations 
upon  the  subject  had  been  carried  to  any 
eitent,  he  was   prepared    to    say,  that 
nothing  would  be  more  unadvisable  than 
to  lay  whatever  had  passed   upon  the 
Table  of  the  House.    Because  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say, 
that  his  interpretation  of  the  treaty  was 
perfectly  clear,  it  did  not  follow  that  others 
must  agree  with  him.    He  wished  that  he 
could  feel  as  little  doubt  upon  that  sub- 
ject as  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that 
aU  the  other  statesmen    to  whom   the 
treaty  had  been  successively  referred  for 
consideration  had  not,  in  their  opinions, 
thrown  great  uncertainty  upon  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  looked  merely  at  the  treaty  of 
Utrecht;  and  if  he  looked  at  that  treaty, 
be  would  find  the  rights  for  which  he 
contended   fully  maintained  and  fixed. 
But  let  the  hon.  Gentleman  look  at  the 
treaty  of  1783,  at   the   peace  of  Paris, 
and  the  declaration  that  accompanied  it, 
(for  that  was  the  chief  point)  and  the  Act 
of  1786,  which  was  framed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  into  effect  that  treaty, 
and  let  him  turn  to  that  with  which  he 
was  well  acquainted,  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Huskisson  given   in  1827,  and  he  was 
afraid  tbehon.Member  would  find  doubt  ad« 
hering  to  his  (Mr.  Robinson's)  judgment. 
He  was  perfectly  willing,  however,  to  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  assurance,  that 
when  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  had 
been  received,  every  exertion  would   be 
made  by  Government  to  bring  that  ques- 
tion to  a  settlement,  and  let  him  tell  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  only  by  the 
endeavours  of  Government  that  it  could 
possibly  anive  at  a  satisfactory  settlement; 
for,  if  he  were  anxious  to  bring  it  to  a 


satisfactory  conclusion,  let  him  ask  he 
hon.  Gentleman  in  what  way  would  that 
be  effected  ?  Was  he  prepared  to  say,  that 
Government  ought  to  send  out  armed 
vessels  to  the  coast  of  Newfoundland, 
and,  with  a  treaty,  the  construction  of 
which  was  yet  undecided,  take  force  into 
their  own  hands,  when  their  rights  were 
disputed?  Was  he  prepared  to  say  that? — 
An  hon.  Member  here  moved  that  the 
House  be  counted ;  and  there  appearing 
less  than  forty  Members  present,  the 
House  adjourned. 
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Wednesday,  May  27,  1835. 

MmvTKS.]  Petiti<Htt  praented.  BytheEarlof  ABSRDiiir, 
from  Aberdeoi,  for  the  Bettor  OlMenmnoe  of  the  Sabteth. 
—By  the  Duke  of  QoBDOir,.aBd  the  Earls  of  MAinynu> 
and  Shaptssburt,  ftom  wvcEal  Plaeei,  fbr  Additional 
Aooommodatton  in  Scotch  Churches. 

Church  Rates.]  Lord  Brou^Aam  said, 
he  had  to  present  a  Petition  complaining 
of  a  personal  grievance.  The  petition, 
which  emanated  from  a  most  respectable 
body  of  men — namely,  eighty-eight  con- 
gregations of  Dissenters,  meeting  in  a  dis- 
trict which  comprised  twelve  miles  round 
London — contained  a  very  strong  remon- 
strance against  the  payment  of  Church- 
rates  by  Dissenters.  The  petitioners  ad- 
verted to  the  case  of  a  highly  respectable 
individual,  named  Child,  who,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  existing  state  of  the  law^, 
had  been  imprisoned  in  Norwich  gaol  for 
the  nonpayment  of  Church-rates  amount- 
ing to  17s.  6d.  Now  his  difference  of 
opinion  from  that  of  the  petitioners  and  of 
Mr.  Child  was  this  *-he  wished  to  see  the 
system  altered — ^he  disapproved  of  the 
law  which  imposed  these  Church-rates 
upon  Dissenters — but,  so  long  as  it  was  the 
law  of  the  land,  he  thought  that  it  ought 
to  be  obeyed.  A  man  might,  like  Mr. 
Child,  disapprove  of  the  law,  but  he  was 
not  therefore  bound  in  conscience  to  re- 
sist it,  and  thus  get  himself  into  a  prison. 
Though  such  was  his  view  of  the  matter  he 
was  ready  to  bear  testimony  to  the  pure 
and  disinterested  motives  of  Mr.  Child, 
whom  he  had  known  long.  There  was  no 
man  more  respected  among  his  acquaint- 
ance. In  his  business,  as  a  printer,  he 
conferred  great  benefit  on  society  by  the 
many  excellent  works  which  he  sent  forth 
to  the  public.  It  was  only  from  a  con- 
scientious motive  that  he  was  led  to 
brave  the  punishment  inflicted  on  him. 
'  There  were  only  two  courses  in  which  be 
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conld  have  been  proceeded  against  for 
payment.  One  by  a  seizure  of  his  pro- 
perty, under  the  authority  of  two  Magis- 
trates, and  the  other  by  citation  before  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court.  The  latter,  and  the 
more  severe  course,  was  pursued,  judgment 
issued,  and  he  was  sent  to  a  prison  forty 
miles  from  his  home. 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table, 

Slave  Trade.]  Lord  Brougham  said, 
he  had  received  a  communication  from  a 
most  respectable  African  merchant  of  the 
city  of  London,  respecting  which  he  would 
put  a  question  to  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty.  This  gentleman 
informed  him  that  six  piratical  vessels 
were  lately  captured  and  brought  into 
Sierra  Leone  laden  with  slaves.  They 
were  sailing,  he  believedy  under  the  Spanish 
flag ;  and  a  gentleman  who  saw  the  slaves 
on  board  said  they  were  in  the  very  worst 
condition,  and  that  not  less  than  150  lives 
might  have  been  saved  if  proper  accom- 
modation and  room  had  been  afforded 
before  they  reached  the  port.  There  were 
no  less  than  900  unhappy  beings,  forcibly 
taken  from  their  country,  cruelly  sepa- 
rated from  their  relatives  and  friends,  by 
the  crime  of  these  detestable  ruffians,  who 
abused  the  Spanish  flag  to  carry  on  this 
nefarious  traffic.  By  the  law  of  this  coun- 
try they  would  be  hanged  as  pirates.  The 
question  he  would  ask  was,  whether  the 
captain  or  captains  of  the  cruizers  which 
captured  these  ships,  did  anything  to  ac- 
commodate these  unhappy  beings  with 
room  in  their  vessels,  where  there  was 
room  enough.  He  knew  it  was  now  laid 
down  as  law  that  no  Member  of  that  or 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  must  in- 
quire as  to  the  conduct  of  an  officer,  who 
knight  have  inflicted  injury  upon  any.  indi- 
vidual however  respectable,  if  that  indivi- 
dual happened  subsequently  to  express 
forgiveness  for  the  injury.  Another  rule 
laid  down  was  that,  if  the  Admiral  of  the 
station  did  not  forward  a  complaint  to  the 
Admiralty  of  the  conduct  of  an  officer,  no 
one  had  a  right  to  ask  any  questions. 
.  Lord  Auckland  said,  be  was  in  the  most 
perfect  state  of  ignorance  with  respect  to 
all  the  circumstapces  mentioned  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend.  If  his  noble 
Friend  could  tell  him  the  name  of  the  ship 
or  ships  which  made  the  capture  he  would 
inquire  into  the  subject. 
»  Lord  Brougham :  It  was  made  by  the 
j^ruizers  on  the  station* 


Lord  Auckland  said,  there  were  sixteen 
cruizers  on  the  station,  and  before  he  could 
make  inquiry  he  must  ascertain  the  name 
of  the  vessel.  With  respect  to  the  other 
point  alluded  to  by  his  noble  Friend  he 
laid  down  no  rule.  All  he  said  upoip  the 
occasion  was,  that  no  complaint  had  been 
lodged  either  by  the  individual  said  to  be 
aggrieved,  or  by  the  Admiral  of  the  sta- 
tion. He  (Lord  Auckland)  and  the  other 
Members  of  the  Government  were  roost 
anxious  to  put  down  the  horrible  traffic, 
and  no  exertions  should  be  wanting  on 
their  part  to  eflect  so  desirable  an  object. 

Lord  Brougham :  The  capture  took  place 
on  or  before  the  5th  of  March.  It  might 
be  ascertained  what  cruizer  was  then  on 
the  station. 

Lord  Auckland  repeated  there  were 
sixteen  of  them. 

Entails.  (Scotland.)]  The  Earl  of 
Roteherry^  in  moving  that  their  Lordships 
should  take  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Report  of 
the  Lords  of  Session  upon  the  Scotch 
Entail  Bills,  observed,  that  he  entirely  con« 
curred  in  the  short  Report  made  by  the 
Select  Committee,  although  he  regretted 
that  it  did  not  go  further,  and  enter  more 
at  length  into  the  subject,  instead  of 
merely  recommending  an  alteration  in  the 
existing  law.  He  fully  admitted  the 
ability,  and  duly  estimated  the  assiduity 
and  laborious  attention,  which  the  Lords 
of  Session  had  brought  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject,  although  he  differed 
from  them  on  two  points,  one  of  a  legal 
nature,  the  other  of  a  general  character. 
The  noble  Earl  then  proceeded  to  enume- 
rate the  many  technical  difficulties  that 
were  connected  with  efficient  legislation  on 
this  subject,  and  expressed  a  wish  that 
some  Member  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  some  person  holding  a  high  judi- 
cial situation,  would  undertake  the  task, 
since  he  found,  from  his  own  experience, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  any  unsupported 
individual  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House  to  effect  the  object  which  he  had 
sought  to  attain.  If  any  other  noble  Lord 
would  take  up  the  subject,  he  would  en- 
deavour, before  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  remodel  the  two  Bills  which  he 
had  had  the  honour  to  introduce,  and  to 
remove  from  them  those  provisions  to 
which  objections  had  been  chiefly  made. 
It  v/as,  he  conceived,  necessary,  that  any 
lueasure  on  this  subject  should  embody  the 
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J^MIitioaft  pnMQltiL  By  Mr.  LicavBMK  Chakutoit,  Arqpi 
Ludlow  «Dd  other  Places,  Ibr  Exempting  Lime  from  paying 
Toil,  when  earried  m  Manure.— By  Menn.  Waklky, 
Stbott,  B4IOWT,  iUoam,  Hantbt,  sad  aBolhv 
UoK.  Msiutmy  from  levenl  Placet,— Ayr  the  Remudoa 
of  the  Sentence  on  the  Dorchester  lAbooxen*— By  Mr. 
DWflit  TMf9VB9>  flWH  til  iMriNlf  Ol  iMH«|i 
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against  the  ImprisoDme&t  for  DeVt  BilL—Qy  Mr.  Pwrraa* 
from  IVi^n^  for  the  Repeal  or  Alteration  of  the  Factories' 
Kegulatldn  Bill;  from  Honiton,  against  the  Loitl's  Day 
QbservanoeBiU}  ftam  the  tlaitariaos  of  SaUbid,  against 
the  Dissenters'  Manure  Bill.— By  Lord  F.  Eoshton, 
Sir  Gbobob  Clkbk,  Messrs.  Shaw,  and  A.  Tmtoh. 
fkom  Kvcral  Places,— Ibr  ProlBction  to  the  ProCestaBt 
Cbvxcfa  of  Ireland. 
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Ibree  foUowing  priooiplet  ;«-fint,  to  pre- 
veot»  lA  fiilure,  EntMU  in  perpetuity  being 
made  ID  Scotland;  secondly,  to  afford 
facilitiea  for  the  exchange  of  lands  to  heirs 
m  ancoesiion  s  and  thirdly »  to  grant  to 
haira  in  poasaMion  (to  an  extent  to  be  de- 
tanninad  by  Parliament)  the  power  of 
ialling*  for  the  purpose  of  clearing  off  in- 
cunhranoai  which  had  been  oreated  under 
the  existing  bw. 

Lord  Mrougham  said,  there  were  great 
difficttltiaa  in  legislating  upon  the  sab« 
ject)  buta  great  and  beneficial  relaxation  of 
the  present  law  might  be  made,  even  aare-r 
garded  existing  Entails.  The  English 
law  knew  of  no  such  thing  as  perpetuity, 
•icept  in  the  cases  of  creations  by  Act  of 
Parliament,as  the  Marlborough  and  Strath-^ 
fieldsay  estates,  and  of  a  person  holding  an 
estate,  with  remainder  to  the  Crown. 
There  were  various  expedients  to  tie  up  an 
heir,  bui  tbey  operated  within  very  narrow 
limits*  He  recollected  one  instance  of  the 
hardships  frequently  inflicted  by  the  Scotch 
Law  of  Entail.  A  lady  in  Lancashire, 
brooght  up  in  luxury,  and  surrounded 
with  all  the  conveBieoces  and  comforts  of 
life,  married  a  gentleman  having  two  En- 
tailed eatates*  She  had  but  a  few  aoarks 
jointnre*  The  husband  died,  and  her  son 
supported  her.  He  also  died,  and  the 
next  heir  was  an  infant,  and  the  guardian 
could  not  give  her  a  fkrthiog.  She  ap- 
plied to  him  to  peocnre  her  the  situation 
of  companion  to  an  old  lady.  She  died 
soon  afterwaids,  and,  he  believed,  very 
much  in  consequence  of  what  she  suffered 
on  account  of  the  present  Scotch  Law  of 
Entail.  This  was  only  one  instance  out  of 
many  hundrads.  The  great  difficulty  was 
tbas  of  veatad  interests.  He  was  sur- 
priasd  the  Lords  of  Sessions  fell  into  the 
error  they  did  wiUi  respect  to  perpetuity  in 
England.  The  abolition  of  the  Law  of 
Entail  could  not  reduce  the  price  of  land, 
because  no  person  would  be  oompeiied  to 
sell.  His  noble  Friend  should  have  his 
beat  asststanee  in  furthering  the  measure 
whenever  he  should  propose  it 


DoBCH ESTER  Ukiovs.]  Mr.  Waklm^ 
bad  to  present  sixteen  Petitions,  praying 
that  the  House  would  address  the  Throne 
to  remit  the  sentence  passed  on  the  Dor- 
chester labourers.  Eight  of  these  petitions 
were  from  Dorchester,  from  the  friends 
and  neighbours  of  those  men  who  were 
transported,  and  the  other  eight  were  frooi 
Ipswich,  Rochester,  Norwich,  and  one 
from  Stoke-upop -Trent  signed  by  13,448 
of  the  inhabitants*  The  petitioners  consi* 
dered,  in  the  first  place,  that  these  men 
were  improperly  prosecuted ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  that,  if  the  prosecutions  were 
just,  the  sentence  was  most  severe  and  ub<* 
called  for.  Coosideriog  all  the  circum<* 
stances  of  the  case,  he  must  say  that  these 
unfortunate  men  had  been  convicted  under 
a  law  of  which  they  were  entirely  igno- 
rant, and  that  they  merely  followed  the 
example  set  in  London  and  other  places, 
viz.,  of  combining  together  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  such  wages  as  would  enable 
them  to  support  themselves,  their  wiveS| 
and  families.  The  relatives  of  these  men, 
thus,  if  not  illegally,  certainly  cruelly, 
punished,  had  been  pursued  by  the  same 
feelings  of  ill-will  and  oppression.  One  of 
them  was  a  woman  who  had  amongst  those 
who  were  tran^iorted,  two  brothers,  a 
husband,  and  a  son.  After  these  men  left 
England  she  applied  to  the  overseers  for 
relief.  The  overseers  said  "  No ;  we  will 
give  you  no  relief.  You  have  another  son 
left,  and  he  has  six  shillings  a  week,  wliicb 
is  quite  sufficient  for  his  and  your  support.'' 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  induced  to 
exercise  its  pri?ilege  of  addressing  the 
Crown  upon  this  case.  The  proceedings 
against  these  men  had  caused  the  greatest 
uneasiness  and  agitation  amongst  the 
labouring  classes.  They  felt  that  if  these 
persons  were  not  relieved  by  being  brought 
back  to  England,  they  could  not  expect 
protection  uader  the  existing  law,  as  Uiey 
believed  that  they  were  pot  represented  m 
that  House,  the  dective  franchise  beiow 
confined  to  housduJders.  He  considered 
it  the  duty  of  that  House  to  interpose  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  the  men  back  to 
England*    Till  then  the  woiking  classes 
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be  vindicated  in  the  eyes  of  the  people. 
He  was  sure  that,  when  he  brought  the 
case  fally  before  the  Hoose,  he  should  be 
able  to  convince  them  that  the  whole  pro- 
ceeding was  tUegaL  He,  however,  hoped 
that  he  should  not  be  placed  under  the  ne- 
cessity of  bringing  the  subject  before  the 
House  on  the  25th  of  June,  but  that  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  be  induced  to 
take  the  case  under  consideration,  as  he 
was  satisfied,  from  their  feelings  of  justice 
and  humanity,  that  they  would  not  allow 
these  unfortunate  men  to  sutfer  the  penal- 
ties of  a  crime,  of  which,  if  guilty  at  all^ 
they  were  unintentionally  guilty* 
Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  Irish  Church.]  Mr.  Shmo  had 
several  petitions  to  present  in  reference  to 
the  Established  Church,  and  the  danger  to 
which  the  Protestant  religion  was  at  the 
present  crisis  exposed  in  Ireland.  He 
held  in  his  hand  one  signed  by  upwards  of 
1,500  Protestants  residing  in  the  county 
of  Louth;  others  from  the  Bishop  and 
Clergy  of  the  dioceses  of  Leighlin  and 
Perns,  and  of  Killaloe  and  Ktlfenora ;  all 
earnestly  protesting  against  the  principle 
of  appropriating  Church-property  to  secu- 
lar purposes,  and  praying  protection  for 
the  Protestant  religion  and  Church  in 
Ireland  as  established  by  law  and  guaran- 
teed by  the  act  of  union.  The  petitioners 
expressed  their  alarm  and  dismay  at  the 
prospect  of  the  principle  of  proportion 
which  it  is  threatened  to  apply  to  Pro- 
testantism in  Ireland,  as  a  mockery  of  all 
legislative  engagements,  and  a  flagrant 
violation  of  the  most  solemn  national  con- 
tract. The  Protestants  in  Ireland  justly 
regarded  it  as  a  premium  on  their  extirpa- 
tion, and  the  petitioners  respectfully  but 
firmly  expressed  their  opinion,  that  if  that 
principle  were  carried  into  effect,  the  chief 
bond  of  union  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  would  be  dissolved,  and  that  the 
overthrow  of  all  English  interests  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  final  separation  of  the  coun- 
tries, would  follow  as  an  inevitable  conse- 
quence. He  did  not  desire  to  provoke  a 
general  discussion  of  the  question  on  the 
presentation  of  these  petitions,  but  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  correct 
some  misstatements  on  mere  questions  of 
fact  which  had  been  made  on  the  subject 
to  which  they  related,  and  he  would  do  so 
by  reading  the  answers  in  (he  words  of 
those  from  whom  he  received  them,  at  the 

pame  time  bearing  testimonjr  to  the^  bigfa 


respectability  of  the  writers-^for  he  made 
it  an  invariable  rule  never  to  bring  forward 
a  fact,  or  to  rely  on  a  document  in  that 
House,  without  being  AiUy  assured  of  the 
respectability  and  genuineness  of  the  an* 
thority  from  whence  they  came*  The  first 
statement  to  which  he' would  allude  was 
one  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  (Lord  John 
Russell),  in  his  opening  speech  on  the 
question  of  the  surplus  revenue  (as  the 
noble  Lord  called  it)  of  the  Irish  Church. 
The  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  was,  that 
there  were  but  two  thousand  Protestants 
in  the  diocess  of  Killaloe*  He  (Mr«  Shaw) 
would  read  the  answer  to  that  statement 
from  the  letter  of  the  vicar-general  of  the 
diocess,  who,  with  himself  (Mr.  Shaw), 
only  imputed  to  thenobleLord  that  he  was 
misinformed.  It  was  in  these  words :— « 
'*  I  have  made  the  closest  inquiry  into  the 
actual  number,  and  instead  of  2,000,  I 
can  state  them  officially  to  be  18,26d." 
The  next  was  die  case  of  TuUamore,  in  the 
King's  county,  and  referred  to  a  statement 
of  the  same  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Dominkh  Browne  rose  to  order. 
He  believed  it  was  disorderly  for  persons 
out  of  that  House  to  refer  to  any  statement 
made  in  debates  in  that  House« 

Mr.  Shaw  was  surprised  at  the  inter- 
ruption :  strictly  speaking  it  certainly  was 
irregular  for  any  persons  out  of  that 
House  to  quote  the  words  of  an  hon. 
Member  used  in  debate,  for  the  purpose 
of  reasoning  upon  them,  as  indeed  report- 
ing them  at  all  was  in  strictness  out  of 
order ;  but  he  had  never  before  heard  an 
objection  made  in  that  House  to  a  cor- 
rect ion  of  thd  misstatement  of  a  fact.  If 
he  was  driven  to  it  on  a  point  of  mere 
technicality,  he  might  give  the  facts  as  a 
speech  of  his  own,  but  he  much  preferred 
giving  them  on  the  authority  and  in  the 
words  of  those  who  could  speak  to  them  of 
their  own  personal  knowledge.  Well, 
then,  with  the  leave  of  the  House,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  written 
to  him  by  the  resident  rector  of  Tullamore, 
in  reference  to  the  statement  of' the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Russell),  as  to  that 
parish;  it  was  as  follows; — "  Hisxiiord- 
ship  is  reported  to  have  made  use  of  as  a 
fact  upon  which  he  built  his  theory  of  the 
state  cj^  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Established 
Church,  the  parish  of  Tullamore,  which 
he  sets  down  as  by  composition  at  AlOl. 
per  annum,  and  containing  120  Pro- 
testants ;  now  the  sworn  r^taro  delivered 
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in  to  tke  Commissioners  of  Inquiry  for 
1831  flitesthe  churchmen  at  1,254;  and 
I  regret  to  say,  that  my  income  has  been 
equally  mistaken,  though  the  exaggeration 
lies  on  the  other  side,  it  being  little  more 
than  one-fourth  of  the  sum  set  down  to 
me."  The  third  case  was  that  of  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  bon.  Member  for  the 
county  of  Cork  (Mr.  O'Connor),  and  since 
quoted  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
in  a  speech  at  Exeter.  He  would  read 
the  statement  from  the  report  sent  him  :— 
"  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Connor)  ad- 
verted to  the  non-residence  of  the  Irish 
Protestant  clergy,  and  declared  that  the 
rector  of  his  own  parish  he  had  never  seen. 
The  curate  lived  out  of  the  parish,  the 
clerk  resided  at  a  distance  of  fourteen 
miles  from  the  church,  and  the  sexton  sold 
spirits  without  a  licence  in  the  church- 
yard/' The  answer  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Hall, 
the  curate,  was  as  follows;  "  For  seven 
years  last  past  1  have  been  curate  of,  and 
constantly  residing  in,  the  parish,  with 
the  exception  of  four  months,  during  which 
I  left  a  substitute  perfectly  approved  of  by 
the  Bishop;  and  until  last  year,  Mr. 
Laird,  the  senior  curate  of  the  parish,  was 
boarded  and  lodged  during  those  years  by 
different  members  of  Mr.  O'Connor's  own 
family.With  respect  to  theclerk,  he  has  been 
nearly  six  years  appointed,  has  resided  in 
the  parish  all  that  time,  and  performed  the 
duties  of  parish  schoolmaster  in  the  roost 
efficient  and  exemplary  manner.  And  the 
sexton  is  a  pious,  honest,  and  industrious 
man,  who  neither  during  the  six  years  that 
he  has  been  appointed,  nor  at  any  period 
of  his  life,  ever  sold  spirits  with  or  without 
a  licence."  Surely  the  House  must  desire 
to  have  such  misrepresentations,  though 
made  in  error,  corrected  as  speedily  as 
possible.  Much  mischief,  however,  was 
done  by  their  circulation  in  the  mean  time, 
and  by  hon.  Members  making  such  state- 
ments calculated  to  influence  the  public 
mind  on  light  grounds.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  residence  to  wbich  the  last 
case  had  reference,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  as 
anxious  for  the  enforcement  of  residence 
and  the  removal  of  every  real  abuse  in  the 
Established  Church  as  any  man  could  be; 
but  he  regarded  the  Resolution  of  that 
House,  which  the  petitioners  so  strongly 
deprecated,  not  as  intended  to  improve  or 
reform  the  Irish  Church,  but  as  having 
the  mixed  object  to  overthrow  the  late 
Government  on  the  part  of  many  who 
voted  for  it,  and  of  the  great  majority  of 


the  remainder,  to  take  the  first  step  in 
a  principle  which  would  tend  to  the  de- 
struction of  all  union  between  Church  and 
State  in  both  countries. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  presented  petitions 
from  Salford  and  Manchester,  signed  by 
10,600  persons,  expressing  their  alarm  at 
the  present  situation  of  the  Irish  Church, 
their  regret  that  the  measures  proposed  by 
the  late  Government  had  not  been  carried 
into  effect,  and  praying  the  House  for 
protection  to  the  Church  Establishment. 
The  petitionVas  signed  by  many  respect- 
able Dissenters,  and  also  a  Roman  Catholic 
gentleman  named  Travers* 

Mr.  Mark  Phitipt  felt  it  necessary  to 
offer  a  few  observations  upon  the  petition 
which  had  just  been  presented  by  the 
noble  Lord,  more  especially  as  the  House 
would  be  shortly  called  upon  to  carry  into 
effect  the  resolution  that  had  been  agreed 
to  relative  to  the  appropriation  of  the  sur- 
plus revenue  of  the  Irish  Church.  He 
knew  not  what  exertions  might  have  been 
made  to  obtain  signatures  to  the  petition 
in  question,  nor  did  he  mean  to  call  in 
question  its  authenticity  in  any  way ;  but 
this  he  would  say,  that  the  signatures  bore 
a  very  small  proportion  to  the  population 
of  the  town  from  which  it  came.  He  was 
glad  to  find  there  was  so  small  a  number 
representing  such  sentiments  as  were  con- 
tained in  that  petition.  He  would  beg 
leave  to  refer  the  House  to  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  his  right  hon.  Colleague  who 
had  since  accepted  the  office  of  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  At  the  late  elec- 
tion, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ex- 
pressed his  opinions  pretty  freely,  and  he 
would  say  that  the  result  of  that  election 
spoke  the  deliberate  conviction  on  the 
minds  of  the  population  of  Manchester 
upon  this  subject.  Allusions  had  been 
made  to  one  gentleman  who  had  signed 
it,  who  was  a  Roman  Catholic  and  a  large 
landed  proprietor.  He  did  not  mean  to 
cast  any  imputation  upon  that  gentleman, 
or  any  other ;  but  he  believed  he  was  the 
owner  of  considerable  Church-property—- 
and  if  be  was  the  owner  of  Church-pro- 
perty, and  he  considered  it  in  danger,  he 
should  certainly  feel  it  his  duty  to  enter 
his  protest  against  any  measure. which  he 
thought  calculated  to  produce  that  effect* 
The  circumstances  attending  the  getting 
up  of  the  petition  were  such  as  that  it 
could  not  be  considered  a.  petition  from 
the* town,  and  he  (Mr.  M.  Philips)  would 
enter  his  protest  against  its  bting  received 
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aa  ezprnsiDg  the  sentiments  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Manchester. 

Mr.  FtAfiy  as  a  Roman  Catholic,  would 
enter  bis  protest  against  the  assertion 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Members  of 
that  House  had  violated  their  oaths.  The 
petitioners  called  upon  the  House  to  frame 
an  oath  to  prevent  the  Roman  Catholics 
from  interfering  with  Church-property; 
but  if  they  (the  Catholics)  were  not  to  be 
believed  upon  their  oaths,  what  was  the 
use  of  making  forms  to  bind  them.  Were 
there  ever  such  stupid,  such  sottish  pro- 
positions submitted  to  the  House  ?  What 
had  kept  the  Roman  Catholics  out  of  that 
House  for  140  years  but  their  sacred 
reverence  for  the  obligation  of  an  oath  ? 
This  was  a  fact  which  all  the  illiberality, 
cant,  hypocrisy,  and  spirit  of  plunder 
which  had  prevailed  in  Ireland  had  never 
been  able  to  refute  or  disprove.  He  chal- 
lenged hon.  Members  to  produce  the  same 
regard  for  the  obligations  of  an  oath 
among  the  various  sects  of  England.  He 
would  state  one  fact  to  the  House  bear- 
ing upon  the  subject — a  Protestant  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Ennis,  when  he 
had  come  to  that  Table  to  be  sworn,  had 
revolted  from  the  oaths  about  to  be  ad- 
ministered to  him  as  a  Protestant  Member, 
and  took  the  oaths  as  a  Roman  Catholic. 
He,  (Mr.  Finn)  would  not  for  the  first 
position  which  fortune,  station,  or  empire 
could  confer  on  him,  take  the  oaths  which 
the  Protestant  Members  of  that  House 
were  called  on  to  take,  and  in  which  their 
Roman  Catholic  brethren  were  stigmatized 
as  idolaters.  He  believed  that  those  per- 
sons who  assailed  his  religion  were  a  dis- 
grace to  the  name  of  Protestant  or  any 
other  religion.  They  reviled  the  religion 
of  their  neighbours,  forgetting  that  pure 
principle  of  charity  without  which  there 
was  not,  nor  could  be,  any  religion.  He 
spumed  the  base  attempt  of  the  petitioners 
to  obtain  the  opinion  of  that  House  upon 
the  Roman  Catholic  oath,  or  to  induce  it 
to  frame  another.  The  question  had  been 
a  fruitful  one  for  every  bigotted  individual 
to  pour  out  his  rancour  against  the  Roknan 
Catholics— it  had  formed  a  subject  for 
every  vile  renegade  print,  for  every  apostate 
and  unblushing  print,  which,  the  more 
broadly  and  universally  the  seal  of  public 
reprobation  was  stamped  upon  it,  the 
more  liberally  did  it  pour  out  its  rancour 
and  malignity  against  his  religion .  There 
v^as  a  deep  feeling  of  conviction  amongst 
the  peasantry  of  Ireland,  that  .the  iiyus- 


tice,  the  miseries  which  they  suffered,  arose 
from  th6  parsons.  There  were,  he  knew, 
many  men  of  great  worth  amongst 
them,  but  there  were  others  who  made  it 
their  sole  business  to  diffuse  bad  feeling, 
and  to  excite  discord,  amongst  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland.  Look  at  the  Dean  of  St. 
Patrick  for  instance,  a  man  who  received 
2,500/.  a-year  from  his  benefice.  He  had 
read  a  speech,  an  authenticated  speech, 
of  that  Rev.  Gentleman,  in  which  he  de* 
nounced  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
as  heretics,  murderers,  and  persons  utterly 
incapable  of  faith  or  truth.  And  this  was 
the  manner  in  which  this  rev.  recipient  of 
2,500/.  a-year  abused  the  people  from 
whom  he  derived  his  income.  Was  it 
surprising,  then,  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  feel  a  sense  of  injustice  at  support- 
ing a  Church,  the  Ministers  of  which  thus 
slandered  and  insulted  them,  and  that 
they  should  feel  a  deep  attachment  to 
their  own  clergymen,  their  friends  in  the 
hour  of  need,  and  their  faithful  coun^iellors 
in  the  hour  of  distress?  He  despised, 
from  his  soul,  the  cant — he  was  afraid  of 
giving  expression  to  his  feelings ;  but  when 
language  of  this  kind  was  held  in  that 
House,  he  could  not  contain  them.  He 
called  upon  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder  to  bring  forward  a  distinct  resolu- 
tion upon  the  subject.  When  he  brought 
forward  in  that  House  a  Motion  that  in 
every  parish  where  500/.  a-year  was  the 
amount  ofthebenefice,  the  Protestant  work- 
ing clergyman  should  get  100/.  a-year,  how 
many  supported  that  Motion? — thirty- 
three.  And  of  those  who  were  now  anxious 
to  retain  the  superfluities  of  the  Church, 
not  one  of  those  zealous  Friends  of  the 
Church  supported  his  motion.  He  could  in- 
form the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
Churchwas  as  likely  to  suffer  from  its  over- 
zealous  Friends  as  from  its  bitterest  enemies. 
Captain  Berkeley  rose  to  say  one  word. 
It  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder  of  Dublin,  that  those  who  dif- 
fered from  him  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Irish  Church,  voted  upon  that  occasion 
because  they  wanted  to  put  the  late  Minis- 
try out  of  office,  and  to  destroy  the  Church 
Establishment.  [Mr.  Shtxio  :  I  saki  the 
majority]  He  did  not  wish  to  boast 
that  he  had  as  great  a  regard  for  the  estab- 
lished Church  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder — for  himself,  he  believed  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Recorder's  regard 
did  not  surpass  his  own  ;  but  all  he  rose 
to  say  was,  that  so  far  as  any  imputations 
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were  cast  upon  bim  as  one  who  did  so 
vote,  he  would  tell  the  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder  that  snch  imputations  were  nei- 
ther founded  on  truth,  justice,  or  charity. 

Mr.  ShaiD  had  said  that  a  great  many 
had  joined  in  that  vote  for  the  purpose  of 
overturning  the  Church.  Many  had  said, 
at  least  some  hon.  Members  had  said,  had 
professed,  that  their  object  was  to  overturn 
the  Church.  Many,  no  doubt,  differed 
from  this,  but  he  considered  that  the  great 
majority  had  joined  in  that  resolution  in 
order  to  destrey  the  connexion  between 
the  Church  and  state  in  both  countries. 

Mr.  Brotherton :  A  petition  had  been  pre- 
sented from  the  place  which  he  represen- 
ted, and  he  begged  leave  to  offer  a  few 
words.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  disprove 
the  respectability  of  the  parishioners,  but 
he  must  say  that  the  number  of  signatures 
to  the  petiti()n  out  of  so  large  a  consti- 
toency  was  not  a  very  great  portion.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  this  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  religious  principle,  but  simply  a 
'question  of  money.  If  the  established 
religion  were  the  Christian  religion — a 
religion  founded  on  justice,  seeking  to 
procure  peace  and  good  will,  it  was  a  bad 
compliment,  at  the  best,  to  that  religion, 
to  say  that  It  would  be  overturned  unless 
it  were  supported  by  the  money  of  the 
country.  He  must  say,  that  in  voting  for 
the  resolution  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
he  (Mr.  Brotherton)  did  not  vote  with  a 
view  to  put  down  the  established  Church, 
or  to  do  anything  having  a  tendency  to 
weaken  the  religious  feelings  of  the  coun- 
try. His  object  was  to  promote  peace 
and  tranquillity  in  Ireland,  to  do  justice 
to  those  who  had  too  often  suffered  great 
injustice,  and  to  promote  the  interests  of 
this  country,  by  endeavouring  to  promote 
good  order  in  that  part  of  the  empire,  and 
also  to  prove  his  respect  for  religion  by 
standing  up  on  the  behalf  of  justice  and 
humanity,  rather  than  by  exciting  impro- 
per apd  acrimonious  feehngs  amongst  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Ruthven  was  surprised  at  the  pertin- 
adty  with  which  these  petitions  were  pre- 
sented. He  had  some  hope  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Egerton)  who  had  presented  one  of 
these  petitions  would  have  had  the  delicacy 
of  not  pressing  it  upon  the  House,  as  a 
more  unjust,  audacious,  and  slanderous 
petition  ne  had  never  read.  They  were 
told  that  some  respectable  names  were 

Uttadied  to  the  petitiooi  mi  that  one  of 


them  was  that  of  a  gentleman  of  great 
respectability.  If  such  a  person's  name  was 
attached  to  the  petition,  it  disgraced  him 
as  a  gentleman  and  a  man.  They  were 
told,  as  an  excuse,  that  this  gentleman 
derived  his  income  from  Church -property. 

Lord  F.  Egerton:  The  name  of  the 
gentleman  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  al- 
luded was  not  attached  to  the  petition  in 
question. 

Mr.  Ruthven :  If  there  were  any  other 
Gentleman  of  respectability  amongst  these 
petitioners,  he  would  say  that  he  had  dis- 
graced himself  both  as  a  citizen  and  a 
private  gentleman.  Such  a  petition  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  lie  on  the  Table.  The 
language  of  petitions  to  that  House  ought 
to  be  clear,  distinct,  and  not  liable  to  be 
misunderstood.  They  ought  to  know 
what  the  petitions  applied  for.  It  was  not 
to  be  tolerated  that  Members  of  that  House 
should  be  spoken  of  in  such  language  as 
that  used  in  the  present  petition.  What 
did  the  petitioners  mean  by  Irish  agita 
tors  ?  That  House  should  not  allow  peti- 
tions containing  such  vague  charges  to  be 
|>resented  in  this  manner.  It  was  a  prac- 
tice that  was  too  often  resorted  to,  and 
was  only  calculated  to  create  ill-feeling 
among  the  Members  of  that  House,  and 
the  people  at  large.  He  would  state  with 
respect  to  the  assertions  of  the  right  hon. 
Member,  that  they  were  not  applicable  to 
him,  and  they  were  not  founded  in  truth. 
The  petition  which  had  been  read  con- 
veyed enough  to  show  how  suspiciously 
all  such  documents  ought  to  be  consi- 
dered. It  contained  language  which  ought 
not  to  be  countenanced  by  the  House, 
and  he  trusted^  therefore,  it  would  not  be 
received. 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that  he  was  not  one 
of  those  who  conceived  it  his  duty  to  look 
very  scrupulously  at  the  language  con- 
tained in  petitions — he  was  anxious  to 
throw  the  door  as  widely  open  as  possible 
to  the  right  of  petitioning.  He  was  not, 
therefore,  for  rejecting  these  petitions, 
though  certainly  they  were  couched  in 
very  unjustifiable  language — ^be  alluded 
especially  to  the  petitions  from  South 
Lancashire  and  Durham.  If  he  was  not 
mistaken,  one  of  those  petitions  charged  a 
portion  of  that  Honse  with  perjury,  and 
the  other  charged  the  majority  of  the 
Honse  with  high  treason.  Did  it  mean  to 
charge  His  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  those 
who  supported  the  course  they  had  adopt- 

ed|  with  that  oAnce  ?     If  it  did  not 


181 


n§  Irish  Church.  {Hay  37} 


The  Iriih  Church. 


182 


dtttmctly  oon? ey  a  charge  of  that  nature, 
the  petition  waft  a  most  senseleit  one. 

Mr.  WiUon  Patten  was  nnderstood  to 
tay,  that  no  charge  of  high  treason  was 

}>refened  in  the  petition  referred  to,  that 
rom  South  Lancashire.  The  petition 
was  most  respectably  signed  by  members 
of  the  established  Church  and  by  Dissen* 
ters,  and  it  had  been  got  up  without  any 
undue  exertions. 

Lord  Francis  Egertan  said,  that  he  had 
always  looked  upon  it  as  a  principle 
adopted  by  that  House  to  allow  the  greatest 
possible  latitude  to  petitioners.  There 
must  be  very  strong  reasons  to  justify  the 
rejection  of  a  petition,  such  as  that  it  con* 
tained  calumny  or  slander  against  an  in- 
dividual, or  ^at  it  was  contrary  to  the 
forms  of  the  House.  He  would  b^  to 
say,  that  if  any  portion  of  the  petition 
contained  a  charge  of  high  treason  against 
anybody,  much  more  against  that  House, 
he  would  not  present  it.  But  he  thought 
a  forcei  construction  had  been  put  upon 
the  charge  contained  in  it.  It  was,  cer* 
tainly,  couched  in  strong  language.  He 
understood  it  to  designate  the  measure  as 
an  act  of  treason  against  the  King  and 
Constitution  of  the  country.  But  that 
did  not  mean  treason  in  the  legal  sense  of 
the  word — namely,  levying  war  against 
the  King ;  it  was  merely  a  figurative  ex* 
pression.  It  was  not  language,  perhaps, 
that  he  would  have  used  had  be  drawn  up 
this  petition,  but  he  felt  it  did  not  exceed 
the  language  used  in  other  petitions  to 
that  House,  and  that  he  was  bound  in 
duty  to  his  constituents  to  lay  their  senti- 
ments before  Parliament. 

Mr.  Grote  would  only  make  one  ob- 
servation on  the  subject.  Much  was  fre- 
quently said  by  gentlemen  opposite  as  to 
the  ferocious  language  employed  by 
Radicals  and  the  working  classes.  That 
reproach  was  often  cast  at  the  supporters 
of  the  popular  side.  He  would  defy, 
however,  any  Member  opposite  to  point 
out  a  petition  coming  from  those  parties 
which  abounded  in  such  calumnious  as- 
sertions, and  that  imputed  the  very  worst 
possible  motives  to  others,  as  this  petition 
from  the  Conservatives  of  South  Lanca- 
shire did,  and  also  the  petition  from  Dur- 
ham. It  was  true  great  latitude  should 
be  allowed  in  petitioning,  but  it  was  right 
that  the  same  character  should  be  applied 
to  violent  language,  whether  it  came  from 
the  tthra-Pious  or  the  ultra^Radical. 
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sented  the  petition  from  Durham  if  it  was 
open  to  the  charge  brought  against  it  by 
the  hon.  Member.  It  was  true  it  con- 
tained strong  language,  but  it  referred  to 
a  subject  of  solemn  and  sacred  importance, 
and  the  petitioners  had  a  right  to  employ 
language  as  strong  as  the  rules  of  society 
would  admit  in  characterizing  the  measure 
in  question.  They  heard  much  of  the 
persecution  of  the  Catholics ;  was  there 
no  persecution  against  the  Protestants? 
The  proposed  measure  was  a  direct  inva- 
sion of  their  property.  He  had  several 
other  petitions  to  present  from  the  county 
of  Durham  on  the  same  subject,  but  as  he 
had  not  read  them,  he  could  not  say 
whether  they  were  couched  in  the  same 
language  as  that  in  the  petition  he  bad 
just  presented.  As  he  did  not,  however, 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  that  county 
present,  who  differed  from  him  (Mr. 
Trevor)  on  this  subject,  he  would  abstain 
from  presenting  them  now.  He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Finn)  would  believe  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  cast  the  imputations  which  he  conceived 
were  contained  in  the  petition  on  the 
Catholic  members.  He  was  not  responsible 
for  the  language  of  the  petition,  although 
he  concurred  in  the  sentiments  of  the 
petitioners,  as  to  what  they  conceived  the 
measure  contemplated  by  the  noble  Lord 
would  be,  and  he  fully  agreed  with  them 
in  regarding  it  as  an  act  of  sacrilegious 
robbery  and  spoliation. 

Mr.  0*Conne// said,  that,  most  assuredly, 
no  one  could  describe  the  petition  as  not 
going  far  enough  in  its  language.  Indeed, 
the  expressions  made  use  of  appeared  to 
him  to  be  outrageously  violent,  calumnious, 
unfounded  in  truth,  and  uncalled  for. 
Yet,  though  possessing  all  these  unprepos« 
sessing  qualificatbns,  he  was,  by  no  means, 
prepared  to  say  that  its  language  was  alto- 
gether unparliamentary.  Though  many 
Members  of  that  House  were  therein 
^ossly  attacked  with  calumnious  inshiua- 
tions,  yet,  as  the  petition  did  not  exactly 
describe  the  persons  whom  it  vilified  as 
Members  of  Parliament,  it  was  hardly 
competent  in  the  House  to  object  to  it  as 
a  matter  of  form.  It  would  be  best  to 
treat  it  with  the  compassion  of  contempt^ 
and  at  once  allow  it  to  be  received.  It 
was  at  least  worthy  of  notice  as  a  rich 
specimen  of  the  extent  to  which  bad  taste 
and  lying  might  be  carried;  and  Heaven 
forbid  that  the  freemen  of  South  Lanca<* 
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lying,  though  they  certainly  seemed  to  ex- 
ercise the  privilege  to  a  most  outrageous 
extent.  He  would  at  once  say,  let  their 
lies  and  the  petition  which  contained  them 
lie  quiet  on  the  Table.  It  was  satisfactory, 
however,  to  find  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  petition  did  not  coin- 
cide with  its  subscribers  in  the  charges 
which  it  contained. 

Mr.  Trevor  begged  to  say,  that  he  had 
only  expressed  himself  as  not  participat- 
ing in  the  charge  of  perjury  which  it  had 
been  alleged  that  the  petition  set  forth, 
though  for  his  own  part  he  had  been  unable 
to  discover  any  such  charge. 

Mr.  O'Cofme/Z  said,  that  if  certain  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  were  not  directly 
charged  with  perjury  by  the  petitioners, 
there  was,  at  any  rate,  set  forth  a  very  un- 
equivocal sort  of  insinuation  to  that  pur- 
pose; and  he  would  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman'^  good  taste  and  judgment 
whether  this  latter  method  of  attacking 
those  Members  was  not  ten'  times  more 
base  and  cowardly  than  a  direct  charge? 
There  was  a  method  of  meeting  a  direct 
charge  put  in  an  honest  and  manly  way, 
but  there  was  none  of  answering  a  charge 
when  made  in  the  contemptible  shape  of 
an  insinuation.  If  any  hon.  Members 
agreed  with  the  petitioners  in  their  senti- 
ments on  this  subject,  he  wished  they 
would  get  up  and  make  a  decided  and 
positive  charge,  instead  of  leaving  the 
matter  to  be  brought  forward  in  the  shape 
of  these  contemptible  and  cowardly  insi- 
nuations, fit  only  to  form  part  of  the  ri- 
baldry of  certam  newspapers.  In  reference 
to  one  subject  alluded  to  by  the  petitioners, 
be  would  observe,  that  he  should  be  most 
glad  if  some  hon.  Member  would  bring 
forward  the  subject  of  the  Catholic  Oath 
in  the  practical  shape  of  moving  that-  it 
be  abolished.  For  bis  own  part,  though, 
of  course,  he  had  taken  the  oath,-  there 
was  one  part  of  it  which  he  did  not  like 
— he  referred  to  the  words  '*  Protestant 
Government."'  He  could  not  understand 
what  was  meant  by  calling  this  Govern- 
ment a  Protestant  Government,  when,  in 
fact,  there  were  only  three  offices  to  which 
Roman  Catholics  were  not  eligible.  He 
had  concluded,  however,  that  it  meant  the 
**  existing  Government,''  and  in  this  sense 
he  had  taken  it ;  and  he  had  more  than 
once  explained  to  the  House  that  this  was 
his  construction  of  the  words,  and  had 
called  upon  any  hon.  Member  who  could 
^roye  him  to  be  wrong  in  it,  to  move  his 


expulsion.  In  the  course  of  last  Session^ 
the  *'  existing  Government"  had  expressed 
their  entire  concurrence  in  the  meaning 
he  had  adopted,  and  no  hon.  Member  had 
had  the  courage  to  take  up  the  challenge 
he  had  thrown  out.  As  to  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, he  saw  nothing  in  the  oath  he  had 
taken  which  should  prevent  his  voting 
for  it,  for  he  saw  nothing  in  it  to  injure  the 
Protestant  Church ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
measure  proposed  appeared  to  him  emi- 
nently calculated  to  preserve  that  Estab- 
lishment. He  should  have  voted  precisely 
the  same  way  if  it  had  been  the  Catholic 
Church  which  was  in  possession  of  reve. 
nues  so  disproportioned  as  the  revenues 
now  in  question  were  to  the  extent  of  the 
riecipients  of  its  spiritual  instruction.  He 
would  have  done  so  from  a  conviction  that 
the  scandalous  robbery,  the  gross  pecula- 
tion, and  disgraceful  love  of  the  mammon 
of  the  world,  which  necessarily  arose  out 
of  such  a  state  of  things,  would  inevitably 
infringe  upon,  and  destroy  all  respect  for, 
true  religion,  and  its  ministers,  feedings 
fattening,  gorged,  on  the  plunder  of  Pro- 
testants, who,  under  the  supposed  circum- 
stances, would  constitute  the  overwhelming 
majority.  He  would  have  done  so  as  a 
Catholic  anxious  to  remove  the  causes 
which '^  he  should  bold  as  tending  to  pre- 
vent Protestants  from  considering  the 
truths  and  embracing  the  principles  of  the 
Catholic  faith.  Why  should  not  the 
Protestant  Members  look  at  the  question 
in  a  similar  point  of  view?  To  what  did 
I  hey  attribute  the  fact,  that  during  all  the 
past  ages  Protestantism  had  made  so  little 
way  in  Ireland,  believing,  as  they  did,  that 
faith  to  be  the  true  one,  and  knowing,  as 
they  did,  that  truth  in  almost  all  cases  was 
omnipoteut?  Must  they  not  consider 
that  their  religion  has  not  had  fair  play  ? 
Must  they  not  feel  that  a  very  natural 
prejudice  had  been  created  and  continued 
against  it  by  the  excessive  and  overgrown 
wealth  of  its  clergy,  and  the  nature  of  that 
wealth,  and  by  the  injustice  and  oppres- 
sion which  the  Irish  nation  suffered  in 
their  political  degradation.  If  other 
reasons  could  be  assigned  why  the  Catho- 
lics did  not  become  Protestants,  they 
were,  probably,  **  prejudice  or  ignorance. ' 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  that  people  knew 
that  the  whole  of  the  Church-property  in 
Ireland  had  been  originally  given  for 
Catholic  purposes,  such  as  the  education 
of  CatholicSi   the   maintenance  of  the 
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which  forbade  the  one,  bad  a  right  to 
prohibit  the  other.  That  the  Roman 
Catholics  abhorred  the  taking  an  oath 
against  their  consciences,  was  put  beyond 
the  doubt  of  all  but  the  roost  unblushing 
calumniators,  by  the  fact,  that  for  so  many 
years  they  had  been  kept  out  of  Parliament 
solely  from  their  conscientious  feeling  in 
this  respect.  In  conclusion 9  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  would 
before  long  make  some  Motion  on  the 
subject  of  this  oath.  As  to  the  ribaldry 
of  South  Lancashire,  or  the  lies  of  Durham, 
they  excited  nothing  but  his  contemptuous 
compassion. 

The  Petition  was  laid  on  the  Table. 


Catholic  clergy,  the  celebration  of  mass, 
prayers  for  the  dead,  releasing  souls  from 
purgatory.  ["  iVb,  no  /  "]  Surely  the 
hon.  Member  who  cried  '*  No,  no ! "  could 
not  be  so  totally  ignorant  of  history  as  not 
to  know  that  such  was  the  nature  of  the 
original  endowments?  At  any  rate,  the 
Irish  people  knew  it,  and  this  knowledge 
in  no  slight  degree  aggravated  their  sense 
of  the  injustice  under  which  they  suffered. 
It  might,  perhaps,  be  said,  too,  that  the 
Catholics  did  not  become  Protestants  be- 
cause of  their  ignorance.  Now,  what  was 
the  object  of  the  noble  Lord's  proposed 
Bill  ?  First,  of  course,  that  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  Protestants  in  Ireland  should 
be  fully  taken  care  of.  Surely  this  was 
all  that  was  necessary  for  them !  Oh  no : 
it  was  not  the  actual  spiritual  wants  of  the 
Protestants  there  that  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  confined  their  aspirations  to ; — 
what  they  wanted  was  the  pounds,  shil- 
lings,  and  pence  of  the  establishment.  Oh 
shame  !  he  would  exclaim,  upon  those 
who  looked  upon  religion,  not  as  a  pure 
feeling  between  man  and  his  Creator,  but 
as  a  mere  vehicle  for  realizing  paltry  pelf, 
and  enriching  themsdves  with  the  mam- 
mon of  the  world.  But,  admitting  that 
it  was  the  ignorance  of  the  Catholics 
which  kept  them  from  becoming  Protest- 
ants, surely  no  hon.  Member  could  con- 
ceive a  more  advantageous  or  glorious 
mode  of  bestowing  the  surplus  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland's  revenues  than  in 
freeing  the  Catholics  from  the  deplorable 
ignorance  described,  and  thus  enabling 
them  to  appreciate  the  superior  claims  of 
the  Protestant  faith.  All  he  asked  was, 
that,  after  educating  the  Catholics,  they 
would  give  both  religions  a  clear  stage 
and  no  favour,  and  God  defend  the  right. 
It  had  been  said  as  much  as  that  the  oaths 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Members  were  of 
no  force  as  regarded  the  approaching 
subject,  for  that  there  were  decrees  of  the 
Popes  against  taking  oaths  prejudicial  to 
the  interests  of  the  Church,  and  absolving 
Members  from  perjury  who  forswore  them. 
But  this  point  had  been  misrepresented.  The 
decrees  in  question  did  not  acquit  a  man  of 
peijury  who  had  made  oaths  and  violated 
them,  but  declared  the  perjury  to  consist 
in  the  taking  of  oaths  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  the  Church — not  in  breaking 
them.  In  the  Catechism  which  he  had 
learnt  from,  perjury  was  defined  the 
breaking  of  a  lawful  oath)  and  the  making 
an   unlawful  one.    The  same  authority 


St.  Pancras  Pavihg  Bill.]  Sir 
Samuel  Whalley  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  St.  Pancras  Paving  Bill. 

Lord  Stormont  opposed  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the  ground,  that  it 
was  intended  to  amalgamate  the  several 
distinct  Boards  of  the  parish  into  one 
Board,  and  thereby  to  saddle  the  exorbitant 
debts  of  some  of  the  di.'^tricts  upon  the 
rest.  The  parish  was  divided  into  nine- 
teen districts,  but  so  much  opposition  waa 
anticipated  from  two  of  them,  that  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  had  thought  proper 
to  omit  them.  He  concluded  by  moving^ 
"  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  six  months.'* 

Mr.  Tooke  having  opposed  the  Bill 
during  the  last  Session,  he  now  saw  no 
reason  to  alter  his  opinion.  The  public 
would  g^in  nothing  from  the  proposed 
change,  for  the  power  of  the  Committee 
would  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Vestry, 
very  few  of  whom  attended.  He  had 
presented  several  petitions  from  inhabit- 
ants, and  more  had  been  presented  from 
bond-holders,  who  were  of  opinion,  that 
their  claims  would  be  prejudiced,  by 
having  a  fluctuating  body  like  the  Vestry 
substituted  for  the  respectable  trustees. 
He,  therefore,  with  pleasure  seconded  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Hume  would  ask,  whether  it  was 
fit  that  seventeen  Boards  should  exist 
with  500  members,  while  the  parish  had  a 
respectable  Vestry  of  100  individuals 
elected  by  open  poll  ?  It  would  give  a 
greater  security  to  the  bond-holders  than 
they  had  now.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  let  the  Bill  pass  the  second 
reading,  and  in  the  Committee  every  dis* 
position  would  be  shown  to  afford  the  best 
security  to  every  individual. 


187        Jtinuml  of  A$$iee$       {COMMONS} 


{trehnd^J 


188 


Mr«  Wilki  Maid,  that,  though  at  the  rbk 
of  the  censure  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  wae 
prepaved  to  gife  a  vote  against  the  Bill,  as 
ne  had  done  before^  and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would,  as  they  had  done  before, 
throw  out  the  BilL  Parliament  had  no 
right  to  abolish  the  security  of  any  indi- 
vidual who  had  lent  his  money  upon  the 
full  security  of  the  rates,  bridges^  &c., 
which  they  now  had. 

Sir  Samuel  Whalley  said,  that  by  the 
Bill,  the  Vestry  were  enjoined  to  raise  a 
particular  rate  for  the  payment  of  the 
interest  and  capital  of  the  debt,  so  that 
the  House  would  see  at  once,  that  the 
security  was  not  in  the  least  iqipaired. 
The  last  Bill  was  thrown  out  because  it 
was  opposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel),  who  said,  "  except  the 
Foundling  Estates,  and  I  will  TOte  for  the 
seoond  reading,'^  they  had  now  excepted 
those  estates,  in  justice,  not  to  him  only, 
but  to  the  case  itself,  for  they  were  situated 
in  two  different  parishes. 

Sir  Robert  In^lii  said,  the  case  was  not 
one  of  party  politics  at  ail,  and  be  trusted 
that  the  day  would  never  come  when  local 
Bills  would  be  so  decided.  Though  St. 
Flancras  was  called  a  parish,  it  was  not  to 
be  confounded  with  those  small  parishes 
common  in  other  parts.  It  covered  a  very 
large  extent  of  ground,  and  contained 
both  town  and  country  parts^-then  was  it 
fair  that  those  country  parts  should  be 
under  the  same  regulation  as  the  town  ones* 
He  trusted  that  the  Bill  would  be  thrown 
out  by  as  large  a  majority  as  had  taken 
that  course  last  year. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  hoped  the  Bill  would 
pass.  He  would  vote  for  the  second 
reading,  on  account  of  his  abhorrence  of 
any  public  business  being  done  by  self- 
elected  bodies. 

Mr.  Byn^  would  vote  for  the  seoond 
reading,  as  he  thought  it  would  be  much 
to  the  advantsge  of  the  perish,  by  abolish- 
ing a  great  number  of  useless  Boards. 

Mr.  Henry  Lytton  Bulwer  rose,  amidst 
loud  cries  of  *'  Divide,  divide.''  He  said, 
he  would  support  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  was  sure  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  been  in  his 
place,  it  would  have  had  his  support. 

The  House  divided  ou  the  original  Mo- 
tion :  Ayes  113 ;  Noes  116-«Majority  2. 

Remotal  of  Assizes  (Ireland).]  Mr. 
O'Loughlen  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Assize  (Ireland)  Removal  Bill. 


Colonel  CmioUy  begged  leave  to  dtrect 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion to  the  county  of  Kildare,  with 
reference  to  Uiis  measure. 

Mr.  Barron  rose  to  oppose  it.  He  did 
so,  first,  because  it  gave  an  undue  power 
to  the  Privy  Council  of  Ireland.  And, 
secondly,  because  the  Bill  did  not  repre- 
sent the  people  of  Ireland  generally.  He 
would  let  the  House  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  Some  years  ago  the 
assizes  had  been  removed  to  the  city  of 
Waterford,  and  the  people  of  Dungarvon 
(the  town  which  the  right  hon.  Solicitor* 
General  represented)  had  resolved  to 
support  no  candidate  who  did  not  pledge 
himself  to  support  the  removal  Bill. 
There  had  been  meetings  held,  and  peti- 
tions got  up,  it  was  true :  but  where  were 
the  meetings  held  ?  In  the  town  of  Dun- 
garvon, and  no  person  dared  to  oppose 
the  measure  there,  for  fear  he  should  be 
beaten  out  of  the  town.  But  meetings 
were  held  in  other  parts  of  the  county, 
and  directly  oootrary  petitions  were  adopt- 
ed. He  would  admit  the  town  of  Dun- 
garvon was  best  situated  of  the  two,  in 
regard  to  the  gentry  of  the  county,  the 
Members  of  the  Privy  Councfl^  end  such 
persons:  but  this  town,  so  much  ap- 
plauded for  its  *'  centrical  titaatioo/' 
was  actually  situated  at  the  comer 
of  the  county  on  the  sea  coast.  He 
maintained,  therefore,  that  though  the 
Bill  might  be  beneficial  to  the  con- 
stitueqts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  was  not  so  to  the  great  body  of  the 
people  of  Ireland;  and  he  should  there- 
fore move  as  an  amendment,  **  That  this 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
n^onths.'' 

Mr.  Wy$e  rose  to  second  the  amend- 
ment. Most  of  the  towns  of  Ireland  were 
situated  at  a  considerable  distance  from 
the  extreme  parts  of  the  countv ;  take,  for 
instance,  the  towns  of  Wexford,  Cork, 
Limerick,  and  many  others,  and  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  remove 
the  assizes  in  these  cases  in  the  same  way 
as  in  that  of  Waterford?  And  then, 
where  was  local  taxation  to  end?  One 
tax  after  another  was  thrown  npon  the 
counties  of  Ireland  ;  the  county  cess,  for 
instance,  produced  nearly  900,0002.,almost 
one*fourth  of  the  whole  taxation  of  that 
amount  the  city  of  Waterford  contributed, 
from  nineteen  to  twenty  thousand  pounds ; 
in  addition  to  that  they  were  burdened 
with   a   very  considerable  sum  for  the 
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luoalic  asylttm^  and  otber  cbaritkft ;  and 
still  with  that  vast  taxation  it  was  pro- 
posed to  saddle  them  with  the  necessity 
of  paying  for  new  gaols  and  workhouses, 
which  would  be  the  immediate  result  of 
the  Bill*  Another  point  to  be  considered 
was,  that  the  County  Assizes  were  trans- 
ferred from  the  city  to  Dungarvon  (he 
took  these  merely  as  illustrations).  Now, 
there  were  institutions  in  which  the  county 
and  city  of  Waterford  necessarily  com- 
binedy  which  were  supported  by  the  Grand 
Juries  of  the  county  and  of  the  city. 
What  inconvenience  must  result  from  add- 
ing to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  city  and  the 
Grand  Jury  of  theoounty,  that  of  Dungar- 
von, when  their  aim  should  be  to  consoli- 
date the  institutions  of  the  kingdom  as 
much  as  possible.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor-General  would  find  the 
opposition  to  his  Bill  extended  to  other 
counties  besides  that  of  Waterford.  There 
was  a  general  feeling  of  hostility  to  the 
Privy  Council  jurisdiction.  He  (Mr.Wyse) 
was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  think  it  better  that  the  House 
should  be  umpire  upon  these  occasions, 
instead  of  giving  such  a  power  to  indi- 
viduals whom  the  nation  would  not  trust, 
and  thus  open  a  door  to  litigation  in  the 
several  counties  of  Ireland,  dividing  one 
part  of  the  conncil  against  another,  and 
thus  defeat  the  very  object  they  had  in 
view.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  withdraw,  upon  further  consi- 
deration, his  Bill  for  the  present  They 
were  burdened  with  numbers  of  public 
duties  of  far  greater  importance ;  and  as 
for  a  local  Bill  of  that  kind,  it  was  not  at 
such  a  moment  that  it  should  be  intro- 
duced; or,  if  introduced,  persisted  in. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  seconding 
the  amendmentf 

Mr.  /.  Qrattan  hoped  the  learned  Soli- 
citor-General would  withdraw  his  Motion, 
till  there  was  a  general  call  upon  him  for 
it.  It  was  mischievous,  at  such  a  period, 
to  introduce  such  a  Bill. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  he  could  not  see 
why  a  measure,  which  had  proved  advan- 
tageous for  England,  should  not  prove 
equally  so  for  Ireland*  He  thought  the 
question  of  removals  could  be  discussed 
before  as  disinterested  a  tribunal  in  the 
Privy  Council  .as  before  that  House.  It 
had  been  urged  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor- General  might  have  been  biassed 
by  the  peculiar  circumstances  and  interests 
of  his  constituents.     He  (Lord  Morpeth)  t 


did  not  beUeve  that*  But  what  he  km 
to  suggest  to  the  House  was,  that  hon« 
Members  who  might  be  opposed  to  th^ 
measure  would  suffer  it  to  be  read  a 
second  time,  on  his  undertaking,  not  only 
that  it  should  not  be  pressed  further  till 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney-General  for 
Ireland  was  in  his  place,  but  till  they  had 
had  the  opportunity  of  consulting  the 
representatives  of  all  parts  of  Ireland* 

Mr,  Walker  thought  they  should  assi- 
milate, as  far  as  possible,  the  law  of 
England  and  Ireland,  But  as  to  the 
Privy  Council  of  Ireland  no  body  could 
deny  that  they  were  tinctured,  deeply 
tinctured,  with  intolerance.  Now  if  they 
were  satisfied  that  the  Liberal  Government 
would  continue  always,  he,  for  one,  would 
not  object  to  giving  the  Privy  Council  the 
power  proposed  to  be  given  them.  Bat 
they  knew  that  Government  could  change* 
and  it  might  change  still ;  he  hoped  while 
they  continued  true  to  their  principles 
they  would  not  change;  but  still  they 
might.  Now  the  Bill  gave  a  power  to  the 
Privy  Council  of  Ireland,  which  was  not 
given  to  that  of  England,  and  therefore 
be  denied  that  it  was  assimilating  the  law 
of  the  two  countries*  It  had  teen  said, 
'^  there  was  the  control  of  the  Grand 
Juries."  But  the  Grand  Juries  were  exactly 
constituted  as  the  Privy  Council.  He 
defied  any  man  to  point  out  one  liberal 
man  among  them.  And  who  appointed 
the  Petty  Juries?  who  the  Orange  She« 
riffs  ?  Now,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wish-* 
ed  to  assimilate,  why  did  he  not  assimilate 
the  Grand  Juries,  and  the  Petty  Juries,  and 
the  Privy  Councils  of  the  two  countries  ? 
The  Bill  was  introduced  merely  for  the 
sake  of  the  electors  of  Dungarvon,  and  ho 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  with* 
draw  his  Bill. 

The  Attarney^Oeneral  said»  the  Bill 
was  a  copy  of  one  which  he  had  intra* 
duced  for  Engbnd,  which  had  passed 
without  opposition,  and  proved  very  bMe-* 
ficial.  He  hoped  there  would  be  no  op«» 
position,  at  least  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  ODwyer  could  not  help  thinking 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Soli- 
citor-General had  been  dealt  with  rather 
harshly.  Any  one  who  knew  him  would 
be  oonviqoed  that  his  motives  were 
pure  and  disinterested*  There  could  bo 
no  doubt  that  the  Bill  would  be  advan- 
tageous, particularly  in  such  cases  as  the 
eounty  of  Cork,  where  there  were  parts  of 
the  county  70  or  80  miles  from  the  assise 
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towD.  He  acquiesced  entirely  in  the 
ioggestion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  but  would  beg  leave  to 
propose,  that  when  a  removal  was  con- 
templated, notice  should  be  given,  that  on 
a  certain  day  the  Privy  Council  would 
entertain  the  question ;  and  that  any  party 
might  by  counsel,  or  in  person,  appear 
before  it,  and  show  cause  for  or  against 
the  proposed  removal. 

Mr.  Barron  was  willing  to  allow  that 
the  matter  was  pressed  on  Mr.  O'Loghlen 
by  his  constituents,  and  by  reason  of  his 
connection  with  the  town  he  could  not 
avoid  takine  such  a  pait  in  the  question. 
However,  if  the  House  were  willing  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  he  was 
satisfied. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  was  astonished 
at  the  nature  of  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  for  there  was  no  real  foundation  for 
such  opposition.   He  heard  two  objections 
stated^-one    on    the     ground     of    Mr. 
0*Loghlen's    connexion   with  the  town, 
the  other  lay  to  the  interference  of  the 
Privy  Council  in  Ireland.    Now  he  would 
distinctly  aver  that  Mr.  0*Loghlen  did 
not  deserve  the  unhandsome  imputations 
cast  upon  the  integrity  of  his   motives. 
His  character  was  for  above  them.    The 
Bill  was  a  very  good  one,  and  of  great 
convenience  to   the  inhabitants  of   the 
connty.      The  assizes  being  held  in  cer« 
tain  county  towns    caused  great  incon- 
venience and  loss  to  the  people.    Appeals 
from  the  Civil   Bill  Courts   lay  to  the 
Judges  of  Assize.    In  these  the  poor  were 
diiefly  concerned,  the  sums  under  dispute 
varying  from  ten  shillings  to  ten  pounds. 
The  expense  to  the  poor,  who  in  many 
cases  had  to  go  a  aistance  of  seventy 
Irish  miles  to  the  assizes,  was  attended 
with  great  hardship   and  expense.    The 
attack   n  the  Privy  Council  was  equally 
unfair  and  untrue,  for  a  more  honourable 
body  of  men  did  not  exist,  either  in  Ire- 
land or  England.     It  consisted  of  men  of 
all  shades  of  politics  and  degrees  of  liber- 
ality, as  it  was  called.     Were  the  Duke 
of  Leinster  and  Lord  Cloncurry  men  op- 
posed to  the  popular  interest  ?    Was  the 
Earl  of  Kenmare  hostile  to  the  interests  of 
the  Catholic  party  ?   In  Ireland  any  mem- 
ber might  attend  a  meeting  of  the  Council 
without  a  summons.     He  believed  it  was 
usual  in  England  that  the  members^should 
be  summoned.    So  that  the  decisions  of 
the  Privy  Council  might  be  considered  as 
fair  and  impartial.     He  would  support 
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the  second  reading,  as  he  was  convmcecf 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  pass. 

Mr.  Lynch  was  an  impartial  witness 
on  the  occasion,    although  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  a   town  in    which 
assizes  were  held;    for  that  town  was  a 
county  of  itself,  which  necessarily  caused 
the  assizes  to  be  hoiden  there,  and  it  was 
in  the  centre  of  the  county  in  which  it  was 
situated  —  therefore  there  could  be   no 
fear  in   respect  to  Gal  way.      He  knew 
nothing  of  the  disputes  between  Dungar- 
von  and  the  city  of  Waterford,  nor  did 
he  care  for  them  ;   but  he  was  convinced 
that  the  motives  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  in  introducing  the  Bill  were  pure, 
and  for  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  pub- 
lic good ;   and  this  was  the  first  time  he 
heard  it  stated  as  an  objection  to  an  hon. 
Gentleman's  bringing  forward  a  measure, 
that  in  so  doing  he  consulted  the  wishes 
of  his  constituents.     It  was   with  con- 
siderable pain  he  differed  from  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  but  he  objected  to 
the  Bill,  and  to  the  tribunal  to  whose  de- 
cision the  Bill  referred   such  important 
matter — for  although  he  did  entertain, 
with  many  other  hon.  Members,  great 
respect  for  several  individuals.  Members 
of  the  Irish  Privy  Coundl,  the  question 
was,  ''had  the  people  of  Ireland  confi- 
dence in   that   tribunal?"    He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  they  had  not.    The 
case  of  England  did  not  apply ;  the  peo- 
ple of  England  might  have  confidence  in 
their   Privy  Council— it   was  differently 
constituted,  and  there  were  not  the  same 
party  and  religious  views.     He  was  in 
favour  of  assimilating  the  laws  of  the  two 
countries,  as  insisted   upon  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Attorney  General, 
but  he  would  commence  the  assimilation 
by  giving  to  Ireland  a  good  Reform  Bill, 
a  good  Registration    Bill,  and  a  good 
Municipal  Reform  Bill,  but  he  would  not 
commence  by  any  measure  which  would 
throw  such  increased  power  into  the  hands 
of  Government.      Could    he  be  always 
certain  that  the  country  would  possess, 
as  at  present,  a  liberal  Government,  these 
objections  would,  in  a  great  measure,  be 
removed.    But  another  and  a  great  diffi- 
culty would  still  remain — the  increased 
taxation  of  the  country — for,  as  admitted 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  erect  new  jails,  and  new 
court-houses.    How  could  the   country, 
in  its  present  distressed  and  impoverished 
condition,  bear  increased  taxation  7    This 
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conjoint  approbation  of  the  Grand  Jury 

and  Privy  Council  should  be  attended  to. 

Sir  lUckard  Musgrave  said,  the  ma- 


taxation,  rendered  necessary  by  the.Bi]l« 
afforded  the  only  check  upon  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  Frivy  Council;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
had  sufficient  confidence  in  the  Grand 
Juries  of  many  counties  in  that  kingdom 
to  induce  them  to  look  upon  their  sanction 
as  a  sufficient  safeguard.  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  assured  the 
House,  that  this  Bill  would  not  be  pressed 
forward,  if  read  a  second  time,  until  the 
sentiments  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
ascertained.  He  saw  no  difference  between 
that  and  postponing  the  second  reading,  to 
which  he  prayed  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  consent.  If  particular  circum- 
stances called  for  interference,  an  Act  of 
Parliament  might  be  obtained,  as  in  the 
case  of  TuUamore. 

Mr.  Firm  said,  he  had  an  instinctive 
distrust  of  the  Privy  Council,  whose 
powers  the  Irish  people  would  diminish 
as  much  as  they  could. 

Sir  Robert  nateson  remarked  on  the 
unusual  want  of  harmony  between  the 
self- styled  Liberals  on  the  other  aide. 
Even  on  a  question  of  liberalitv  they 
could  not  agree,  each  individual  claiming 
the  palm  of  liberality  and  integrity  to 
himself.  But  he  (Sir  R.  Bateson)  could 
not  concede  that  those  who  assumed  so 
much  liberality  were  iu  truth  liberal.  It 
was  by  acts  and  not  by  professions,  or 
assumptions,  that  liberality  should  be 
tested.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
said  there  was  no  liberality  in  the  Privy 
Council  or  Grand  Juries.  But  could  it 
be  said  that  it  was  to  be  found  among 
those  who  had  so  presumptuously  arrogat- 
ed it  to  themselves  ?  He  bad  been  attend- 
ing Grand  Juries  for  thirty  years,  and  he 
could  declare  that  a  more  upright,  liberal, 
and  honourable  body  of  men  could  not 
be  found  than  those  who  were  so  foully, 
wantonly,  and  factiously  maligned.  In 
the  Acts  of  Grand  Juries  there  was  cer- 
tainly more  liberality  than  in  those  of  their 
accusers.  He  should,  perhaps,  have  better 
consulted  the  dignity  of  Grand  Jurors  by 
treating  the  attacks  upon  them  with  silent 
indifference.  As  to  the  Question  before 
the  House,  he  thought  the  assizes  should 
be  held  in  a  central  town  in  every  county. 
In  the  county  of  Antrim,  for  instance,  the 
assizes  were  neld  in  a  corner  of  the  county, 
and  it  was  a  great  hardship  on  witnesses 
and  jurors  to  attend  them.  So  great  was 
the  inconvenience  felt  that  most  of  the 
Gentlemen  wished  for   a  change.    The 
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jority  of  the  Irish  Members  were  opposed 
to  the  Bill ;  and  a  public  meeting,  con- 
vened by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  several 
Magistrates  condemned  its  provisions. 

Mr.  Shaw  vindicated  the  character  of. 
the  Privy  Council  and  Grand  Juries.  The 
Privy  Council  did  not  in  the  present  case 
sit  in  open  court,  as  they  did  when  they 
sat  judicially,  but  merely  attended  as  a 
mere  matter  of  form  to  give  a  sanction  t» 
the  Act  of  the  Government.  The  Act 
complained  of  was  the  Act  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  attacks  on  the  Privy 
Council  could  only  have  proceeded  from 
the  grossest  ignorance.  He  lamented 
that  a  simple  Bill,  having  for  its  object 
the  speedy  and  cheap  administration  of 
justice,  should  be  thus  made  a  Questioa 
of  party.    He  would  support  the  Bill. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

Mbrchakt  Seamen.]  The  House 
went  into  Committee  upon  the  Merchant 
Seamen's  Bill. 

The  Clauses  to  the  Seventh  were 
agreed  to. 

On  Clause  Seven  being  proposed, 

Mr.  Carru/Aers  suggested,  that  absence 
from  the  vessel  twenty-four  hours  before 
the  ship  sailed  should  be  visited  by  the 
deprivation  of  a  week's  pay,  instead  of 
two  days. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  undoubt- 
edly, where  the  interests  of  the  owners 
were  most  deeply  embarked,  and  exposed 
to  the  most  risk,  it  would  be  right  that 
the  danger  of  desertion  should  be  met  by 
a  very  heavy  penalty. 

Mr.  George  P.  Young  remarkedi  that 
in  order  to  bring  the  Question  to  a  de- 
finitive conclusion,  he  would  submit  as  an 
Amendment,  that  after  the  words  '*  period 
of  time,*'  in  the  twenty-first  line,  the  fol- 
lowing words  should  be  inserted: — "or 
that  the  master  shall  be  at  liberty  to  hire 
two  other  men,  and  to  deduct  wages  for 
the  persons  hired  from  the  wages  of  the 
person  so  absenting  himself." 

Mr.  Robinson  remarked,  that  the  sailors 
would  not  mind  sacrificing  one  day's  pay 
to  have  their  twenty-four  hoors  on  shore 
before  the  vessel  sailed.  If  three  days 
were  inserted  instead  of  two,  it  would 
satisfy  him. 

Alderman  Thompson  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  what  the  state  of  the  law 
H 


Ift5'       il^rehani  Siamin*         {COMMONS}         Merchant  Seaimen.  198 


oti  this  point  vtM  at  the  present  time.  If 
a  seaman  absented  himself  for  one  day 
while  the  vessel  was  loading  or  unloading,  he 
forfeited  the  whole  of  his  wages,  whereas, 
astbe  clause  would  stand,  hecould  only  lose 
lOs,  As  the  clause  stood,  it  would  be  very 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the  ship- 
owners. 

Sir  James  Graham  was  understood  to 
deny,  that  under  the  present  law  seamen 
were  liable  to  the  forfeiture  of  the  whole 
of  their  wages  under  the  present  circum- 
stances mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  remarked,  that 
though  the  law  might  not  possibly  enjoin 
it,  It  permitted  this  forfeiture  to  be  ex- 
acted, and  it  was  the  universal  practice  in 
ships'  articles  to  put  in  a  clause  stipu- 
lating that  twenty-four  hours*  absence 
from  the  ship,  while  loading  or  unloading, 
flihould  be  considered  as  desertion,  and  be 
punished  by  the  forfeiture  of  the  whole  of 
the  absentee's  wages. 

The  Solicitor  General  thought  that  the 
dieck  to  be  imposed  on  seamen's  quitting 
ihe  vessel  ought  to  be  as  small  as  was 
consistent  with  the  safety  of  the  owners. 
R^  did  consider  that  the  loss  of  two  days' 
wages  was  sufficient  to  prevent  absence. 
Eventtially,  it  was  agreed  that  words 
should  be  added  to  the  clause  enabling 
the  owner  to  make  the  sailor  re-imburse 
any  expense  occasioned  by  his  absence. 
On  the  Eleventh  Clause, 
Mr.  Chapman  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment, that  the  word  "  ten  "  should  be  left 
out,  and  the  word  "  three**  substituted  in 
its  place,  whereby  seamen  would  have  a 
right  to  demand  the  full  arrear  of  payment 
due  to  them  within  three  days  after  their 
arrival  at  home,  instead  of  within  ten  days, 
as  was  proposed  by  the  original  clause. 
The  hon.  Member  considered  that  the  evil 
of  allowing  sailors  to  wander  up  and 
down  the  streets  for  ten  days  after  their 
arrival  in  England,  exposed  to  all  the 
temptations  that  beset  them,  before  they 
could  go  to  their  friends  in  the  country 
with  their  wages,  or  send  their  money  to 
their  friends,  would  be,  in  a  great  measure, 
avoided  by  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  Young  objected  to  the  Amendment, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  captain  to  know  for  what  embezzle- 
ment sailors  might  have  to  be  answerable 
until  after  the  cargo  was  discharged,  and 
it  was  only  in  very  rare  instances  that  the 
bargo  could  be  discharged  within  three 
days  after  arrival. 


Sir  James  Chraham  said,  this  clause  had 
been  originally  framed  so  as  to  prevent 
the  evil  effects  which  too  frequently  re- 
sulted from  the  sailor  having  the  whole 
of  his  pay  the  moment  he  got  on  shore* 
Unused  as  he  had  been  to  all  indulgence 
during  a  long  voyage,  the  sailor  joined 
often  the  first  idle  person  he  met,  displayed 
his  money,  and  became  a  dupe  to  persons 
who  were  always,  of  course,  lying  in  wait 
for  such  inconsiderate  persons.  As  to 
the  danger  there  might  arise  to  the  captain 
who  was  answerable  for  everything  on 
board  to  his  owners,  and  whose  best 
security  against  embezzlement  by  the 
sailors  arose  out  of  the  sailor  having  to 
wait  some  time  before  his  wages  were 
handed  over  to  him,  which  afforded  time 
to  investigate  whether  any  embezzlement 
had  taken  place,  he  assured  the  hon. 
Member  there  would  be  found  sufficient 
security  in  another  clause  in  the  Bill  to 
which  their  attention  would  be  subse- 
quently directed. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  Seventeen  being  proposed, 

Mr.  Buckingham  observed,  that  last 
year  he  had  entertained,  in  common  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  desire  of 
seeing  a  system  of  nominat  registration, 
or  registration  by  name,  establi^ed;  but 
the  present  clause  simply  proposed  a  re- 
gistring  of  the  classes  and  numbers  of  the 
seamen.  He  (Mr.  Buckingham)  was 
anxious  to  see  a  system  of  nominal  regis- 
tration in  operation,  because  it  would  form 
the  basis  of  a  system  of  ballot  and  do 
away  with  impressment. 

Sir  James  Graham  was  most  anxious  to 
see  a  system  of  nominal  registration.  If 
adopted,  he  thought  it  would  be  suc- 
cessful, but,  at  the  same  time,  what  he 
now  proposed  would  effect  a  most  material 
object,  Dy  enabling  the  Government  to 
ascertain  the  precise  state  of  the  maritime 
population,  while  it  would  be  a  step 
towards  that  more  perfect  system  which 
would  accomplish  the  important  national 
object  which  he,  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield,  had  anxiously  in  view— *the 
speedy  and  total  abolition  of  Impressment 
in  the  navy. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  Twenty-ninth  Clause,  which 
provided  that  masters  or  owners  of  vessels 
of  the  burden  of  eighty  tons  and  upwards 
should  be  required  to  take  parish  ap- 
prentices, or  forfeit  to  the  use  or  the  parish 
the  sum  of  10/. 
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Mr,  llohinson  oh^etved,  that  lie  felt 
obliged,  at  the  risk  of  disturbing  the 
unaDimity  which  prevailed  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  provision  of  the  Bill, 
to  object  to  the  clause  which  had 
just  been  proposed.  It  appeared  to 
be  directed  to  the  accomplishment  of 
two  objects;  first,  to  oblige  the  owners 
and  masters  of  vessels  to  employ  a  certain 
number  of  apprentices,  with  a  prospective 
view  of  rendering  them  available,  if  re- 
quired, for  the  public  service.  So  far  as 
the  clause  was  meant  to  answer  that  pur- 
pose, he  had  no  objection  whatever  to  it ; 
but  the  part  of  the  proposed  clause  which 
he  was  opposed  to  was,  where  it  gave 
to  parish  officers  the  power  of  applying  to 
the  Magistrates  for  an  injunction  to  make 
it  compulsory  upon  masters  of  vessels  to 
take  into  their  service  parish  apprentices, 
when  they  did  not  appear  to  have  on 
board  the  number  of  apprentices  pro- 
vided by  this  Act.  He  considered  such 
an  interference  with  the  right  of  the 
master  to  choose  any  apprentice  he  pleased 
to  be  altogether  unjustifiable,  and  par- 
ticularly when  it  was  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  forcing  him  to  receive  into  his 
aervice  a  class  of  persons  whom  it  was 
most  improbable  that  he  would  select  if 
the  matter  were  left  to  his  own  choice. 

Sir  James  Graham  replied  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  objected  to  this 
clause  seemed  to  think  that  it  contamed 
an  innovation  in  the  laws  respecting  the 
appointment  of  parish  apprentices  to  serve 
in  merchant  vessels;  but  the  fact  was, 
that  the  principle  was  adopted  in  all  Acts 
relative  to  this  subject  since  the  time  of 
Queen  Anne.  By  the  3rd  of  Anna  it  was 
provided  that  every  master  of  a  vessel  of 
twenty  tons  burthen  should  be  liable  to 
take  parish  apprentices ;  and  in  case  of  his 
not  complying  with  this  provision  he  was 
liable  to  a  fine  of  10/.  The  clause  which 
be  (Sir  James  Graham)  had  introduced, 
only  revived  the  principle  of  the  Act  of 
Queen  Anne,  ana  differed  from  it  only  in 
these  respects,  that  it  altered  the  liability 
of  vessels  from  twenty  to  eighty  tons,  and 
directed  that  the  amount  of  10/.  only 
should  be  levied  on  the  master  in  case  of 
his  refusing  to  receive  the  apprentice  se- 
lected by  the  parish;  though  from  the 
change  in  the  value  of  money  since  the 
time  of  Queen  Anne,  he  should  be  justi- 
fied in  naming  as  high  a  sum  as  18/.  or 
20/.  The  House  could  not,  then,  fail  to 
observe,  that    instead  of   any  infliction 


being  imposed  on  the  masters  of  vessels, 
they  must  derive  considerable  advantage 
from  the  measure  which  he  had  brought 
forward. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  was  of  opinion 
that  this  clause  was  calculated  to  operate 
roost  Injuriously,  inasmuch  as  it  forced  on 
the  adoption  of  masters  of  vessels  parish 
apprentices,  who  were  a  class  of  persons 
wnom  the  masters  must  be  very  unwilling 
to  receive  into  their  eniployment,  when 
they  could  easily  procure  others  of  a  much 
superior  class,  and  more  likely  to  give 
them  satisfaction.  • 

Sir  James  Graham  protested  against 
the  supposition  of  this  clause  being  con- 
sidered compulsory  on  the  masters  of 
vessels  with  respect  to  the  reception  of 
parish  apprentices  into  their  service.  They 
need  not  take  those  persons  into  their 
employment  if  they  were  willing  to  pay  to 
the  parish  the  sum  of  10/.  And  if  in  this 
respect  they  could  be  said  to  suffer  any 
hardship,  they  suffered  in  common  with 
every  Gentleman  in  England,  who  was 
liable  to  be  called  upon  to  receive  parish 
apprentices  into  his  service.  The  policy 
of  England  had  been,  since  the  time  of 
Queen  Anne,  to  encourage  the  employ- 
ment of  her  seaport  population  in  mer^ 
chant  vessels. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  only  just 
ground  upon  which  any  alteration  ought 
to  be  made  in  the  old  laws  was,  that  they 
contained  provisions  which  were  not  re- 
concilable to  expediency  and  justice.  He 
certainly  considered  that  the  clause  in 
question  was  one  which  interfered  with 
the  free  choice  of  the  masters  of  vessels  in 
a  manner  that  was  indefensible. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  remarked,  that  the 
master  of  a  vessel  was  placed,  by  this 
Act,  on  a  superior  footing  to  the  country 
gentleman  or  shopkeeper;  for  the  latter 
were  subject  to  have  parish  apprentices 
forced  upon  them  by  the  parish  authorities 
whenever  a  vacancy  occurred  in  their 
service ;  but  the  roasters  of  vessels  were 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  clause, 
in  case  their  vessels  had  the  number  of 
apprentices  required  by  the  Act 

Mr.  ffConnell  re-called  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  fourth  clause,  by 
which  it  was  provided,  that  persons  above 
the  age  of  thirteen,  and  under  the  age  of 
twenty-one,  who  should  be  found  charge* 
able  to  the  parish,  or  whose  parents  should 
beg,  should  be  tdcen  up  and  sent  to  sea. 
This  clause   applied,  of  course,    to  the 
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United    Kingdom;    and    was 
thoaght,  of  great  hardship. . 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  such  had 
heen  the  law  in  England  for  above  a 
century,  but  there  had  .been  no  instance  of 
any  grievous  application  of  it. 

Mr.  Ewart  did  not  see  why  they  should 
not  get  rid  of  a  bad  regulation,  if  it  were 
one. 

Mr.  Pease  observed  that  if  parish  ap- 
prentices were  to  be  forced  upon  the 
owners  of  ships  in  the  way  contemplated 
by  the  Bill,  those  owners  would  never  be 
able  to  gat  respectable  apprentices  ag<tin. 

Captain  Berkeley  supported  the  clause. 
In  an  attempt  to  get  rid  of  a  great  evil,  a 
smaller  one  might  well  be  endured. 

Alderman  Thompson  stated  that  the 
ship-owners,  especially  of  Sunderland,  ob- 
jected to  the  description  of  apprentices 
which  the  Bill  would  compel  them  to  take. 
They  frequently  sent  their  own  sons  to 
sea  as  apprentices^  and  would  not  like  to 
have  for  associates  such  boys  as  those  con- 
templated by  the  Bill.  It  was  said,  indeed, 
that  the  shipowner  could  get  rid  of  the 
compulsion  by  the  payment  of  10/.  But 
was  not  such  an  option  destructive  of  the 
professed  object  in  view,  namely,  to  create 
a  nursery  for  seamen  ?  Why  should  the 
shipowner  be  prevented  from  selecting 
boys  most  fit  for  the  service. 

Sir  James  Oraham  had  no  objection  to 
withdraw  the  29th  and  SOth  clauses,  if  it 
were  understood  that  no  objection  would 
be  made  to  the  51st,  which  was  the  most 
stringent  one,  as  enabling  authorized 
persons  to  go  aboard  vessels  and  see  if 
they  had  a  proper  number  of  apprentices. 

Mr.  Young  thought  that  the  shorter 
way  would  be  to  provide  that  the  owners 
should  show  the  indentures  of  their  ap- 
prentices at  the  Custom-house,  before  the 
vessels  were  allowed  to  clear  out. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  45  being  read,  which  permits 
sailors  on  board  merchant  vessels  to  quit 
them,  and  volunteer  into  the  King's  ser- 
vice, 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  said,  that  he  could 
not  help  expressing  his  most  decided  ob- 
jection to  the  clause.  It  involved  the  in- 
fraction of  one  of  the  first  principles  of 
justice,  and  tended  to  the  demoralization 
•  of  the  seamen,  whom  it  encouraged,  after 
they  entered  into  a  solemn  agreement  with 
the  shipowners  to  serve  for  a  stipulated 
time,  to  break  through  their  compact  and 
volunteer  into  the  King's  service.      He 
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would    divide    the   Committee   on 
clause. 

Sir  James  Graham  thought  that  the* 
seamen  should  have  the  right  of  changing 
from  the  Merchants'  to  the  King's  service 
if  they  chose,  or  saw  any  advantage  in  so 
doing.  As  they  entered  voluntarily  into 
the  merchant  service,  they  ought  to  have 
the  power  of  quitting  it  when  they  pleased 
for  the  King^s  service.  He  called  upon 
the  House  not  to  reject  the  clause,  and 
stop  the  only  avenue  through  which,  on 
foreign  stations,'  the  King's  navy  could  be 
manned.  It  was  impossible  to  overrate 
the  advantages  of  this  clause,  and  he  would 
rather  renounce  the  Bill  altogether  than 
give  up  the  clause. 

Mr.  Robinson  was  sorry  to  disagree  in 
opinion  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyne- 
mouth.  It  certainly  was  a  hardship  on 
shipowners,  that  sailors  should  have  the 
power  of  quitting  their  service,  and  enter- 
ing the  Royal  navy,  before  the  voyage 
which  they  agreed  to  perform  was  finished. 
Though  he  was  a  shipwowner,  he  would 
allow  the  clause  to  pass  in  consideration 
of  the  great  question  of  public  policy  it 
involved. 

Mr.  Alsager  stated,  it  had  often  oc- 
curred to  him  to  have  a  great  portion  of 
his  crew,  as  many  as  thirty  at  a  time,  leave 
him  in  foreign  ports,  just  at  the  time  he 
most  required  their  labour,  and  go  on 
board  the  King's  ships,  induced  to  do  so, 
by  being  told  they  would  have  less  to  do, 
and  better  recompensed.  He  thought  the 
clause,  if  it  passed,  should  be  so  framed 
as  to  compel  sailors  to  finish  their  work  on 
board  merchant  vessels,  before  they  were 
allowed  to  engage  in  the  Royal  navy. 

Sir  E.  Codrington  expressed  his  appro- 
bation of  the  Clause. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  opposed  it,  as 
calculated  to  demoralize  the  British  sea- 
men. He  should  wish,  at  least,  to  have  it 
applied  only  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  Buckingham  opposed  the  clause, 
and  again  called  on  the  Government  to 
give  some  pledge  from  the  Government 
against  the  impressment  of  seamen. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  the  onlv 
argument  he  had  heard  against  the  clause 
was,  that  it  tended  to  the  immorality  of 
inducing  breaches  of  contract.  It  should, 
however,  not  be  forgotten  that  if  the  clause 
passed,  it  would  be  known  to  all  parties, 
and  it  would  be  competent  to  them  to 
frame  their  contracts  accordingly. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  supported  tb^ 
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clause,  as  being  calculated  not  only  to  do 
away  with  the  necessity  of  impressment, 
but  also  to  make  the  King's  service  more 
attractive  to  seamen. 

Admiral  Adam  said,  that  if  the  clause 
was  given  up,  the  Bill  would  entirely  fail 
in  one  of  its  principal  objects. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  that  some  provision 
ought  to  be  made,  limiting  the  extent  to 
which  volunteers  should  be  allowed  to  go 
away  from  a  merchant  ship  into  the  King^s 
service. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  the  Bill 
contained  such  a  provision  of  limitation. 
According  to  the  instructions  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  no  officer  could  unnecessa- 
rily take  men  out  of  merchant  ships. 

Captain  Berkeley  corroborated  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  added, 
that  a  proof  was  afforded  that  a  preventive 
existed  in  the  fact  that  Admiral  Sir  C.  Pa- 
get had  been  proceeded  against  for  taking 
men  out  of  an  East  Indiaman,  and  had 
been  cast  in  the  costs  of  the  trial  besides 
damages. 

Admiral  Codrington  said,  that  were  he 
the  commanding  officer,  of  an  officer  who 
had  distressed  a  merchant  ship  by  taking 
an  improper  number  of  men,  he  should 
direct  them  to  be  restored,  and  at  least 
reprimand  the  officer. 

Mr.  Bagshaw  suggested  that  the  clause 
might  limit  the  number  to  be  taken,  to  all 
over  three  men  to  every  100  tons,  which, 
as  four  men  were  counted  the  proper  com- 
plement, would  be  allowing  a  deduction  of 
25  per  cent. 

Mr.  Ruthven  said,  that  he  would  not  do 
the  naval  officers  of  the  country  the  injus- 
tice of  supposing,  that  they  would  act  im- 
properly, but  the  House  ought  not  by 
such  a  clause  as  this  to  place  temptation 
in  the  way  of  seamen,  to  break  through 
their  engagements. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Clause : 
Ayes  47  ;  Noes  16-— Majority  32. 

Li$t  of  the  Noes. 
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The  rentaining  Clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
•greed  tO|  and  the*  House  resumed. 


Foreign  Affairs. — Spain.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderry  wished  to  take  the 
opportunity  of  asking  the  nohle  Viscount 
opposite  some  questions  upon  a  most 
important  subject.  It  was  not  his  wish  to 
originate  a  discussion  on  a  subject  of  this 
deep  importance,  but  he  wished  to  ask 
some  questions.  His  first  question  was, 
whether^  since  his  accession  to  office,  any 
instructions  had  been  sent  out  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's cruisers  ofi^  the  north  coast  of 
Spain  to  place  themselves  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Queen's  Goremment  ?  Further,  to 
ask  if  the  arms  and  stores,  which  he  under- 
stood to  have  been  Aumished  by  this  coun- 
try, had  been  paid  for,  or  by  what  mode 
they  were  to  be  paid  for;  and  then, 
whether  there '  were  any  Spanish  vessels 
which  had  been  fitted  out  here,  and  what 
was  their  number,  and  at  whose  expense  ? 

Viscount  Melhmrne  said,  that  he  was 
not  informed  as  to  any  instructions  having 
been  sent  out  by  the  Admiralty ;  and  as 
to  the  ships,  we  were  bound  to  furnish 
them  by  the  treaty. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry:  How 
are  they  to  be  paid  for? 

Viscount  Melbourne  was  not  fully  in- 
formed oh  the  subject.  Had  the  noble 
Marquess.given  him  notice,  he  would  have 
informed  himself  on  the  subject.  He 
should  do  so  by  to-morrow,  and  would 
then  answer  the  question.  What  was  the 
third  question? 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry :  What 
vessels  had  been  fitted  out  here,  and  at 
whose  expense  ? 

Viscount  Melbourne  could  not  answer 
this  question  at  the  moment. 

Subject  dropped. 

Islington  Maeket.3  The  Bishop  of 
London  presented  a  Petition  from  1,754 
iuhaUtaiits  of  Islington,  in  favour  of  the 
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Islington   Market  Bill.     The  petitioners 
complained  of  the  evils  which  were  conse- 
quent   upon    the  existence  of  the  great 
metropolitan  cattle  market  in  such  a  place 
as  Smithfield;  and  they  expressed  their 
opinion^  that  these  evils  were  of  such  a 
nature  that  any  Bill  for  improving  and 
extending    Smithiield-market   would    not 
remove  them^  and  that  it  was  out  of  the  power 
of  the  Corporation  to  remedy  them.    They 
thought  that  a  ereat  part  of  these  evils 
would  he  removed  if  the  Islington  Market 
Bill  was  passed  into  a  law.    The  ohjection 
made  to  it  was^  that  it  would  enable  an 
individual  to  levy  tolls  on  all  beasts  brought 
to  Smithfield*market ;  but  that  seemed  to 
be  an  evil^  if  it  was  one^  that  would  remedy 
itself ;  while  the  moral  and  physical  mis- 
chiefs now  existing  from  the  dnvingof  cattle 
to  Smithfield-market  could  not  be  remedied 
by  any  other  measure  than  the  removal 
of  the  market.    The  Corporation  of  Lon- 
don now  opposed  the  Bill;   and  he  might, 
perhaps,  think  it  improper  to  vest  such  a 
power  in  the  hands  of  an  individual,  if  any 
body  corporate    had     come     forward    to 
remedy  the  existing  evil ;  but  as  years  had 
now  elapsed,  and  no  attempt  of  the  kind  had 
been  made,  he  thought  that  there  ought 
to  be  granted  to  an  individual  who  did  so 
the  means  of  compensation  for  his  great 
outlay.      In  his  opinion,  the  public  gra- 
titude  was  due  for  the  spirit  and  conduct 
of  an  individual  who  had   embarked  so 
large  a  sum    of  money  —  he    believed 
120,000/. — in  such  an  undertaking  as  the 
construction  of  a  market  of  this  kind,  with 
'  a  view  to  remedy  the  evils  of  the  existing 
system.      Some  years  ago,  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  had  recomraen- 
ded  a  plan  of  this  sort :  but  till  this  one 
individual  had  undertaken  the  task,  no  one 
appeared  disposed  to  carry  the  recommen- 
dation into  efiect 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mabbiaos  Law.3  Lord  Lyndhunt 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  matter  of  considerable  hardship  con« 
nected  with  the  present  law  of  marriage. 
He  proposed  to  their  Lordships  a  Bill  to 
correct  the  evil  he  would  advert  to.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  a  marriage  within  what 
were  called  the  prohibited  decrees  of  con- 
sanguinity was  not  absolutdy  void,  but 
only  voidable ;  and  any  competent  person 
might  institute  a  suit  against  parties  who 
had  contracted' such  a  marria^.  Unless 
the  marriage  was  annulled  withm  the  life* 
time  of  the  parties  who  had  contracted  it« 


the  marriage  could  never  after  be  imj^each- 
ed,  and  the  ofispriog  would  be  legitunate. 
If  any  such  proceedings  were  instituted^ 
and  either  of  the  parties  died  during  its 
pendency  and  before  sentence,  the  marriage 
remained  valid,  and  the  legitimacy  of  the 
offspring  was  fully  established.  Their 
Lordships  must  be  aware  that,  from  this 
state  01  the  law,  hardships  and  incon. 
veniences  often  occurred  to  the  children. 
The  legitimacy  of  the  children  might  re- 
main in  suspense  more  than  half  a  century. 
There  were  many  important  considerations 
connected  with  the  subject,  to  which  he 
should  not  now  advert,  since  he  did  not 
propose  to  efiect  any  change  in  the  law, 
except  with  regard  to  the  simple  point  to 
which  he  now  called  their  Lordships^ 
attention.  With  respect  to  what  were 
called  the  prohibited  degrees,  there  were 
some  doubts  whether  these  degrees  were 
such  as  were  prohibited  by  Scripture :  as> 
for  instance,  when  the  husband  marries 
the  sister  of  his  former  wife.  Our  Courts 
of  Law,  Ecclesiastical  and  Common,  had 
decided  that  a  marriage  within  those 
degrees  was  illegal,  and  it  was  not  neces- 
sary now  to  interfere  with  that  part  of  the 
matter;  but  there  was  another  point  of 
ffreat  importance.  Marriages  within  those 
degrees  were  valid  till  they  were  annulled 
by  sentence  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Court* 
They  were  called^  therefore,  voidable  mar- 
riages. It  was  the  Question  of  voidable 
marriages  to  which  he  now  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House.  Voidable 
marriages  were  such  as  were  contracted 
between  persons  within  the  ,  prohibited 
degrees  of  consanguinity;  but  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  reasonable  that  the  law« 
instead  of  declaring  them  voidable^  should 
declare  them  absolutely  void^  at  the  in. 
stance  of  an  individual  who  became  a  public 
prosecutor,  so  as  not  to  leave  the  matter, 
as  at  present,  at  the  will  or  caprice  of  any 
particular  person.  It  was  well  deserving 
of  consideration  whether  the  law  in  that 
respect  might  not  be  altered  with  great 
advantage  to  the  public.  He  should  not 
presume  to  propose  the  alteration  of  the 
whole  law,  but  should  take  a  more  htraiUe 
course.  His  proposition  was,  to  legislate 
upon  one  of  the  points  he  had  alluded  tOi 
At  present,  as  he  had  before  stated,  if  a  luil 
was  not  brought  calling  in  question  the 
lawfulness  of  the  marriage  during  the  liAa 
time  of  the  parties,  it  could  not  uterwarda 
be  questioned.  He  proposed,  that  if  the 
marriage  within  the  prohiluted  degree^ 
was  ncti  in  marxiajes  hereafter  to  be  cdo% 
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hEited,  ttlkd  in  questiim  witkin  two  years 
after  tbe  marriage  had  taken  place^  or  fbr 
manjiages  already  performed  widiin  six 
months  from  the  date  of  this  Bill^  the 
legitimacy  of  the  children  should  never 
afterwards  on  that  account  be  endangered. 
Let  their  Lordships  observe  the  hardship 
(^  the  case.  Parties  might  marry  and  have 
children  bom  to  them;  the  eldest  son 
might  come  to  the  age  of  twenty-five,  and 
on  the  soppositioni  as  no  proceeding  had 
ever  been  takeUj  that  he  was  legitimate^ 
and  as  such  was  entitled  to  succeed  to  his 
father's  property»  he  might  marry;  he 
might  have  children ;  and  between  ten  and 
fifteen  years  afterwsirds  there  might  be  a 
suit  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Court ;  he  might 
be  bastardized^  and  his  children  deprived 
of  the  means  and  the  hopes  of  that  fortune 
which  they  had  been  accustomed  to  consider 
as  their  own — deprived  of  the  estate  and 
of  all  claim  whatever  upon  it.  It  was  for 
the  purpose  of  obviating  this  evil  that  he 
should  now  propose  ,to  introduce  a  Bill. 
It  did  not  appear  to  him  that  any  good 
reasons  could  be  urged  against  it^  but  if 
there  were  any^  they  might  be  disscussed 
on  the  second  reading.  He  should  listen 
with  the  utmost  attention  to  any  objections^ 
with  the  desire  to  modify  the  Bill  so  as  to 
free  it  from  any  faults  that  might  attach  to 
its  first  preparation,  and  so  as  to  render 
it  fit  to  meet  the  justice  of  the  case  and  to 
provide  for  the  evils'lie  had  described,  and 
tor  which  he  desired  to  find  a  remedy. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  first  time. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  House 
was  under  great  obligations  to  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  for  having  directed  its 
attention  to  this  important  subject.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  there  were  several 
defects  in  the  existing  system^  and  of  these 
the  one  referred  to  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  was  the  most  undoubted.  In  his 
(minion  the  marriage,  instead  of  being  de« 
clued  voidable,  should  be  declared  abso- 
lutely void.  He  regretted  that  the  Bill  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was  not  so 
comprehensive  in  this  respect  as  to  include 
a  xemedy  for  other  evils  besides  those  to 
which  it  had  been  limited.  Without  alter- 
ing the  degrees  of  consanguinity  or  altering 
the  law  m  respect  of  which  marriages 
were  now  voidable,  it  might  safely  be  de> 
dared  that  in  future  no  marriage  within 
the  degrees  which  now  made  a  marriage 
Toidabk  should  be  valid,  so  as  to  subtsti- 
tute  in  every  case  nullity  for  voidability. 

When  the  Sill  came  to  be  read  a  second 


time,  he  should  make  further  observations 

upon  it.    He  wished  his  noble  and  learned 

Friend  to  re-consider  some  of  the  provisions. 

Whenever  statutes  of  limitation  were  passed 

they  would,  of  course,  have  a  prospective 

operation  upon  future  contracts  or  rights  oF 

another  kind ;  but  he  thought  that  in  this 

instance  especially,  it  would  be  well  toapply 

the    rule,   that  where    for  several  years 

there  had   been   no   suits    instituted,  no 

such  suits  should  be  instituted  in  future 

so    as  to    make   an    actual   bar   to    the 

employment    of   such    a    remedy    under 

such  circumstances.    That  was  the  former 

course   in   the   passing  of  such    statutes, 

but  his  noble  and    learned    Friend  had 

adopted  the  principle  of  the  more  moden^ 

statutes,  and  wished  to  give  six   months 

for  the  instituting  of  such  suits.     He  had 

always  been  of  opinion,  and  his  daily  ex? 

perience  did  but  confirm  it,  that  the  older 

plan  of  the  statutes  of  limitations  was  fa^ 

the  better.     The  consequence  of  the  Tithe 

Limitation  Act  of  Lord  Tenterden  giving 

a  period  within   which  suits   might    be 

brought,    was,   that    many  parties   were 

thrust  into  Court  who   would  otherwise 

never  have  thought  of  appearing   there. 

Suppose  it  was  said  that  all  marriages  not 

questioned  on  this  account   within    two 

years  after  their  celebration  should  never 

afterwards  on  this  account  be  questioned. 

That  would  be  prospective.     The  retro* 

spective  clause  should  in  his  mind  attach 

from  this  very  instant     He  should  wish 

to  see  it  enacted,  that  where  there  were  nq 

proceedings  now  instituted,  there  should  be 

none  hereafter  in  respect  of  marriages  al-» 

ready  existing.     The  1st  of  June,  1835, 

should  be  the  beginning  of  the  retrospective 

clause.     To  gain  this  advantage,  he  should 

be  willing  to  extend  the  other  period  of  two 

years  to  a  longer  space  of  time,  four  or  six, 

[Lord  Lyndhurst:  "  five."]  Yes,  five  years; 

and  he  would  cut  off  the  remedy  in  other 

cases,  on  the  ground  that  where  the  legiti« 

macy  had  been  so  long  allowed  to  remain 

unquestioned,  it  must  be  presumed  that 

there  was  no  good  ground  for  disputing  it. 

There  was  not  one  oif  the  old  statutes  that 

was  not   altogether  retrospective.      That 

was  the  case  with  the  statute  of  James,  by 

which  every  person  was  included  from  the 

very  date  of  the  passing  of  the  Act.     The 

same  principle  had  been  wisely  adopted  in 

Lord    Tenterden's   Act,  which  he,  as  a 

Member  of  the  other  House,  had  assisted 

in  introducing,  on  the  subject  of  acknow* 

ledgment  of  a  debt  taking  a  case  out  of  the 

Statute  of  Limitations,    Before  that  Act 
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any  loose  words  were  sufficient  to  take  the 
case  out  of  the  Statute.  Lord  Tenterden's 
Act  provided  that  that  should  not  he  done 
hut  hy  a  written  memorandum ;  there  was 
no  time  fixed  to  limit  the  operation  of  the 
Act^  and  a  case  had  heen  prepared  to  he 
tried  at  the  Spring  Assizes  at  Lancaster^ 
the  plaintiff  relying  upon  proof  of  a  parole 
promise ;  hut  hetween  the  time  of  action 
hrought  and  trials  the  Act  passed^  and  Mr. 
Baron  HuUock  said,  that  the  Act  being 
passed,  the  plaintiff  was  precluded  from 
reoorering,  and  the  defendant  had  a  ver- 
dict. That  was  an  instance  to  show  that 
the  general  principle  of  a  retrospective 
statute  had  heen  distinctly  enforced  in  mo- 
dem times. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  did  not  see  that  any 
inconvenience  was  likely  to  result  from 
adopting  this  recommendation.  The  reason 
why  he  had  not  drawn  up  the  Bill  in  that 
manner  in  the  first  instance,  was,  that  he 
was  verv  anxious  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  he 
feared  that  their  Lordships  would  not  allow 
it  without  there  being  some  clause  to  limit 
its  operation  for  a  short  period  after  its 
passing,  so  as  to  enable  parties  to  take  pro- 
ceedings in  courts  of  justice:  but  as  it  now 
appeared  that  their  opinion  was  adverse  to 
Buch  a  clause,  he  should  be  quite  willing  to 
adopt  the  proposed  alteration.  As  to  the 
recommendation  to  declare  all  such  mar- 
riages in  future  absolutely  void  and  not 
voidable,  he  should  be  willing  to  do  sa  if  it 
could  be  done  in  Committee  without  the 
necessity  of  introducing  a  new  Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  suggested  that 
there  should  be  some  further  restriction 
with  respect  to  marriages  within  the  pro- 
hibited degrees  which  had  taken  place 
abroad.  He  knew  of  a  case  of  a  wretched 
marriage  of  this  sort,  where  of  course  it  was 
impos8U)le  for  the  parties  to  proceed,  as  they 
were  out  of  the  jurisdiction. 

Lord  Lundkurst  said,  that  a  limitation 
to  that  effect  was  always  introduced. 

Lord  Brougham  added,  that  cases  where 

the  parties  were  of  unsound  mind,  or  he. 

yond  seas,  were  always  excepted  from  the 

operation  of  statutes  of  limitation* 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 


prfsoninait  for  DdK  BilL— By  Ifr.  Edwajd  Lttcw 

BuLwsE,  firom  the  Agriculturist!  of  StiAwdibixe,  fbf 

Rdief  from  Goonty  Rata.— By  Sir  WitLtAJi  PoLLirrr« 

ftomDebCoKtoooflnediii  EseterGMl,  aad  liylliwDM* 

DALB.  ftom  thoM  of  WarwiA  aaoi«.-lbr  Rdlef,  and  for 

AmoMliqg  the  Laws  ooooeniing  them.— >By  Sir  Jomr 

Campbbll,  fh>m  the  Magistrata  of  Edinbuigh,  againat 

the  Impreannait  of  Seamen.— By  the  Lom>  Abvdcati, 

ftom  Edinbuigfat  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  vdatlB^  to 

Joint  Property  in  SootlancL— By  Sir  Gsonon  Clbiik. 

ftom   lercral  Places,   against  Uie  Duty  on   Stamped 

Rceeipti;  ftom  ttie  Society  of  SoHdton  of  Bdfaibuigh« 

for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorney's  Certiftnatm  ^-By 

Mr.  RoKNaoK,  Arom  the  Solidtors  of  Woroestcr,  against 

transfezring  to  the  Court  of  Doctor^  Commons  the  sole 

power  of  granting  Probates  and  Admlniitrationai— By  Mr. 

Wusatt,  ftom  Thatford,  against  the  DisMBler^  Mani^ 

Bill. — By  Mr.  Barlow  HoTf  from  Athentone,  for  making 

Ownen,  Instead  of  Occupiers  of  small  Tenements,  pay 

Poor-rates.— By  Yisooont  LawTHU,  Mr.  CABmrBicar* 

and  Mr.  F.  Shaw,  ftom  sevcnl  Plaeei,— for  Proleetkai  to 

the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland.— By  Mr.  Tookk,  ftom 

Tormoham,  for  Vote  by  Ballot — By  Mr.  Pomra,  ftom 

Linlithgow,  fbr  the  Abolition  of  Stagecoach  Dnttasr-By 

SirCuABLBaBoBRaLL,  ttom  three  Places,  forndudng 

the  Duty  on  Hops.— By  lAeun.  Brothbrtok  and  Harov* 

from  the  Handloom  Weavers  of  serend  Places,  for  Relief, 

and  for  a  Board  of  Trade.— By  Blr.  Wiura,  from  Kbtoa 

inHoDand,  for  a  more  strict  Inquiiy  into  ttie  AppUeatioa 

of  Charitable  Bequests. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 

Monday  f  June  1,   1835. 

Mnruns.!  BllL  Read  a  seoood  time  >— Consolidated  Fund. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Robrrt  Mannbrs,  ftom 
the  Agriculturists  of  Ldcesterdilre,  for  Relief.— By  Mr. 
W.  Wnvw,  tma  two  Wdsh  Coonties,  for  ReUef  to  smaU 
Ftenersftom  Statute-laboar  on  Turnpike  RQBds.<— By 
Sir  EowARO  Khatchbou,  fkom  the  Pcnoos  confined 
fn  the  Wtiboaf  Prino  it  JXnm,  in  fliTour  of  the  Im- 


Stafford  Disfranchisement.]  Mr. 
Divett  moved  the  first  reading  of  the 
Stafford  Disfranchisement  Bill. 

Captain  CAe^w^R(2  said,  that  after  what 
had  passed  the  other  night  he  coald  not 
contest  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill,  with- 
out going  into  all  the  details  and  bearings 
/Of  the  case.    He  should,  therefore,  reserve 
to  himself  the  right  of  opposing  that  Bill  in 
the  second  reading  with  all  the  abilities  he 
possessed.    He  was  induced  to  take  that 
course  because,  during  his  short  Parlia- 
mentary experience  he  had  known  that  to 
be  the  usual  way  of  proceeding.     But  he 
begged  leave  to  state  to  the  House  that 
it  was  not  from  any  fear  of  the  weakness 
of  his  case  or  the  apprehension  of  any 
opposition  that  might  be  brought  against 
him,  for  he  trusted  that  at  the  second 
reading  he  should  be  able  to  make  such 
a  statement  as  to  prove  that  there  existed 
at  present  no  necessity  for  the  Bill  and 
that  statements,  false,  and  without  foun- 
dation,   had    been    industriously   spread 
against  the  Borough  for  the  purpose  of 
misleading  and  prejudicing  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members.  As  a  proof  of  the  latter,  he 
would  only  then  refer  to  the  notice  of  a 
motion,  as  far  back  as  the  I8th  of  last 
May,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick, 
for  transferring  the  franchise  to  the  county 
of  Cork,  which  clearly  proved  that  there 
existed  at  least  in  the  mind  of  that  boo. 
Member  no  hesitation  as  to  the  coarse  he 
should  pursue,  even  before  the  Bill  was 
brought  in.  ^  Bat  he  earnestly  entreated 
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hon.  Members  to  banish  from  their  mifids 
any  false  impressions  that  may  have  been 
formed  in  their  minds,  and  suspend  their 
judgment  till  they  had  heard  both  sides  of 
the  question. 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 

Thk  Church  (Scotland).!    Mr.  Cut* 
lar  Fergutstm,  on  presenting  the  petitions 
in  favour  of  the  Church  of  Scotland^  said^ 
the  petitioners  uniformly  prayed  for  the 
extension  of  the  benefits  of  religious  in. 
struction^  which  -  they  considered  to  be  at 
present  not  sufficiently  distributed  to  the 
great  majority  of  their  poorer  countrymen, 
nor  capable  of  being  effectually  secured  to 
them   by  the  adoption  of  the  voluntary 
principle.    They  observed   that    it    was, 
thererore,    the    more    necessary  that    the 
Church  of  Scotland  should  be  enabled  to 
extend  its  salutary  influence  by  means  of  a 
limited  aid  from  the  public  funds,  for  the 
purpose,  not  so  much  of  enabling  her  to 
build  new  fabrics,  as  of  endowing  such  new 
jchurohes  as  might  be  built  by  public  sub- 
scription.    Never  had  there  been  so  much 
misconception  or  misinterpretation  on  any 
question  brought  before  Parliament  within 
his  recollection,  as  on  this.     It  had  been 
said  that  1,000,000/.,  2,000,000/.,  and  even 
6,000,000/.  were  needed  for  this  purpose ; 
whereas  the  whole  extent  of  the  grant 
required  would  not  exceed  10,000/.    In  his 
opinion  if  the  poorer  classes  of  the  people 
m  Scotland  or  England  could  obtain  reli- 
gious instruction  by  means  of  a  moderate 
grant  of  public  money,  the  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain  ought  not  to  turn  a  deaf  ear 
to  such  an  application.     Though  the  Dis- 
senters of  England,  and  the  seceders  of 
Scotland  might  petition  against  this  grant, 
they  had  themselves  justified  the  principle 
upon  which  this  appeal  was  made ;  for  the 
Dissenters  paid  towards  the  Roman  Catho. 
He  College  at  Maynooth,  and  other  Roman 
Catholic  schools  in  Ireland,  and  were  often 
called  upon  to  contribute  to  the  expenses 
of  the  Establishment  in   England.     He 
contended  that  wherever  there  really  ex- 
isted a  want  of  church  accommodation  in 
this  kinsdom,  there  the  public  were  bound 
to  give  It.    If  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
be  at  the  expense  of  building  these  edifices. 
Parliament  might  fairly  be  called  upon  for 
a  small  grant,  in  order  to  support  the  mi- 
nister.   There  were  lai^  towns  in  Scot- 
land, where  the  mass  of  the  people  were 
without  relig^us  instruction.    There  were 
other   parishes   possessing  churches,    but 
'mtask  -were  so  extennye  that  it  was  im-» 


possible  for  m(»«  than  a  small  proportion 
of  the  population  to  obtain  religious  aid. 
He  was  a  steady  friend  to  the  Established 
Church  of  Soothind ;  it  was  the  religion  of 
his  anoe8tors,-^it  was  the  religion  which 
had  made  his  country  happy ;  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  no  other  churdi  ever  diffused 
so  much  consolation  as  this  had  done. 
Nothing  in  the  conduct  of  that  church  bad 
ever  tended  to  destroy  the  confidence  which 
the  people  felt  in  its  efficiency.  True, 
there  were  at  present  many  able  and  per- 
haps influential  persons  arrayed  against  it, 
for  the  purpose  of  destro3ring  it ;  but  the 
spoils  of  that  church  would  not  prove  to  be 
very  attractive  plunder.  If  the  present 
application  were  simply  for  the  benefit  of 
extending  religious  instruction,  or  for  the 
specific  purpose  of  extending  it  to  a  large 
portion  of  the  people  of  Scotknd,  he  meant 
the  seceders,  he  should  not  object  to  a 
Parliamentary  grant  to  facilitate  the  at- 
tainment of  such  an  object.  Religioas 
instruction  ought  to  be  given  to  every  per. 
son.  Every  man  was  entitled  to  a  Chnstian 
education,  based  on  religious  and  moral 
principles ;  and  every  man  who  was  unable 
to  obtain  it  by  his  own  means,  ought  to 
have  it  at  the  public  expense.  He  £d  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  go  to  the  extent  which  they  were 
called  on  by  the  petitioners  to  do,  without 
being  previously  satisfied  that  the  money 
to  be  advanced  was  required  for  the  public 
good.  Vnxen  the  case  should  have  been 
established — as  no  doubt  it  would  be — the 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  would,  surely, 
never  refuse  the  means  of  extending  relL 
gious  instruction  to  the  poorer  classes,  for 
whom  it  was  as  much  intended  as  for  the 
rich. 

Major  Cumming  Bruce  rose  to  entreat  the 
indu^nce  of  the  House,  and  in  particular, 
to  request  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  the  Member  for  Falkirk^  while  he 
alluded  to  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  House  on  Wednesday  last,  on 
the  presentation  of  a  number  of  petitions  re-, 
lative  to  the  Church  of  Scotland.  He  should 
do  so  as  shortly  as  possible.  The  hon.  Mem. 
her,  on  presenting  some  petitions  on  the 
same  subject,  before  the  recess,  had  indulged 
in  observations  by  which  a  distinguii£ed 
and  estimable  clergyman  of  that  Church, 
considered  himself,  and  the  body  of  men  to 
which  he  belonged,  deeply  aggrieved.  He 
had  remonstrated  by  letter  with  the  hon. 
Member,  and  after  explaining  to  him  in 
what  r^pect  he  oonsidexed  his  stateflienti 
erroneous  or  unfounded,  had  called^  on  the 
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Ja  PfltlMiBOBly  thfltlie  Ittd  faem  nutonnB* 
•d  isd  kd  into  ccror^  10  the  fur  and  candid 
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iajfiooim  ftenden^  of  Uf  grie?oiii  ofaterva- 
tioDi^  ThedefJI^niiaBtowhom  heaUuded 
WM  Mr*  BdcImd^  tbe  viiiiisler  of  HamilloD, 
who  bad  ewory  fig^  to  expect  that 
eonfidoiea  would  hm  been  placed  in  aa  j 
jtatCMcnta  far  the  aecunej  of  which  hie 
Touched;  fivin  the corpeq^Bdcnce  which 
had  taken  place  between  them^  and  which 
had  uce  been  pablidied,  thehon.  Member 
thus  ezpreved  himaelf  of  Mn  Bucbauji— 
**l  hav^  when  in  Haoiilton»  heard  of  your 
seal  in  diffoiing  the  Gospd,  and  truth 
compels  me  to  dedaee,  that  had  there  been 
more  clergymen  of  the  Establishment  as 
cealous  as  jounelf,  there  would  have  been 
iewer  Dimenters."  Notwithstanding  thii 
lavoraUe  opinion,  the  hon«  Member, 
thouf^,  in  the  correspondence  alluded  to, 
he  pfXifiMsed  his  willinffneis  to  acknowledge 
that  ho  had  to  a  certain  extent  mis>state3 
the  cireunistanees  on  which  hii  observations 
were  founded,  declined  to  make  Uiat  full 
retraction  of  lus  injurious  chaiges  to  which 
Mr*  Buchan  considered  himself  and  his 
brother  clergymen,  and  the  cause  in  which 
they  were  engsged^  entitled;  and  Mr. 
Buchan  had  in  consequence  written  to  him 
on  the  sulgect,  requesting  that  if  the  hon« 
Member  persevered  in  refusing  what  he 
considered  a  daim  of  strict  justice,  he  would 
endeavour  to  explain  to  the  House  and  the 
public,  the  real  facts  of  the  case.  Mr. 
Buchan  felt  that  this  was  all  that  was 
necessary  to  his  triumphant  vindication. 
He  (Miyor  C.  Bruce)  had  indulged  the 
hope  that  the  hon.  Member,  would  on  re- 
flection, have  felt  himself  called  upon  to 
accede  to  the  j»miest  of  the  reverend 
Gentleman  in  its  fullest  extent;  but  the 
hon.  Member  having  thought  fit  to  reiterate 
his  charge^,  and,  as  it  appeared  to  him  with 
considerable  aggravation,  he  (Major  C. 
Bruce)  considered  himself  called  on,  how^ 
ever  reluctantly,  by  a  sense  of  public  duty, 
and  of  what  was  due  to  a  respectable  and 
estimable  individual,  to  state,  as  briefly  as 
possible,  the  real  circumstances  of  the  case, 
according  to  the  informatum  which  had 
been  furnished  him— 4nformation  on  which 
be  relied,  and  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
confirmed  by  the  facts  themselves.  He 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, on  Wednesday  last,  presented  certain 
petitioqs  against  the  present  claim  of  the 
Chuxth  for  the  means  of  extending  the 

qplNB»«f  h«r  mrfulaci^  aod  did  w%  Imt 


the  ubsiuialiopt  with  whiA  thehon.  Meau 
her  had  pte&oed  the  uresentatiQP  of  tlM»wi^ 
He  had,  however,  heard  the  few  wards 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  at  the 
dose  of  that  discussion,  in  which  he 
specified  a  number  of  places  at  which,  he 
said,  the  most  improper,  and  unfair,  and 
oppressive  means  had  been  used  to  obtain 
signatures  to  petitions  in  favour  oi  the 
Church— 40  far  canfirming  part  of  the 
charges  of  which  Mr.  Buchan  complained. 
Anxious  to  know  what  the  ban.  Member 
might  have  stated  in  his  first  qteech  in 
allusion  to  those  charges  generally,  he  had 
looked  over  the  different  psq[ierB  which  pro* 
fessed  to  give  a  reportof  the  proceedings  of 
that  House.  With  one  exo^ttion,  th^ 
were  entirely  silent  as  to  the  ust  observa* 
tions  of  the  hon.  Member:  no  word  of 
abridgment,  however  short,  made  to  them 
the  slightest  allusion;  and  had  he  found 
that  tliire  was  no  exception  to  that  silence 
he  should  have  been  content  to  have 
allowed  the  matter  to  rest,  relying  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  complained  of 
before  the  recess  was  by  this  time  gone  to 
repose  in  the  'Tomb  of  all  the  Capulets." 
But  in  looking  at  the  Courier  newspaper, 
a  journal  which  had  deservedly  a  great 
circulation  in  Scotland,  as  containing  the 
fullest  and  most  accurate  reports  of  all  their 
proceedings  relative  to  Scotland,  he  found 
that  ampfe  justice  had  been  done  to  the 
hon.  Member,  and  that  the  ingenioua 
reporter,  by  blending  the  first  speech, 
which  he  had  not  heard,  with  the  last, 
which  he  had,  into  one  connected  and 
harmonious  whole,  had  produced  an  oration 
which  occupied  a  whole  closely  printed 
column.  That  column  be  had  thought  it 
his  duty  to  read;  and  in  it,  as  1^  had 
stated,  he  found  nearly  all  the  statements 
of  which  Mr.  Buchan  complained  reiterated 
and  with  aggravation.  Now,  the  charges 
complained  of  were  of  a  very  serioua 
nature;  if  true,  highly  disgraceful  to  tbe 
parties  implicated,  and  such  as,  if  allowed 
to  pass  uncontradicted,  would  naturally 
excite  a  strong  prdudice  against  the  daim 
now  made  by  the  Church.  He^  therefor^ 
trusted  the  House  would  indulge  him  whilo 
he  attempted  to  refute  and  remove  thenit 
as  he  trusted  he  could  shortly  do :  the/ 
were  threefold'— First,  in  the  particular  case 
of  Hamilton,  with  which,  as  representing 
that  town,  the  hon.  Member  professed  him« 
self  to  be  particularly  well  acquainted,  it 
was  stated  that,  in  a  circular  issued  by  the 
Committee  of  the  General  Assembly  ia 
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tbe  Cbtircb-Jtccommodstion  m  Hamilton, 
thqr  had  entirely  omitted  one  Church  in 
connexion  with  the  Establishment  in  their 
calculation— Next  that,  there  and  elsewhere 
they  had  purposely  and  knowingly^  kept 
out  of  view  the  Church-accommodation  in 
the  places  of  worship  of  the  Dissenters— 
and,  lastly,  that  every  sort  of  improper 
means  had  been  used  to  get  up  petitions  in 
favour  of  the  Church,  and  every  sort  of 
deception  recommended  and  practised  to 
swell  the  amount  of  the  signatures  attached 
to  those  petitions.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  first  charge,  Mr.  Bucban  distinctly 
stated,  that  at  the  time  the  circular  of  the 
Assembly's  Committee  was  issued,  the 
Church  in  question  was  not  in  existence. 
The  hon.  Member,  as  reported  in  the 
Courier,  admitted  that  in  so  far  his  pre- 
vious statement  was  erroneous ;  but  instead 
of  a  candid  and  explicit  avowal  and  re- 
traction of  his  error,  he  asserted  that  the 
authors  of  the  circular  knew,  or  should 
have  known,  that  it  was  in  contemplation, 
and  that  in  failing  to  mention,  in  a  docu- 
ment  purporting  to  give  tbe  actual  Church 
room  this  prospective  increase,  they  were 
in  fact  attempting  to  deceive  the  public. 
Mr.  Buchan  distinctly  stated  that  the 
authors  of  the  circular  were  in  absolute 
ignorance  of  the  fact  that  such  increase  was 
contemplated,  and  that  there  were  drcunu 
stances  which  rendered  it  impossible  for 
them  to  know  it.  So  much  for  that  first 
chaige — ^he  might  say  ex  uno  disce  (mnes> 
Then  as  to  the  second  charge,  that  the 
General  Assembly's  Committee  intended  to 
mislead  the  puUic  by  suppressing  the 
amount  of  Church-^ccommodation  furnished 
by  the  Dissenters,  it  might  be  sufficient  to 
state  that  the  circular  reterred  to,  professed 
to  give  an  account  of  the  accommodation 
in  the  Established  Churches  only ;  but  he 
conceived  he  could  prove  to  the  House, 
and  even  to  the  satusfaction  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk,  that  no  concealment 
was  for  an  instant,  intended. — Why,  con- 
cealment was  impossible^  for  the  existence 
of  such  accommodation  to  a  considerable 
extent  was  notorious.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  entitled  to  assume,  as  he  had 
done,  that  all  the  room  in  the  Dissenting 
places  of  worship  in  Hamilton,  was  applic- 
able to  the  limited  population  of  that  town, 
because  he  had  been  made  aware  that  there, 
as  vlsewhere,  the  Dissenting  congregations 
were  gathered  from  several  parishes  adjoin- 
ing the  place  of  worship,  and  any  account 
which  dia  not  refer  to  this  circumstance  in 
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tion  with  the  population  of  a  particular 
parish,  was  partial  and  calculated  to 
mislead.  But  let  the  House  look  at  the 
questions  put  by  the  Assembly's  circular  in 
June  last  The  second  asks  "  how  many 
places  of  worship  are  there  in  your  parish^ 
and  to  what  denomination  of  worshippers 
do  they  respectively  belong?"  Did  this 
show  a  desire  to  conceal  their  existence? 
But  he  would  read  one  of  the  replies  to 
that  circular,  which  would  show  that  those 
to  whom  it  was  addressed  were  at  all 
events  not  participant  in  the  intention  to 
mislead  the  public.  No,  2  of  these  replies 
was  in  the  following  words:— -''There  are 
the  parish  kirk^  a  chapel  in  Airdrie,  and 
four  Dissenting  meeting  houses  in  Airdrie^ 
two  of  which  belong  to  the  New*Light 
burghers,  one  to  ike  Old- Light,  and.one 
to  ue  Cameronians."  It  goes  on  to  state 
that  the  congre^tions  in  the  Dissenting 
meeting  houses  in  Airdrie  are  composed  of 
people  from  the  surrounding  parishes. 
''Were  they  all  well  filled,  they  might  coiL 
tain  among  them  2,000  sitters,  but  several 
among  them  are  very  poorly  attended."  So 
far  from  seeking  to  suppress  the  facts  as 
regarded  the  Dissenting  Church«accom* 
modation,  the  Clergy  of  the  Church  have 
been  forward  to  acknowledge  and  point  out 
the  extent  to  which  the  dissent  had 
supplied  the  deficieucy  complained  of.  In 
a  pamphlet,  published  by  Dr.  Chalmers^ 
whose  name  is  a  sufficient  guarantee  against 
intentional  incorrectness,  entitled  "  Speci. 
mens  of  Ecclesiastical  Destitution  in  Scot* 
land,"  is  a  table  exhibiting  the  results  of 
the  inquiries  made  in  reply  to  the  Assem- 
bly's circular.  The  table  includes  expressly 
the  number  of  seats  rented  in  the  chapek 
of  all  denominations  of  Dissenters,  and  tho 
following  inference  is  drawn  from  tho89 
results.  Dr.  Chalmers  says,  "  Our  second 
inference  respects  the  amount  of  contri* 
bution  made  by  the  Establishment,  and  by 
Dissenters,  respectively,  to  the  amount  of 
Christian  education  in  any  given  district* 
For  example,  in  district  Na  27  there  is  ^ 
population  of  253,  with  twenty  sittings  ov 
less  than  one  in  twelve  upon  the  whde* 
Of  these  seven  belong  to  the  Establishiuimt 
and  thirteen  to  the  Dissenters.  Take  away 
the  Dissenting  seat^holders,  and  the  pxo« 
portion  is  reduced  to  one  in  thirty^siz."  ^ 
Now,  was  there  the  shadow  of  a  foundation 
for  the  charge  made  by  the  hon.  Membes 
against  the  Church  when  he  said  that  tho 
amount  of  accommodation  furnished  by  tho 
Dissenien^  or  the  actual  Rood  done  by  them 
in  the oauiQof  nligiouf  education^  waikq^ 
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out  of  view?  There  lemained  the  last 
TnnwtTfin  rdati?e  to  the  hnproper  means 
lued  to  obtain  ngnatures  to  petitions 
fiiTonnble  to  the  Church.  The  hon.  Mem. 
her  had  reiterated  this  diarge.  On  exami- 
nation he  helieyed  it  would  prove  as 
destitute  of  foundation  as  the  other  two 
charges.  Mr.  Buchan  indignantly  denies 
its  haring  any  truth  in  his  own  parish,  or, 
as  far  as  his  knowledge  extended,  in  any 
other;  and  the  hon.  Member  was  in 
frimesB  bound  to  have  stated  that  denial, 
which  as  reported  in  the  CaurieTf  he  had 
omitted  to  do.  His  own  belief  was,  that 
the  hon.  Member,  who  was  incapable  of 
intentional  misrepresentation,  had  been 
grossly  deceived.  He  was  professedly  a 
collector  of  grievances,  and  like  the  col- 
lecton  of  other  curiosities,  he  was  likely  to 
be  imposed  on.  He  believed  his  curiosities 
were  genuine ;  he  would  not  knowingly 
even  exaggerate  their  value ;  but  then  he 
always  looked  at  them  throagh  coloured 
spectacles,  and  his  powers  of  vision,  en- 
feebled by  too  constant  exercise^  had  come 
to  require  immense  magnifiers.  As  far  as 
his  (Major  Bruce's)  own  experience  went 
he  could  confirm,  in  the  fullest  manner, 
the  denial  of  Mr.  Buchan.  He  had 
presented  a  number  of  petitions  in 
support  of  the  Church — ^he  had  ex. 
amined  the  signatures  attached  to  them; 
in  general  the  designation  and  residence 
of  the  individuals  were  attached  to  the 
names,  and  proved  them  to  be  highly  re- 
sectable; and  there  were  no  names  of 
diildren  or  of  women,  as  he  was  informed, 
which  was  one  of  the  charges  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  though  in  such  a  matter,  he  did 
not  see  why  women  should  be  precluded 
from  signing  such  petitions.  But  could 
no  charges  of  improper  practices  and  undue 
means,  be  brought  against  the  petitions 
adverse  to  the  Church.  It  was,  indeed, 
not  worth  while  to  bring  them,  because  a 
question  of  this  kind  should  not  be  decided 
by  the  number  of  signatures  for  or  against 
i(^  but  by  the  reason  and  justice  of  the 
dise  made  out.  But  as  the  friends  of  the 
Church  were  taunted  in  this  way,  what 
was  the  case  with  the  Edinburgh  petition, 
Ae  monsire-procet,  he  might  call  it,  pre* 
sented  on  Wednesday  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attomey*General  ?  Why,  he  was 
in  Edinburgh  at  the  time,  and  saw  the 
streets  placarded  with  invitations  to  the 
people^  "  to  make  haste  and  sign  the  peti* 
tion  against  new  taxes  in  support  of  the 
CBturchy"— end  the  whole  radical  army  of 
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hindrance  of  the  lieges,  groaning  beneath 
the  weight  of  the  standards  and  banners  of 
that  unholy  and  disgraceful  warfiue.  In 
other  places,  in  Nairn  and  Forres,  as  he 
was  informed,  petitions  against  the  Church, 
purporting  to  come  from  those  towns,  had 
been  hawked  about  through  all  the  sur* 
rounding  parishes  in  the  country,  and  lads 
dragged  in  on  market  days  from  the  streets, 
and^  indeed,  in  a  state  of  half  intoxication, 
to  sign  them.  It  made  one  sick  and  sorry 
to  see  the  miserable  shifts  to  which  the 
enemies  of  the  Church  had  recourse,  to 
obstruct  the  &ir  claims  of  the  humbler 
classes  from  bdng  properly  considered-and 
Still  more  was  it  to  be  deplored,  that  learned 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  should  lend  the  sanc- 
tion of  their  great  names  to  keep  up  and 
foster  the  delusion.  As  to  the  assertion 
which  seemed  to  weigh  so  much  with  the 
hon*  Member  for  Kilmarnock,  that  the 
petitions  for  an  increased  grant  did  not 
emanate  from  public  meetings,  was  it  to 
be  contended,  that  no  petition  was  deserv. 
ing  of  attention,  which  did  not  originate 
in  that  way  ?  But,  in  the  first  place,  it 
was  not  true  that  these  petitions  did  not, 
in  several  instancesy  emanate  from  very 
numerous  meetings.  He  had  attended  one 
such  in  Edinburgh,  where  the  objects  of 
petitions  favourable  to  the  Church,  were 
received  with  unanimous  and  marked  en« 
thusiasm.  No  petition  was  proposed,  be- 
cause the  gentlemen  who  took  die  lead  at 
that  meeting,  were  aware  that  petitions 
were  contemplated,  or  in  actual  course  of 
signature  in  the  different  parishes  of  the 
city,  and  they  were  unwilling  to  originate 
a  petition  which  might  be  signed  by  parties 
who  might  have  signed,  or  be  called  on  to 
sign,  similar  petitions  in  other  places.  Was 
there  anythwg  like  deception  in  this? 
Was  it  not  in  the  highest  degree  fair  and 
honourable  ?  He  had  also  attended  a  public 
meeting  at  Forres,  where  the  subject  was 
fully  discussed,  and  the  object  unanimously 
approved  of;  and  he  had,  as  a  consequence, 
presented  a  petition,  numerously  signed, 
from  that  place.  At  Glasgow  a  similar 
meeting  had  been  held,  on  a  requisition 
signed  by  about  1,000  persons.  One  had 
but  to  look  at  the  names  attached  to  that 
requisition,  to  see  that  the  wealth  and  re- 
spectability of  Glasgow,  was  heart  and 
soul  favourable  to  this  great  and  good 
object;  and  yet  hon.  Members  had  ven« 
tixred  to  talk  of  hole  and  comer  meetings. 
In  extensive  country  parishes,  to  be  surei 
and  where  the  mere  extent  proved  the 
reaaomMcneM  of  mh  petition^  it  *wu 
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absuid  to  expect  tbat  people  should  waste 
their  time  in  traveUing  to  attend  public 
meetings.  There  they  had  no  popularity  to 
hunt  after — no  agitation  to  promote.  He 
had  presented  a  petition  from  a  parish 
sixty  miles  long  by  twenty-five  broad ;  it 
contained^  scattered  over  this  extent  of 
muir  and  mountain^  a  population  of  8^000 
souls.  Would  the  hon.  Member^  the  friend 
of  dvil  and  religious  liberty  all  the' world 
over,  deny  to  these  8,000  persons  >  the 
riffht  by  petition  to  make  their  wants  and 
wishes  Inown  to  this  House?  He  had 
presented  another  from  the  island  parish  of 
South  Uist,  extending  forty  miles  in  length, 
by  twenty-four  in  breadth,  intersected  by 
lakes  and  arms  of  the  sea.  Was  a  public 
meeting  to  be  expected  there  ?  Why,  the 
day  fixed  might  happen  to  be  tempestuous, 
and  even  the  practised  voice  of  the  hon. 
Member  might  be  drowned  amid  the  roar, 
ing  of  the  waves,  and  the  moaning  of  the 
tempest,  on  those  wild  and  storm-beaten 
shores;  but  was  that  a  reason  why  we 
should  aggravate  the  geographical  infeli- 
cities of  meir  position,  by  telling  them  that 
because  it  was  inconvenient,  or  dangerous, 
or  impossible  for  them  to  indulge  in  public 
meetings,  that,  therefore,  their  petitions 
should  not  be  held  entitled  to  as  much 
attention,  as  those  of  the  carters  of  Tranent, 
or  the  nailers  of  Carron  and  Falkirk  ?  The 
House,  he  was  sure,  would  not  sanction 
any  such  injustice.  It  would  receive  and 
consider  the  petitions  of  all  classes  of  the 
people,  and  deal  with  them  in  a  dispas- 
sionate and  enlightened  spirit,  in  the  way 
which  it  judged  best  calculated  to  promote 
the  general  interests  of  the  empire.  He 
begged  pardon  for  having  trespassed  so 
long  on  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
had  carefully  abstained  frum  touching  the 
general  question  involved  in  the  petitions 
he  held  in  his  hand  from  Nairn,  Avoch, 
and  Brimisgarry,  in  support  of  the  Church, 
but  he  thought  that  when  the  question  did 
come  before  the  House,  some  time  even 
would  be  saved  by  his  thus  endeavouring 
to  clear  away  some  of  the  rubbish  with 
which  it  had  been  sought  to  encumber  the 
plain  ground  on  which  so  important  a 
matter  should  stand  before  the  House. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Gillon:  Having  been  personally 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
House  would,  he  was  sure,  allow  him  the 
opportunity  of  explaining.  In  presenting 
some  petitions  against  any  additional  grant 
for  the  Church  of  Scotland,  he  did  make 
certain    statements  with   respect  to    the 


rev.  Mr.  Buchan,  which,  in  some  respects,, 
were  misrepresentations.  He  had  been  led 
into  an  error,  when  he  asserted  that  the 
Church  alluded  to,  as  being  in  connexion 
with  the  Establishment,  had  been  pur- 
posely kept  out  of  view.  It  was  at  that 
time  unfinished,  but  it  was  now  so  far 
completed,  as  to  be  sufficient  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  640  persons,  while  the 
galleries  were  calculated  to  hold  400  or 
500  more.  The  second  charge  he  had 
made  was,  that  the  Committee  of  the  Ge- 
neral Assembly  had  purposely  and  know- 
ingly kept  out  of  view  the  places  of  accom- 
modation provided  by  the  Dissenters  of 
Hamilton.  It  appeared  that,  in  Edin- 
burgh, although  there  might  be  a  defi- 
ciency in  the  Church  accommodation, 
strictly  speaking — ^yet,  that  when  the  actual 
accommodation  afibrded  by  the  Dissenters, 
was  taken  into  the  account,  there  was  a 
surplus  of  accommodation.  It  also  ap- 
peared, from  a  statement  of  the  Church 
accommodation  in  several  towns,  among 
which  Hamilton  was  included,  that,  at  the 
latter  place — although  there  was  a  defi- 
ciency of  accommodation,  if  the  dissenting 
places  of  worship  be  left  out  of  the  account 
— ^yet,  being  included,  there  was,  as  at 
Edinburgh,  a  surplus.  With  respect  to 
his  thira  charge— that  improper  means 
had  been  used  to  get  up  petitions  in  favour 
of  the  Church — ^he  merely  repeated  what 
was  stated  to  him,  on  most  respectable 
authority — namely,  that  in  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  towns  much  misrepresentation 
had  been  made  use  of,  in  order  to  obtain 
signatures  to  these  petitions.  In  one  case, 
in  a  parish  in  the  town  of  Dumfries,  six- 
teen individuals  stated,  in  a  petition  to 
the  House,  that  they  had  been  misled  in 
beine  induced  to  sign  a  petition  in  favour 
of  a&itional  endowment  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland ;  and  that  they  had  since  signed 
a  counter.petition.  He  was  responsible 
for  these  statements,  and  would  produce 
his  authority,  if  called  upon.  With  respect 
to  what  the  hon.  Gendeman  had  said  as 
to  the  rev.  Mr.  Buchan,  he  was  ready  to 
believe  that  he  deserved  credit  for  his  zeal 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duties.  As  to  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  respecting 
the  means  resorted  to,  in  Edinburgh,  in 
order  to  obtain  petitions  against  the  grant ; 
surely,  if  the  people  felt  themselves  ag- 
grieved by  the  proposition,  to  impose  new 
taxes  for  the  enlargement  of  the  Church 
accommodation,  they  were  right  in  resort- 
ing to  whatever  fair  and  legitimate  means 
were  within  their  reach,  in  order  to  obtain 
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to  the  House  ivith  petitions  for  money. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  object  of  the 
Establishment  was  to  undersell  the  Dis* 


signatures  to  petitions,  against  what  they 
oonceiyed  to  l]e  a  scandalous  act  of  Injas- 
tice.  It  was  said  that  7,000,000/.  or 
8,000,000/.  will  be  necessary  to  accomplish 
the  object,  and  he  could  not  think  that 
they  were  very  wrong  who  went  upon 
that  calculation  ;  for,  if  the  intended  mea- 
sure was  carried  into  effect  to  the  extent 
desired  by  some  of  the  petitioners,  less 
than  800  Churches  could  not  be  required  ; 
and  they  could  not  be  erected  under  that 
enormous  sum.  Certainly  parties  differed 
as  to  the  amount.  When  the  Tories  were 
in  office,  the  demand>  which  was  formerly 
5,000/.  a-year,  was  increased;  to  what 
amount  it  might  have  been  increased,  had 
that  state  of  things  continued,  he  could  not 
tell — ^but  they  now  asked  for  8,000/.  a^ 
year — to  be  gradually  increased.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  rank  injustice  to  the  public 
and  to  the  Dissenters,  which  was  im- 
plied in  the  grant  of  this  money.  He  had 
yet  to  learn  that  the  Church  of  Scotland 
had  increased  in  usefulness.  He  had 
always  considered  that  the  voluntary 
system  was  the  great  advantage  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  It  was  in  full  opera- 
tion, as  was  evidenced  by  the  fact,  that 
even  the  poorest  classes  subscribed  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  ministry.  He  had  yet 
to  leam,  moreover,  that  there  was  any 
ground  for  providing  any  additional 
Uhurches,  where  there  was  already  suffi- 
cient accommodation.  It  was  not  by  such 
means  that  the  influence  of  religion  would 
be  advanced  in  Scotland.  In  the  Highlands 
there  was,  in  many  places,  a  deficiency  of 
accommodation ;  but,  such  was  the  nature 
of  the  country,  and  so  situated  were  the 
population,  that  unless  there  were  to  be  a 
chapel  in  every  farm-house,  full  and  uni- 
versal accommodation  could  not  be  pro- 
vided. Such,  however,  was  the  zeal  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  that  they  came 
forward,  of  their  own  accord,  with  money 
for  all  these  purposes.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kirkcudbright, 
the  most  liberal  of  the  Members  who  had 
spoken  on  the  other  side  of  the  Question, 
had  expressed  an  (pinion  to  the  e£kct,  that 
the  Dissenters,  also,  would  be  entitled  to 
benefit  by  the  interference  of  the  House; 
but  the  Dissenters  of  Scotland  did  not  wish 
for  any  such  intervention.  They  were 
ready  to  come  forward,  according  to  their 
means,  with  the  funds  necessary  for  the 
diffusion  of  the  Gospel ;  and  it  was  much 
better  that  there  should  be  a  generous 
rivalry  between  them  and  the  Establish- 
ment,  than  that  either  should  come  down 


senters  in  the  market.  What  would  the 
House  think  of  a  company  of  fishmongers 
who  undersell  other  salesmen  with  the 
money  of  the  public  ?  He  would  like  to 
see  competition,  but  not  with  the  public 
money. 

Mr.  Johnston  and  bis  Con« 
STITUSNTS.]  Mr.  Andrew  Johnston 
said,  that  a  gross  and  unprovoked  at. 
tack  having  been  made  upon  him  in  some 
of  the  public  journals,  he  begsed  to  put  a 
question  to  the  hon.  Member  ror  Hastings, 
who  had  been  intrusted  with  a  petition 
bearing  on  the  case.  He  wished  to  know 
when  the  hon.  Member  intended  to  bring 
forward  that  petition,  in  order  that  he 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  replying  to 
the  allegations  contained  in  it  in  his  place  ? 
He  hoped,  as  the  petition  conveyed  a  serious 
charge  against  him,  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  present  it  without  delay. 

Mr.  Elphinstone  said,  that  a  petition  had 
been  consigned  to  him  by  an  individual, 
referring  to  some  peculiar  circumstances 
that  arose  in  relation  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Andrew's  and  his  constituents.*— > 
Since  the  petition  came  into  his  hands  he 
had  had  an  interview  with  the  petitioneri 
who  authorised  him  to  abstain  from  pre- 
senting it,  provided  tho  hon*  Member 
would  consent  to  refer  certain  documents, 
which  he  would  mention,  to  gentlemen 
whom  the  hon.  Member  had  himself  chosen 
as  arbitrators  in  the  case  to  which  the  pe. 
tition  related.  He  was  willing  to  present 
the  petition  notwithstanding,  ifthat  should 
be  thought  the  better  course,  although  he 
feared  it  might  be  found  to  be  rather  ir- 
regularly worded.  The  documents  which 
he  ventured  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  refer  to  arbitrators  were,  first,  a 
statement  published  by  the  electors  of  St. 
Andrew's ;  and  second,  an  affidavit  iwom 
to  by — 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  interrupt  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  must  observe,  that 
unless  the  hon.  Member  meant  to  conclude 
by  presenting  the  petition,  there  was  no 
question  before .  the  House. 

Mr.  Elphinstone  was  ready  to  present  the 
petition  as  a  matter  of  form,  and  would 
read  it,  if  the  House  wished. 

Mt.Andrew  Johnston  said,  that  as  an  extra- 
ordinary attack  had  been  made  upon  him  in 
his  public  character,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  extend  its  courtesy  to  him  in  the 
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same  manner  as  had  been  done  in  tlie  case 
of  other  lion.  Members  on  different  occa- 
sions, and  afford  him  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  the  charge. 

Mr.  Elphifistone  observed^  that  he  had 
abeady  previously  informed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  he  intended  to  lay  the  matter  be. 
fore  the  House.  He  would  now  proceed  to 
read  the  petition,  offering  no  comment  on 
its  contents.  The  petition  was  from 
Robert  Anstruther,  Esq.,  of  .  Third 
Fart,  in  the  county  of  Fife,  and  the 
petition  set  forth,  that  Mr.  A.  John* 
iton  had  been  elected  for  the  borough 
of  St.  Andrew's,  and  had  publicly  pledged 
himself  to  resign  his  seat  in  case  a  majority 
of  his  constituents  required  it.  The  follow- 
ing was  a  copy — 

[Considerable  confusion  occurred  here, 
several  members  exclaiming, "  The  prayer; 
read  the  prayer  of  the  petition."] 

Mr.  Elphinstone:  The  prayer  of  the 
petition  was,  that  the  House  would  be 
pleased  to  take  into  consideration  a  matter 
so  gravely  affecting  the  honour  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House. 

Mr.  Goulbwn  said,  that  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  this  was  a  petition  which 
the  House  could  entertain.  The  hon. 
Idember  had  been  elected  by  his  con- 
stituents to  represent  their  interests  in 
Parliament,  and  it  was  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alone  to  consider  what  was  his  duty  in 
that  situation.  When  the  regular  oppor* 
tunity  of  another  election  was  afibrded, 
then  would  be  the  period  for  the  elec- 
tors to  express  their  opinions  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  order.  A  Member 
stated  that  his  character  had  been  assailed 
and  asked  for  an  opportunity  to  defend 
himself.  The  House  ought  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  the  opportunity  he  claimed. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn :  How  could  the 
House  entertain  a  petition  which  asked  it 
to  inquire  into  allegations  affecting  the 
)sonour  of  a  Member  ?  If  the  House  were 
to  admit  this  principle,  the  whole  of  its 
time  might  be  taken  up  in  such  investiga- 
tions, especially  if  everything  which  any 
petitioner  thought  likely  to  affect  the 
^nour  of  a  Member  were  to  be  inquired 
into.  It  appeared  to  him  that  this  was  not 
A  matter  in  which  the  House  had  jurisdic- 
tion, and  therefore  he  was  averse  to  pro- 
ceeding further  with  it. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Memb^  for  Montgomeryshire  seemed  en- 
tirely to  have  forgotten  the  part  he  took  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Walsh^  which  occurred  at 


an  early  period  of  his  (Mr.  Hume's)  Part 
liamentary  life.  Mr.  Walsh  was  considered 
guilty  of  a  moral,  but  not  of  a  legal  offence, 
having,  under  particular  circumstances,  de- 
frauded an  individual  of  Exchequer  bills, 
and  the  House  expelled  him,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  having  himself  brought  in  a  bill 
on  the  subject.  It  was  true  that  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  was  one  of  the  sixteen  who  had 
opposed  that  proceeding,  on  the  ground 
that  if  the  House  constituted  itself  a 
censor  of  the  moral  conduct  of  individual 
members,  there  would  be  no  end  to  such 
matters. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  spoke  in  total 
ignorance  of  the  circumstances  to  which  he 
had  referred.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Walsh 
there  was  this  little  previous  circumstance 
(omitted  by  the  hon.  gentleman,)  that  Mn 
Walsh  had  been  indicted  at  the  old  Bailey, 
and  was  convicted  by  a  jury ;  but  the  sen-« 
tence  was  remitted  on  a  technical  ground, 
it  being  matter  of  doubt  whether  Exche- 
quer bills  were  or  were  not  articles  the  em- 
bezzlement of  which  was  felony  under  the 
then  existing  law. 

Mr.  Hume :  The  sentence  on  Mr. 
Walsh  had  been  reversed,  and  therefore 
there  was  no  charge  against  liim,  as  far 
as  the  law  was  concerned,  he  was  merely 
exposed  to  the  imputation  of  moral  guilt. 

Mr.  Elphinstone  thought  that  there  could 
be  no  fairer  course  than  to  lay  the  docu* 
ment  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Mdhuen  rose  to  order.  The  House 
ought  not  to  constitvte  itself  a  judge  in 
such  a  case :  it  was  a  matter  between  the 
hon.  Member  and  hb  constituents. 

Mr.  Robinson  thought  it  was  due  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Andrew's,  either  that 
the  petition  should  be  withdrawn  or  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  defending  himself.  As  far  as  his 
experience  extended,  hon.  Members,  when 
accused,  had  always  been  allowed  to  vindi« 
cate  themselves.  It  was  a  question  of  feel- 
ing and  discretion,  however,  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  for,  he  admitted  the  discnsaion 
to  be  altogether  irregular. 

Lord  John  Russell  understood  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  bring  forward 
the  petition  with  a  view  to  obtaining  some 
decision  on  the  subject,  but  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  opposite  that  this 
was  a  question  upon  which  the  House 
could  come  to  no  decision.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion between  a  representative  and  his  con- 
stituents with  regard  to  certain  statements 
which  he  was  supposed  to  have  made  to 


323. 


Mr.Jokubm 


{COMMONS}        and  kk  CmutitMtntM.        9M 


tbeiii*  He  raoomnieiided  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  to  bring  forward  a  petition  of  thii 
kind  on  such  grounds,  especially  as  he  did 
not  appear  to  be  prepared  with  any  specific 
inotion  on  the  subject 

Mr.  Roebuck  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  persevere ;  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Andrew's  called  on  the 
House  to  afford  him  an  opportunity  to  re- 
fute the  charge  made  against  him  in  his 
character  of  a  member  of  that  House,  it 
was  only  fair  to  hear  his  vindication,  as 
otherwise  the  charge  would  continue  to 
hang  over  him  unless  he  had  an  oppor^ 
tunity  to  wipe  off  the  stain. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  only  question  before 
the  House  was,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  StAndrew's  should  be  allowed  to  speak 
upon  a  petition  not  yet  presented,  and  to 
gye  a  fuU  explanation  of  his  conducts— 
The  House  might  perhaps  not  consider  the 
present  a  convenient  opportunity,  inasmuch 
as  the  petition  appeared  to  be  of  a  nature 
which  could  not  be  received.  The  House 
had  not  hitherto  entered  into  discussions 
between  constituents  and  representatives; 
whereas  the  prayer  of  the  petition  required 
that  it  shoula  do  so  in  this  instance* 

Mr.  Andrew  Jchruton  thought  it  due 
not  only  to  himself,  but  to  the  House,  to 
take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  Question  before  it.  He  was  now  r^y 
to  adopt  any  course  that  the  House  might 
desire,  and  would  either  avail  himself  otits 
indulgence  now  or  at  a  future  period :  but 
he  certainly  felt  very  anxious  to  answer 
this  extraordinary  charge.  He  did  not 
ask  the  favour  of  a  hearing  as  a  private  in. 
dividual,  but  as  a  Member  of  the  House, 
against  whom  an  attack  had  been  made  in 
language  inconsistent  with  the  credit  and 
chairacter  of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  He 
trusted  that,  as  on  former  occasions  the 
courtesy  of  a  hearing  had  been  extended  to 
Members  under  similar  circumstances,  he 
might  now  or  on  the  first  convenient  op- 
portunity be  allowed  to  vindicate  him- 
self. 

Mr.  Pryme  understood  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was,  that  the  petition  do 
lie  on  the  Table.    ["  Noy  nor] 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  petition  had 
not  been  brought  up.  The  hon.  Member 
was  proposing  to  present  it  when  he  had 
been  called  on  to  read  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  that  the  House  might  see  whether 
it  could  be  received. 

Mr.  Pryme  was  goin^  to  propose  that 
the  debate  on  the  Question  should  be  ad- 
journed till  to-morrow,  but  as  he  understood 


that  would  be  irregular,  he  would  thnnw 
out  a  suggestion  instead  of  making  a  mo* 
tion,  and  propoaed  that  if  the  hoo.  Mem* 
ber  for  Hastings  would  brins  forward  the 
petition  to-morrow  or  on  a  future  day,  on 
the  Question  that  it  do  lie  on  the  TaUe, 
the  hon«  Member  tar  St.  Andrew's  diould 
have  the  opportunity  of  explaining  and 
vindicating  his  conduct,  whatever  might  be 
the  ultimate  decisiott  of  the  House  on  the 
petition. 

Mr.  Skaw  apprehended,  that  without 
any  motion  or  question  being  before  the 
House,  any  hon.  Member  might  fairiy 
claim  its  indulgence  to  atkr  any  eiplan»- 
tion  in  answer  to  a  charce  af^ting  hia 
character  as  a  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GUlom  trusted,  that  whenever  the 
subject  should  be  farou^t  on,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings  would  bring  np  riie 
petition,  in  order  to  afford  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers an  opportunity  of  speaking,  as  well  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  St  Andrew's. 

Mr.  Elphinsione  moved  that  the  petition 
be  brought  up. 

Mr.  Andrew  JohnUon  claimed  the  in. 
dulgenoe  of  the  House,  while  he  offered  a 
short  statement  in  reference  to  the  petition 
now  presented,  and  the  extraordinary 
charge  made  agmnst  his  character  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  The  petition 
stated  that  a  pledge  had  been  given  by  him 
to  his  constituents,  and  that  the  proof  of  the 
pledge  was— 

Sir  Robert  Peel  spoke  to  order;  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  course 
the  hon.  Member  was  taking  was  likely  to 
involve  the  House  in  considerable  difficulty. 
It  appeared  to  be  clearly  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  this  was  a  matter  in  which  it 
had  no  jurisdiction.  It  related  to  a  Mem- 
ber who  was  said  to  have  entered  into  certain 
engagements  with  his  constituents,  with 
which  engagements,  however,  the  House 
had  nothing  to  da  If  so,  he  doubted  the 
policy  of  the  hon.  Member  going  into  a 
statement  of  the  matter,  especially  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  possess  an  advantage 
which  he  himself  would  probably  not  desire 
to  avail  himself  of,  in  making  a  statement 
which  other  parties  could  not  answer  in  the 
same  place.  If,  after  an  explanation  from 
the  hon.  Member,  the  House  should  refuse 
to  receive  the  petition,  the  difficulty  would 
be  increased  by  having  heard  an  ex  parte 
statement.  He  was,  besides,  clearly  of 
opinion  that  nothing  could  be  more  dan- 
gerous than  to  establish  a  precedent  cal- 
culated to  lead  the  House  to  ocmstitute  it- 
self a  judge  in  sudi  cases.    The  difference 
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was  dear  between  illegal  and  immoral  acts 
so  dear  as  to  warrant  the  House  in  de- 
dining  to  interfere  in  the  case  of  allega- 
tions such  as. the  present.  He  did  hope 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
well  before  involving  the  House  in  further 
difficultv  ;  for  if  the  hon.  Member  made  a 
statement  of  the  transaction,  and  if,  after- 
wards, the  House  denied  his  constituents 
the  power  of  making  a  counter  statement, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  an  ad  van. 
taee  over  those  parties  which  he  might  not 
wish  to  avail  himself  of.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  have  an  opportunity  of  explain- 
ing himself,  and  making  his  statements  to 
his  constituents,  to  whom  it  might  be  much 
better  directed  than  to  the  House,  which, 
be  it  observed,  had  entertained  no  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member.  He  hoped,  that 
as  it  appeared  the  case  did  not  properly 
come  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House, 
the  hon.  Memb^  would  pause  before  en- 
tering further  upon  it. 

Mr.  Fowell  Buxton  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Andrew's  was  only  anxious 
to  vindicate  himself.  The  hon.  Member 
felty  in  common  with  those  Gentlemen  who 
had  looked  into  the  case,  that  he  was  dear 
in  honour ;  and  therefore  it  appeared  hard, 
after  reflections  had  been  made  on  his 
diaiacter,  that  he  was  not  allowed  an  op- 
portunity of  defending  himself.  However, 
if  his  hon.  Friend  could  not  make  his  de- 
fence without  taking  an  advantage  over  his 
constituents,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  hon.  Member  hs^  better 
abstain  from  going  into  the  case ;  but  he 
trusted  it  would  go  forth  to  the  public  that 
no  statement  had  been  made  in  that  House 
which  could  in  the  slightest  manner  affect 
the  honour  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Lord  Hawick  concurred  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  if  the  House  allowed 
this  proceeding  to  go  a  single  step  further, 
it  would  be  establishing  an  extremely  bad 
and  dangerous  precedent.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hastings  had  stated,  that  the  origin 
oi  this  proceeding  arose  from  a  pledge  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  And[rew^s  to 
resign  his  seat  under  certain  drcumstances, 
but  he  trusted  that  the  House  would  never 
reoognLse  such  a  prind|;de.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  naturally  desire 
to  discuss  the  question,  but  it  ought  also  to 
be  remembered  that  no  charge  had  been 
made  against  the  hon.  Member  in  that 
place.  Attacks  were  made  on  him  in  the 
newspapers,  but,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
said,    the  hon.   Gentleman  could  defend 


himself  to  his  constituents,  without  estab- 
lishing a  dangerous  precedent  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  Elphinstone  was  willing  to  with, 
draw  the  petition,  in  compliance  with  what 
appeared  to  be  the  wish  of  the  house. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  said,  that  he 
should  be  sorry  to  make  any  statement 
which  another  party  might  not  have  an 
opportunity  of  answering,  and  if  it  were 
the  sense  of  the  House  that  he  ought  not 
to  press  the  subject,  he  would  not  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity. 

The  Petition  was  withdrawn. 

Disturbance  at  Wolverhampton.] 
Mr.  Thornely  wished  to  put  a  question  to 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  rela- 
tive to  the  recent  interference  of  the  military 
at  Wolverhampton.  He  held  in  his  hand 
letters  from  individuals  resident  in  the  town 
and  neighbourhood  (one  of  whom  was  Mr. 
Roaf,  a  dissenting  minister) ,  which  stated 
that,  subsequent  to  the  close  of  the  poll  at 
four  o'clock  on  Wednesday  last,  the  soldiery 
had  been  most  improperly  brought  into  the 
town,  although  there  was  no  disturbance 
to  justify  their  interference.  One  of  the 
letter-writers  stated,  that  few  elections  had 
ever  passed  off  with  less  violence  on  the 
part  of  the  people.  At  six  o'clock  in  the 
evening,  Mr.  Hill,  a  magistrate,  who  re« 
sided  at  a  distance  of  three  miles  from  Wol 
verhampton,  went  home,  apprehending  no 
tumult  or  violence.  Notwithstanding  there 
appeared  to  have  been  very  little  confusion 
or  disorder,  the  military  were  called  in,  and 
the  Riot  Act  having  been  read,  they  charged 
the  people.  The  result  was,  that  one  man 
received  a  shot,  in  consequence  of  which 
his  leg  had  to  be  amputated;  another  per- 
son was  wounded,  and  would  probably  be 
lamed  for  life ;  and  a  third  received  a  buU 
let,  which  had  been  attended  with  serious 
consequences — so  much  so,  that  the  indivL 
dual's  life  was  endangered.  He  under, 
stood  the  military  went  about  the  town 
singly  and  in  pairs,  firing  through 
doors,  so  that  it  was  extraordinary  many 
lives  had  not  been  lost.  The  only  confusion 
of  any  consequence,  as  he  was  informed, 
took  place  in  front  of  the  Swan,  Sir  F. 
Goodricke's  hotel,  but  notwithstanding  the 
street  opposite  to  the  house  had  been  recently 
mabadamized,  only  four  panes  of  glass  were 
broken  in  the  windows.  He  could  not 
understand  on  what  grounds  the  military 
had  been  brought  into  Wolverhampton; 
and,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  the  case  required 
investigation.     He  did  not  know  on  what 
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them.  'He  reoommended  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  to  bring  forward  a  petition  of  this 
kind  on  such  grounds^  especially  as  he  did 
i^ot  appear  to  be  prepared  with  any  specific 
motion  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Roebuck  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gen. 
deman  would  persevere ;  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Andrew's  called  on  the 
House  to  afford  him  an  opportunity  to  re- 
fute the  charge  made  against  him  in  his 
character  of  a  member  of  that  House,  it 
was  only  fair  to  hear  his  vindication,  as 
otherwise  the  charge  would  continue  to 
hang  over  him  unless  he  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  wipe  off  the  stain. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  only  question  before 
the  House  was,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  St. Andrew's  should  be  allowed  to  speak 
upon  a  petition  not  yet  presented,  and  to 
^e  a  full  explanation  of  his  conduct.-— 
The  House  might  perhaps  not  consider  the 
present  a  convenient  opportunity,  inasmuch 
as  the  petition  appeared  to  be  of  a  nature 
which  could  not  be  received.  The  House 
had  not  hitherto  entered  into  discussions 
between  constituents  and  representatives; 
whereas  the  prayer  of  the  petition  required 
that  it  shoula  do  so  in  this  instance. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  thought  it  due 
not  only  to  himself,  but  to  the  House,  to 
take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  Question  before  it.  He  was  nowr^y 
to  adopt  any  course  that  the  House  might 
desire,  and  would  either  avail  himself  ofits 
indulgence  now  or  at  a  future  period :  but 
he  certainly  felt  very  anxious  to  answer 
this  extraordinary  charge.  He  did  not 
ask  the  favour  of  a  hearing  as  a  private  in. 
dividual,  but  as  a  Memmr  of  the  House, 
against  whom  an  attack  had  been  made  in 
bmguage  inconsistent  with  the  credit  and 
chfluracter  of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  He 
trusted  that,  as  on  former  occasions  the 
courtesy  of  a  hearing  had  been  extended  to 
Members  under  simOar  circumstances,  he 
might  now  or  on  the  first  convenient  op- 
portunity be  allowed  to  vindicate  him- 
self. 

Mr.  Pryme  understood  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was,  that  the  petition  do 
lie  on  the  Table.    ["  No,  no."] 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  petition  had 
not  been  brought  up.  The  hon.  Member 
was  proposing  to  present  it  when  he  had 
been  called  on  to  read  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  that  the  House  might  see  whether 
it  could  be  received. 

Mr.  Pryme  was  going  to  propose  that 
the  debate  on  the  Question  should  be  ad- 
journed till  to-morrow,  but  as  he  understood 


that  would  be  irregular,  he  would  throw 
out  a  suggestion  instead  of  making  a  mo- 
tion, and  proposed  that  if  the  hon.  Mem-> 
her  for  Hastings  would  bring  forward  the 
petition  to.morrow  or .  on  a  future  day,  on 
the  Question  that  it  do  lie  on  the  Table, 
the  hon.  Member  ^or  St.  Andrew's  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  explaining  and 
vindicating  his  conduct,  whatever  might  be 
the  ultimate  decision  of  the  House  on  the 
petition. 

Mr.  Shaw  apprehended,  that  without 
any  motion  or  question  being  before  the 
House,  any  hon.  Member  might  fairly 
daim  its  indulgence  to  offer  any  explana- 
tion in  answer  to  a  charge  a^cting  his 
character  as  a  Member  of  l£te  House. 

Mr.  G'dlon  trusted,  that  whenever  the 
subject  should  be  brought  on,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings  would  bring  up  the 
petition,  in  order  to  afford  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers an  opportunity  of  speaking,  as  well  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  St  Andrew's. 

Mr.  Elphinstone  moved  that  the  petition 
be  brought  up. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  claimed  the  \ru 
dulgence  of  the  House,  while  he  offered  a 
short  statement  in  reference  to  the  petition 
now  presented,  and  the  extraordinaiy 
charge  made  against  his  character  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  The  petition 
stated  that  a  pledge  had  been  given  by  him 
to  his  constituents,  and  that  the  proof  of  the 
pledge  was-— 

Sir  Robert  Peel  spoke  to  order;  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  course 
the  hon.  Member  was  taking  was  likely  to 
involve  the  House  in  considerable  difficulty. 
It  appeared  to  be  clearly  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  this  was  a  matter  in  which  it 
had  no  jurisdiction.  It  related  to  a  Mem- 
ber who  was  said  to  have  entered  into  certain 
engagements  with  his  constituents^  with 
which  engagements,  however,  the  House 
had  nothing  to  do.  If  so,  he  doubted  the 
policy  of  the  hon.  Member  going  into  a 
statement  of  the  matter,  especially  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  possess  an  advantage 
which  he  himself  would  probably  not  desire 
to  avail  himself  of,  in  making  a  statement 
which  other  parties  could  not  answer  in  the 
same  place.  If,  after  an  explanation  from 
the  hon.  Member,  the  House  should  refuse 
to  receive  the  petition,  the  difficulty  would 
be  increased  by  having  heard  an  ex  parte 
statement.  He  was,  besides,  clearly  of 
opinion,  that  nothinff  couid  be  more  dan« 
gerous  than  to  e8t»»lish  a  precedent  cal- 
culated to  lead  the  House  to  constitute  it- 
self a  judge  in. such  cases.    The  difierence 
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W88  clear  between  illegal  and  immoral  acts 
so  dear  as  to  warrant  the  House  in  de- 
clining to  interfere  in  the  case  of  allega- 
tions such  as. the  present.  He  did  hope 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
well  before  involving  the  House  in  further 
difficultv  :  for  if  the  hon.  Member  made  a 
Statement  of  the  transaction^  and  if^  after- 
wards, the  House  denied  his  constituents 
the  power  of  making  a  counter  statement, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  an  ad  van. 
tage  over  those  parties  which  he  might  not 
wish  to  avail  himself  of.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  have  an  opportunity  of  explain- 
ing himself,  and  making  his  statements  to 
his  constituents,  to  whom  it  might  be  much 
better  directed  than  to  the  House,  which, 
be  it  observed,  had  entertained  no  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member.  He  hoped,  that 
as  it  appeared  the  case  did  not  properly 
come  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House, 
the  hon.  Memb^  would  pause  before  en- 
tering further  upon  it, 

Mr.  Fowell  Buxton  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Andrew's  was  only  anxious 
to  vindicate  himself.  The  hon.  Member 
felt,  in  common  with  those  Gentlemen  who 
had  looked  into  the  case,  that  he  was  clear 
in  honour ;  and  therefore  it  appealed  hard, , 
after  reflections  had  been  made  on  his 
character,  that  he  was  not  allowed  an  op- 
portunity of  defending  himself.  However, 
if  his  hon.  Friend  could  not  make  his  de- 
fence without  taking  an  advantage  over  his 
constituents,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  hon.  Member  had  better 
abstain  from  going  into  the  case ;  but  he 
trusted  it  would  go  forth  to  the  public  that 
no  statement  had  been  made  in  that  House 
which  could  in  the  slightest  manner  afiect 
the  honour  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Lord  Howick  concurred  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  if  the  House  allowed 
this  proceeding  to  go  a  single  step  further, 
it  would  be  establishing  an  extremely  bad 
and  dangerous  precedent.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hasdngs  had  stated,  that  the  origin 
of  this  proceeding  arose  from  a  pledge  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Andrew's  to 
resign  bis  seat  under  certain  circumstances, 
but  he  trusted  that  the  House  would  never 
recognise  such  a  principle.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  naturally  desire 
to  discuss  the  question,  but  it  ought  also  to 
be  remembered  that  no  charge  had  been 
made  against  the  hon.  Member  in  that 
place.  Attacks  were  made  on  him  in  the 
newspapers,  but,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
said,    the  hon.  Gentleman  could  defend 
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himself  to  his  constituents,  without  estab- 
lishing a  dangerous  precedent  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  Elphinsione  was  willing  to  with, 
draw  the  petition,  in  compliance  with  what 
appeared  to  be  the  wish  of  the  house. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  said,  that  he 
should  be  sorry  to  make  any  statement 
which  another  party  plight  not  have  an 
opportunity  of  answering,  and  if  it  were 
the  sense  of  the  House  that  he  ought  not 
to  press  the  subject,  he  would  not  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity. 

The  Petition  was  withdrawn. 

DiSTURBANCB    AT   WoLVERHAMPTON.] 

Mr.  Thornely  wished  to  put  a  question  to 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  rela- 
tive to  the  recent  interference  of  the  military 
at  Wolverhampton.  He  held  in  his  hand 
letters  from  individuals  resident  in  the  town 
and  neighbourhood  (one  of  whom  was  Mr. 
Roaf,  a  dissenting  minister),  which  stated 
that,  subsequent  to  the  close  of  the  poll  at 
four  o'clock  on  Wednesday  last,  the  soldiery 
had  been  most  improperly  brought  into  the 
town,  although  there  was  no  disturbance 
to  justify  their  interference.  One  of  the 
letter-writers  stated,  that  few  elections  had 
ever  passed  ofi*  with  less  violence  on  the 
part  cf  the  people.  At  six  o'clock  in  the 
evening,  Mr.  Hill,  a  magistrate,  who  re- 
sided at  a  distance  of  three  miles  from  Wol 
verhampton,  went  home,  apprehending  no 
tumult  or  violence.  Notwithstanding  there 
appeared  to  have  been  very  little  confusion 
or  disorder,  the  military  were  called  in,  and 
the  Riot  Act  having  been  read,  they  charged 
the  people.  The  result  was,  that  one  man 
received  a  shot,  in  consequence  of  which 
his  leg  had  to  be  amputated;  another  per- 
son was  wounded,  and  would  probably  be 
lamed  for  life ;  and  a  third  received  a  bul- 
let, which  had  been  attended  with  serious 
consequences — so  much  so,  that  the  indivi- 
dual*s  life  was  endangered.  He  under, 
stood  the  military  went  about  the  town 
singly  and  in  pairs,  firing  through 
doors,  so  that  it  was  extraordinary  many 
lives  had  not  been  lost.  The  only  confusion 
of  any  consequence,  as  he  was  informed, 
took  place  in  front  of  the  Swan,  Sir  F. 
Goodricke's  hotel,  but  notwithstanding  the 
street  opposite  to  the  house  had  been  recently 
raafcadamized,  only  four  panes  of  glass  were 
broken  in  the  windows.  He  could  not 
understand  on  what  grounds  the  military 
had  been  brought  into  Wolverhampton; 
and,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  the  case  required 
investigation.  He  did  not  know  on  whftt 
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that  the  soldiers  were  desired  to  edTance  im- 
mediately. Their  appearance,  at  about  five 
p.m.y  seemed  to  check  the  mob,  and  at  six 
the  undersigned,  Mr.  Hill,  informed  Captain 
Manning,  the  officer  in  command,  that  he 
thought  thev  might  be  sent  to  their  quarters, 
which  was  done,  though  the  mob  did  not  dis- 
perse ;  yet  as  they  did  not  proceed  to  acts  of 
violence,  it  was  thought  they  would  be  trau- 
quillized,  and  Mr.  Hill  went  home,  about 
three  miles  off.  At  about  seven  o'clock  p.m. 
the  mob  began  to  assail  the  Swan  Inn,  where 
some  of  the  successful  candidate's  friends  still 
were.  Several  windows  were  broken,  and 
some  persons  attacked,  and  the  undersigned 
Mr.  Clare  went  among  them  with  some  special 
constables,  and  entreated  them  to  desist ;  he 
was  spit  upon,  and  compelled  with  the  high 
and  spKBcial  constables  to  retreat  to  the  inn,  and 
when  he  appeared  at  the  window  he  was  as- 
sailed with  stones,  and  struck  while  reading 
the  Riot  Act.  The  soldiers  were  then  called 
outy  and  the  mob  commenced  a  furious  attack 
upon  them ;  a  street  near  the  market-place 
was  barricadoed  with  two  carts  and  an  iron 
chain ;  many  of  the  soldiers  were  struck  with 
stones,  and  one  horse  was  stabbed  in  the  side 
and  fell  down  dead,' while  standing  still,  which 
is  necessary  to  be  stated,  because  it  has  been 
asserted,  that  the  horse  fell  while  charging ; 
the  undersigned  Mr.  Clare  saw  him  fall.  The 
fact  of  the  violence  of  the  mob  during  the 
election  and  subsequent  to  its  close  can  be 
substantiated  by  affidavits,  if  necessaiy ;  and  a 
declaration  of  approbation  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Magistrates  and  soldiers  is,  we  believe, 
being  signed.  It  was  not  until  alter  the  death 
of  the  horse  that  the  soldiers  were  directed  to 
fire,  and  the  mob  still  persisted  in  their  attacks, 
at  times  retreating  to  a  church-yard  close  to 
the  market-place,  to  which  the  soldiers  could 
not  for  some  time  get  access,  and  advancing 
again.  Mr.  Hill,  who  was  sent  for,  and  ar- 
rived at  about  eleven,  states,  that  many  dis- 
charges of  fire-arms  were  heard  by  himself  and 
others  in  different  parts  of  the  town,  when  all 
the  soldiers  were  assembled  in  the  market- 
place, but  whether  ball  was  fired  by  the  mob 
he  does  not  know ;  neither  is  he  aware  of  any 
of  the  soldiers  having  been  fired  at  that  night. 
At  midnight  another  troop  of  horse  arrived 
from  Stourbridge,  ten  miles  off,  and  Mr.  Hill 
took  nx  or  seven  special  constables  and  these 
mounted  soldiers,  and  visited  all  the  outskirts 
of  the  town,  clearing  such  public-houses  and 
beer-shops  as  were  open,  but  the  soldiers  took 
no  part  in  this  proceeding,  only  remaining  in 
the  street  to  protect  the  Magistrates  and  con- 
stables, in  the  case  of  any  sudden  attack. 

*'  At  about  two  o'clock  on  Thursday  morn- 
ing the  town  was  quiet,  and  all  the  troops  were 
sent  to  their  quarters,  except  sixteen  who  re- 
mained on  duty  all  night. 

**  Four  persons  have  been  ascertained  to 
have  received  gunshot  wounds,  one  of  them  in 
the  knee,  which  rendered  amputation  necessary ; 
and  we  believe  one  man  is  also  wounded,  not 

i#verel]r  by  a  sword ;  none  are  jret  dead. 


"  We  should  be  doing  injustice  to  the 
officers  and  soldiers  employed  if  we  did  not 
express  our  admiration  of  their  steadiness  and 
forbearance  under  circumstances  of  no  ordi- 
nary provocation :  only  one  example  occurred 
to  the  contrary,  in  a  soldier  who  was  found 
to  be  drunk,  and  placed  in  confinement  early 
in  the  evening.  Several  swords  were  broken, 
from  the  soldiers  striking  with  the  flat  side  of 
them. 

<<  We  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  how 
many  shots  were  fired,  but  as  the  soldiers  have 
a  regular  number  of  cartridges  given  out  to 
them,  the  report  of  the  officers  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief will  doubtless  furnish  that 
particular. 

"  A  statement  has  appeared  in  the  London 
papers  purporting  to  be  a  declaration  of 
certain  persons  before  Mr.  Roaf,  a  Dissenting 
minister  here,  which  is  very  roach  at  variance 
with  the  truth.  Two  of  the  parties — one  of 
them  a  special  constable — have  been  heard  to 
say  before  the  mob,  that  they  (the  mob)  must 
be  taught  to  fire  and  mark  their  men.  It  is, 
we  believe,  ascertained  that  a  bullet,  stated 
to  have  been  fired  into  a  house  in  Queen-street 
has  been  found  on  examination  to  be  too  large 
for  the  soldiers'  fire-arms*  lliis  requires  no 
comment. 

"A  report  of  the  conduct  of  the  mob, 
which  rendered  it  necessary  for  Mr.  Briscoe, 
another  Magistrate,  to  read  the  Riot  Act  on 
Thursday  and  Friday  nigfits,  happily  without 
the  soldiers  being  afterwards  called  upon  to 
act,  has  doubtless  been  submitted  to  your 
Lordship,  and  we  are  happy  to  add  that  this 
night  has  passed  off  without  disturbance. 
(1 1  p.  m.) 

"  We  have  the  honour  to  remain 

".  Your  Lordship's  obedient  servants^ 

"  J.  Clabe, 
*'  Hemet  Hilu" 

"  Wolverhampton,  May  "30." 

He  begged  leave  to  say,  that  he  knew  the 
Gentlemen  who  had  signed  the  foregoing 
statement  to  be  persons  of  high  and  nnim- 
peachable  honour,  and  incapable  of  deviat- 
ing from  yeracity  even  in  a  case  affecting 
their  own  character.  They  had  both  been 
Magistrates  for  a  long  period  (Mr.  Chre 
had  been  in  the  commission  of  the  peace 
for  more  than  forty  years),  and  they  had 
performed  their  magisterial  duties  with  so 
much  credit  to  themselyes,  and  made 
themselves  so  popular,  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  surprise  that  a  charge  like 
that  which  had  been  mentioned  in 
the  House  should  be  made  against  them. 
He  had  that  very  day  seen  persons  from 
Wolverhampton,  who  dedared  that  the 
precautions  of  the  Magistrates  and  the  for- 
bearance of  the  military  were  beyond  all 
praise.  He  was  not  aware  of  the  circum- 
stanoes  which  attended  the  last  ekctioni 
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h^  brotob  and  the  pemm  wlia  held  the 
vou  in  whieh  he  K&ded>  waa  under  appr^ 
hension  that  it  might  he  demolished ;  and 
he  had  thought  it  pioper  upon  that  occa* 
aion,  after  heing  applied  to  hy  sereral  of 
the  inhaUtants,  to  suggest  to  the  magis- 
trateSj  that  in  the  absence  of  any  effective 
police>  or  of  any  special  constables  being 
sworn  in^  they  should  take  some  precaution 
for  the  protection  of  the  town  during  the 
night,  and  that  the  military  should  be  ap- 
prised that  their  asiistance  might  be  re- 
quired. Now,  he  well  remembered  the 
cold  manner  in  which  this  intimation  was 
received  by  the  magistrates — and  he  re- 
membered something  said  like  an  implica. 
tion  that  the  disturbance  would  not  justify 
it.  He  was  not  sorry  to  see  this  re- 
luctance on  the  part  of  the  magistrates,  and 
he  imputed  it  to  their  understanding  the 
people  better  than  himself,  and  not  to  a 
difference  in  politics  with  himself.  The 
military  were  not  introduced  into  the  town, 
and  the  people  dispersed  quietly.  But  this, 
however^  added  to  his  astonishment  at  the 
precipitancy  of  the  authorities  upon  this 
occasion^  when  he  was  confidently  assured 
that  the  disturbance  was  not  to  be  named 
in  comparison  with  that  at  the  time  of  the 
election  for  the  borough ;  that  there  had 
been  no  indication  of  violence  on  either  day 
of  polling;  that  a  ma^trate  had  retired 
to  his  country  seat  in  consequence  of  the 
peaceable  appearance  of  the  town,  and  that 
universal  surprise  was  expressed  when  the 
military  were  introduced  into  the  town. 
He  contended  that  the  particular  circura. 
stances  which  led  to  the  proclamation  of 
the  riot  required  exulanation.  There  were 
also  facts  connected  with  the  conduct  of 
the  military,  which  demanded  some  inquiry 
to  be  made ;  for  instance,  he  did  not  hear 
it  contradicted  that  the  soldiers  distributed 
themselves  in  parties  of  two  and  three  over 
the  town,  and  acted  upon  their  own  dis* 
cretion,  and  that  they  had  not  only  dis- 
persed the  people,  but  had  actually  fired  at 
them  when  in  the  act  of  flight.  He  would 
wish  to  learn  from  any  military  Member  of 
this  House  if  this  was  in  accordance  with 
military  discipline  or  military  practice  upon 
such  occasions.  If  it  was  ille^,  he  begged 
to  assure  the  House  that  su3i  things  were 
alle^  against  the  soldiers,  and  if  it  was 
denied,  he  thought  that  it  afforded  a  sub- 
stantial fiTuund  for  granting  the  inquiry 
suggestea  by  his  hon.  Colleague ;  ana  he 
should  strongly  urge  upon  his  Majestv's 
Government  the  propriety  of  forthwith 
giving    a    commission    to     some    person 


or  persons  in  whom  they  could  place  con- 
fidence, and  on  whom  the  public  could 
depend,  to  proceed  to  the  town  of  Wolver- 
hampton and  collect  the  truth.  There  were 
three  parties  implicated  in  this  matter—- 
the  magistracy,  the  miHtaryi  and  the  peo^ 
pie,  and  it  was  clear  that  a  fair  and  full 
mvestigation  would  not  be  expected  ftt>m 
the  violent  partizans  of  either.  It  became 
the  Government,  therefore,  to  select  some 
fit  and  proper  person  for  this  business.  A 
full  and  fair  inquiry  was  demanded  by  the 
people,  and  he  Uiought  it  reasonable,  just, 
and  expedient,  that  it  should  be  granted. 
He  thought  it  desirable  that  it  should  be 
instituted  immediately,  in  order  that  the  < 
public  authorities,  no  less  than  the  people, 
might  know  that  they  had  a  Government 
prompt  and  willing  to  offer  redress  where 
injury  was  alleged;  and  he  firmly  believed 
that  it  would  tend  not  only  to  allay  the 
excitement  and  anxiety  upon  this  unlortu. 
nate  business  in  the  place  where  it  occurred, 
but  in  the  manufacturing  districts  through-  • 
out  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  Forster  said,  that  in  consequence  of 
the  absence  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Staffordshire  (who  was 
suffering  from  indisposition),  he  had  been 
requested  to  make  known  a  itxort  statement . 
on  the  part  of  the  Magistrates  of  Stafford-* 
shire;  whose  conduct  had  been  most  un-« 
justly  Impugned  by  9x  pari€  accounts. 
The  statement  was  signed  by  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Clare  and  Mr.  HiU,  and  was  to  the  follow, 
ine  effect  (the  hon.  Member  here  read  the 
foQowing  document)  :*— ' 


<<  n  the  Right  Bon.  ihB  Sear^tgfy  i^StaU 
fir  the  Borne  Department, 

**  My  Lord|<— In  compliance  with  the  re- 
quest contained  io  your  Lordship's  letter  of 
yesterday's  date,  that  the  fullest  information 
may  be  supplied  relative  to  the  proceeding's 
subsequent  to  the  close  of  the  poll  in  this  town, 
we  beg  to  state,  that  during  thQ  whole  of  the 
last  day  of  the  poll  the  conduct  ef  the  raahi-- 
tudes  of  people  assembled  in  the  streets  was 
verv  violent ;  many  respectable  persons  were 
rolled  in  the  mud,  and  assailed  with  mud  and 
stones,  and  some  seriously  injured,  and  we 
received  repeated  applications  to  send  for  a 
military  force,  as  of  about  forty  or  fifty  special 
constables  who  had  been  sworn  io,  and  were 
all  that  could  be  procured  at  the  time,  some 
did  not  act,  and  the  rest  were  completely  over- 
powered. The  undersigned,  therefore,  sent 
for  a  troop  of  the  1st  Dragoon  Guaids  from 
Dudley,  six  miles  off,  requesting  them  to  come  • 
within  a  mile  of  the  town,  and  to  halt  there 
till  they  heard  from  us  aj^lo.  At  the  close  of 
the  poU  the  namber  of  people  increased  so 
rapidly,  and  their  behaviour  was  so  violent, 
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fbr  the  purpose  of  inspecting  it ;  but  the 
officer  most  properly  replied^  that  his  orders 
Were  not  to  separate  the  troops.  *'  As 
kmg  as  they  continue  under  my  supers 
intendence,"  he  added,  ''I  can  be  re* 
sponsible  for  their  conduct ;  but  I  cannot 
if  they  are  separated."  It  was  the  duty  of 
an  officer,  he  repeated,  to  keep  the  troops 
under  his  superintendence.  All  that  he 
(Sir  J.  Wrottesley)  wanted  was,  investiga*- 
tion,  and  immediate  investigation.  He 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  the  investiga- 
tion of  a  military  officer.  He  had  seen  in 
the  newspapers  an  account  of  an  investiga* 
tion  conducted  by  a  general  officer,  which, 
if  true,  was  by  no  means  satuifactory. 
With  respect  to  the  army^  he  must  be  per- 
mitted to  say,  that  no  man  regarded  it  with 
more  esteem  than  himself;  and  he  would 
be  the  last  person  to  find  fault  with  the 
conduct  of  individuals  belonging  to  it ;  but 
when  statements  such  as  he  had  read  were 
circulated  and  believed  by  most  respectable 
persons,  he  thought  it  only  due  to  the  mi. 
litary,  to  the  Government,  and  to  every 
person  concerned,  that  an  investigation 
should  take  place,  and  be  conducted  by  in- 
dividuals whose  high  character  placed 
impartiality  beyond  t£e  possibility  of  sus* 
picion. 

Lord  John  Runell  would  make  a  few 
observations,  in  consequence  of  what  had 
just  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend.  He 
stated  before  that  he  had  no  objection  to  an 
inquiry-'being  made  into  the  transaction; 
on  the  contrary,  he  was  anxious  for  the 
fullest  and  most  impartial  inquiry.  He 
had  only  objected  to  the  proposed  mode  of 
investigation,  which  was  to  be  carried  on  by 
a  person  sent  down  by  the  Government, 
without  having  authority  to  compel  persons 
to  give  evidence.  However,  if  his  hon* 
t*riend  said  that  an  inquiry  of  that  nature 
was  more  likely  to  give  satisfaction  than 
any  other,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  he  was  ready  to  take  the  necessary 
measures  for  setting  it  on  foot. 

Mr.  O'Conntll  observed,  that  the  person 
appointed  to  conduct  the  investigation 
might  be  armed  with  a  commission  of  the 
peace  for  the  county. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  the 
soldiers  had  never  a  more  painful  duty  to 
perform  than  that  cf  repressing  violence 
on  the  part  of  the  people.  The  House  had 
beard  diiferent  hon.  Members,  some  crimi. 
nating  and  others  defending  the  conduct  of 
the  military  during  the  late  disturbances  at 
Wolverhampton.  It  appeared  from  the 
Statement  re&d  If  tho  bon.  Metober  for 


Walsall,  that,  in  the  estimiktion  of  the  Ma- 
gistrates and  other  personSj  the  conduct  of 
the  military  on  that  occasion  was  deserving 
of  approbation.  Now,  as  some  time  must 
elapse  before  the  conduct  of  the  military 
could  form  the  subject  of  inquiry  in  the 
investigation  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
consented  to  institute,  he  (Sir  Henry 
Hardinge)  thought  it  only  fair  to  C^)tain 
Manning,  and  the  officers  of  his  troop 
(who  by  doing  their  duty  probably  pre* 
vented  a  recurrence  of  those  strodmis 
scenes  which>  by  the  supineness  of  the 
military  officer  at  Bristol,  unfortunately 
occurred  there),  to  ask  the  noUe  Lord 
whether,  in  any  report  which  he  had  fe« 
ceived,  the  conduct  of  the  military  was 
called  in  question  by  the  Magistrates  ? 

Lord  JoAft  Russell  hadto  stftte,  in  replyi 
that,  both  in  the  statement  of  the  Magis- 
trates and  the  High  Constable  the  conduct 
of  the  military  was  spoken  of  as  being 
marked  by  the  utmost  forbeaianoe.  Un- 
doubtedly, he  had  not  wished  to  state  any 
particular  facts  in  opposition  to  what  had 
been  stated  on  the  other  side,  because  his 
doing  so  might  have  led  to  a  debate.  Ht, 
therefore,  did  not  wish  to  state  anything 
more  than  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Magistrates  and  High  Constable  on  that 
point.  Still  he  might  be  allowed  to  asy 
generally  that  the  Members  of  that  House, 
knowing,  by  experience,  what  the  oonduct 
of  the  British  army  was,  ought  not  lightly 
to  believe  that  the  military  had,  on  the 
occasion  in  question,  violated  the  rules  of 
discipline,  and  made  ft  wanton  attack  on 
individuals. 

Mr.  Sckolefield  said,  that,  in  ooapliance 
with  the  noble  Lord's  noommendataon,  he 
should  not  have  been  disposed  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  ex  parte  statement  of 
the  late  transactions  at  Wolverhampton ; 
but  he  considered  it  right,  in  consequeaee 
of  what  had  fallen  from  the  gallant  Officer 
(Sir  Henry  Hardinge),  to  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  which  £e  had  received,  f lom  on 
individual  on  whose  veradty  he  oould  plaoa 
the  greatest  reliance^  The  hon.  Member 
here  read  the  extract,  as  follows  (•«• 

"  We  hate  the  strongest  evidence  to  prove 
that  the  town  was  tranquil  up  to  the  arrival  of 
the  military,  which  was  just  before  the  poll 
closed*  About  seven  O'clock  a  stone  was 
thrown  at  the  Swan  ifviodow  ;  this  was  coosi* 
dered  a  breach  of  the  peace;  the  Riot  Act 
was  read,  and  the  military  were  immediately, 
let  loose  upon  the  people.  They  first  charged 
in  a  body ;  they  then  separated  and  galloped 
up  and  down  the  streets  in  parties  of  threoi 
two^  and  even  ringlyi  Ariiig  at  Mid  ^itsMj 
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striking  all  they  came  near  with  the  flat  part 
of  their  sabres,  and  even  using  the  point. 
Decrepit  old  men^  and  even  women,  did  not 
esoape  iheirfbry,  but  were  savagely  beaten  and 
cot  down  by  the  ferocious  soldiery.  Respect- 
able persons,  at  their  own  windows,  were 
wantonly  fired  at ;  and  the  town  was,  in  fact, 
given  up  to  an  infuriated  soldiery.  No  lives 
were,  Il)elieve,  lost ;  but  a  great  number  re- 
ceived sabre  and  shot  wounds.  Three  boys 
were  severely  wounded  in  the  leg ;  and  it  was 
fonnd  necessary  to  amputate  one  of  the  boy's 
legs :  the  others  lie  in  a  precarious  state.  I 
dare  not  trust  myself  to  say  all  that  I  saw  and 
heard ;  there  was,  however,  one  circumstance 
which  I  witnessed  that  I  cannot  forbear  men- 
tioning, and  which  is  sufficient  to  show  the 
brutal  spirit  that  animated  the  soldiers  on  this 
occasion.  I  was  at  an  upper  window  in 
Queen-street ;  a  soldier  was  savagely  beating 
a  person  beneath;  the  proprietor  humanely 
opened  his  door,  and  pulled  the  man  in ;  the 
soldier  aimed  a  furious  blow  at  him,  which 
fortanately  struck  the  shutter.  The  soldier 
then  called  some  others,  and  about  five  or  six 
drew  up  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  street.  He 
said, "  There  is  a  nest  of  damned  scoundrels  in 
that  house — we  will  fire  through  the  door : " 
they  then  coolly  put  up  their  swords,  and  took 
out  their  fire-arms.  I  called  to  them,  and  told 
them  that  no  breach  of  the  peace  had  been 
committed,  and  to  fire  at  their  peril ;  they 
desisted,  and  went  away.  The  same  soldier 
came  afterwards,  and  I  heard  him  say  to 
another,  *^  There's  something  suspicious  in  that 

house — I  had  a  d d  good  mind  to   fire 

through  the  door.''  I  again  warned  him  of 
the  consequences,  and  he  rode  off.  As  a 
strong  instance  of  the  peaceable  disposition  of 
the  populace^  I  beg  to  state  one  fact :  the 
street  fronting  the  Swan,  where  Goodricke's 
committee  sat,  had  been  newly  Macadamised, 
and  a  great  quantity  of  loose  stones  lie  about ; 
yet,  on  the  morning  after  the  alleged  riot,  I 
ocmnted  but  four  panes  of  glass  broken,  some 
say  five;  if,  therefore,  the  people  were  so 
riotously  disposed,  it  is  surprising  that  so  few 
windows  were  broken. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark  that  no  person  of  the 
Tory  party  has  been  hurt,  and,  as  I  before 
mentioned,  only  four  or  five  panes  of  glass 
were  broken,  on  the  first  night  at  the  Swan. 
Respecting  the  dragoon's  horse  that  was  killed, 
it  appeals  that  the  soldiers  were  riding  furiously 
vp  the  maiket-place,  and  two  of  the  horses  fell ; 
on  getting  up  the  horses,  it  was  found  that  one 
had  been  wounded  with  a  sharp  instrument, 
between  the  fourth  and  fifth  rib,  which  pene- 
trated about  five  inches;  and  it  is  supposed 
that  the  horse  fell  upon  one  of  the  soldier*s 
swords.  No  one  was  within  twenty  yards  of 
the  soldiers  at  the  time ;  no  bullet  was  found  in 
the  hone ;  it  is  not  true,  therefore,  that  the 
hoiM  WHS  shot*'' 

It  bad  ^ven  him  great  pain«  the  hon. 
Member  continued,  to  near  tne  bon.  Mem- 


ber for  Walsall  (Mr.  Forster)  speak  in  dis- 
paraging terms  of  the  population  of  Wol- 
verhampton.    He  had  been  long  connected 
with  that  part  of  the  country,  and  knew  the 
people  well.     He  had  stood  a  contested 
election  for  the  populous  town  of  Birming- 
ham ;  and,  although  party  feeling  ran  very 
high  at  the  time,   no  one  instance  came 
under  his  observation  of  a  stone  or  the 
slightest  missile  being  discharged.      The 
hon.  Member  for    Walsall    aspersed   his 
neighbours,  and  he  could  only  say,  that  his 
opinion  was  totally  at  variance  from  that  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.     The  electors  of  the 
borough  were  a  most  estimable  body  of 
men,  peaceable,  intelligent,  and  well-con- 
ducted.    [Mr.  Forster  begged  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Gentleman.     He  had  said  nothing 
about  the  electors.]     He  was  quite  aware 
that  Gentlemen    entertaining    the    hon. 
Member's  political  opinions,  endeavoured  to 
create  a  distinction  between  the  electors 
and  the  people.     In  his  judgment,  the  non- 
electors  were  as  good  as  the  electors.     He 
was  sure  the  non-electors  of  Birmingham 
were  as  excellent  a  set  of  men  as  any  in 
that  House.     The  case  of  Bristol  had  been 
referred  to,  in  which  the  military  had  done 
too  little.     Let  them  remember  the  case  at 
Manchester,  where  the  yeomanry  had  done 
too  much— even  where  there  was  no  resist- 
ance on  the  part  of  the  populace.     At  all 
events,  he  felt  quite  certain  that  it  would 
be  a  most  dangerous  course  to  allow  the 
military  to  be  lightly  called  out  at  con- 
tested elections,  by  men  whose  opinions 
were  not  on  the  popular  side.     Let  the 
House  and  the  people  remember,  that  very 
few  men  of  libend  opinions  were  in  the 
commission  of  the  peace  in  this  country. 
If  clergymen  would  voluntarily  come  for. 
ward  to  read  the  Riot   Act,  they  must 
expect  to  find  strong  feelings  excited  even 
against  their  cloth.     Why  need  they  vo- 
luntarily enter  into  situations  which  few 
men  would  be  forced  into  without  shud- 
dering ?     Why  need  they  come  forward  to 
display  their  Christian  charity  by  ordering 
the  soldiers  to  fire  upon  an  unarmed  mul- 
titude ?     He  regretted  to  say,  that  clergy- 
men  were  found  ever  ready  to  take  a 
leading  part  in  such  proceedings  as  had 
lately  occurred  at  Wolverhampton;    but 
while  they  so  acted  they  ought  not  to  be 
surprised  to  find  that    a    strong  feeling 
should  be  imbibed  by  the  country  against 
them.     He  trusted  that  the  inquiry  which 
was  about  to  be  set  on  foot  would  be  con- 
ducted with  impartiality,  for  all  he  wanted 
was  a  free  stage^  fair  playi  and  no  favour. 
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Mr.  ForsteTf  in  explanation^  stated^  that 
tlie  Magistrate  by  whom  the  Riot  Act  was 
read  at  Wolverhampton  happened  to  be  a 
liberal  politician,  and  a  supporter  of  the 
popular  candidate — ^Colonel  Anson.  With 
respect  to  the  population  of  the  district 
where  the  disturbances  in  question  arose, 
all  that  he  had  said  was,  that  its  character 
was  peculiar.  He  alluded  to  the  colliers 
and  iron-workers,  who  could  not  be  called 
a  refined  class. 

Mr.  Sckolefield  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  of  the  ferocity  of  the  population. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  military  might 
be  free  from  blame  for  their  conduct  at 
Wolverhampton;  but  what  was  wanted 
was  an  inquiry  which  would  prove  satisfac- 
tory  to  the  people  ;  and  it  was,  certainly,  a 
matter  of  regret  and  astonishment  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  at  once  instituted  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter.  The  noble  Lord 
would  do  well  to  convince  the  people  of 
this  country  that,  when  they  were  attacked, 
the  Government  would  be  found  ready  to 
protect' them.  It  was  the  noble  Lord's 
duty,  as  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, to  take  care  that  the  peace  of  the 
country  was  preserved ;  and  he  trusted  that 
he  would  inquire  what  measures  were 
adopted  by  the  civil  power  at  Wolverhamp- 
ton to  maintain  order.  There  was,  in  this 
country,  a  mode  of  preserving  the  peace  by 
civil  agents,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  ascertain  whether  that 
mode  was  resorted  to  in  the  present  in- 
stance before  recourse  was  had  to  military 
aid.  It  was  essential  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  conducted  in  such  a  manner  as 
would  be  entirely  free  from  local  and  poli- 
tical influences.  Again  he  would  impress 
upon  the  noble  Lord  the  necessity  of  direct- 
ing his  attention  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  civil  authorities  had  prepared  to  sup- 
press any  breach  of  the  peace  that  might 
nave  been  expected  to  occur.  He  aereed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
that  it  was  to  bk  deplored  that,  whenever 
any  mischief  was  done,  a  clergyman  was 
sure  to  be  a  principal  actor  in  it.  He 
hoped  that  the  present  Ministry  would 
take  care  that  no  more  clergymen  should  be 
appointed  Magistrates.  If  they  wished  to 
support  the  character  of  the  Church,  and 
prevent  the  conduct  of  the  clergy  from 
being  called  in  question,  they  would  re- 
move every  clergyman  from  the  commission 
of  the  peace.  Ministers  might  depend 
upon  it,  that  there  was  nothing  so  Ukely  to 
raise  the  clergy  in  the  opinion  of  the  people 
as   the    course    which  he  recommended. 


Upon  every  occasion,  when  deigymeni 
acted  as  Ms^strates,  even  meritoriously 
and  beneficially^  a  bad  effect  was  produoed 
upon  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  that  Ministers  would 
attend  to  the  public  feeling  on  this  point* 

Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton  said,  that,  after 
the  ex.parte  statements  which  had  been 
made  to  the  House,  he  felt  himself  bound 
to  bear  his  humble  testimony  in  favour  of 
the  Magistrates  and  the  military.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  letter,  which  stated  that 
every  means  in  their  power  had  been  re« 
sorted  to  by  the  civil  authorities  at  Wolver- 
hampton before  they  called  in  the«  military. 
He  must  protest  against  the  doctrine  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  who 
asked  by  what  authority  the  military  were 
ever  called  in  upon  such  occasions  as  that 
which  now  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Thornely :  The  hon.  Member  bap 
misunderstood  me.  I  expressed  a  doubt  as 
to  the  right  of  the  military  to  fire  on  such 
occasions. 

Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton  :  If  the  soldiers 
were  not  to  fire,  of  what  use  would  it  be  to 
call  them  in  at  all  ?  It  was  necessary  upon 
such  unfortunate  occasions  to  commit  a 
small  evil  in  order  to  prevent  a  greater. 
He  trusted  that  he  was  as  humane  a 
man  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle* 
and    he    really    thought     it     was 


sex 


practising  humanity  in  sudi  cases  to 
disperse  a  riotous  mob  by  means  of  the 
military,  in  order  to  prevent  the  terrible 
scenes  which  would  result  from  allowing 
it  to  obtain  the  ascendancy,  and  this  could 
always  be  effected  with  the  smallest  amount 
of  injury  to  persons,  when  the  magistrates 
and  soldiers  exhibited  a  determination  to 
perform  their  duty.  A  letter  which  he 
had  received  stated,  that  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain what  description  of  weapon  it  was,  by 
which  the  horse  of  the  draeoon  was  killed, 
a  wound  corresponding  with  that  by  which 
it  met  its  death,  was  made  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  animal,  and  it  was  found  that 
the  weapon  must  have  been  four  inches  and 
a  half  in  length.  He  put  it  to  the  House, 
and  even  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, to  consider  what  might  have  been  the 
consequence  if  a  mob,  havmg  amongst  them 
weapons  of  this  description,  and  doing  every 
thing  in  their  power  by  gestures  and  lan- 
guage to  excite  to  violence,  had  not  been 
dispersed  by  the  military  ?  As  far  as  Jthe 
soldiers  were  concerned,  he  was  pleased 
that  there  was  to  be  an  investigation,  be- 
cause he  was  convinced  that  on  this^  aa 
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they  had  on  other  occasions^  they  would 
come  triumphintlj  out  of  the  investigation. 
He  oonid  no€>  howeyer,  help  feeling  some 
dissatisfaction  at  the  manner  in  which  the 
investi^tion  had  heen  granted.  The  nohle 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, at  first  almost  positively  refused  to 
inquire  into  the  transaction  ;  he  gave  way 
in  order  to  please  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Memher  for  South-Staffordshire,  who  had 
made  an  ex  parte  statement,  which  he  must 
be  permitted  to  say  he  did  not  believe  to  be 
altogether  correct.  The  hon.  Baronet  ex- 
prewed  surprise  at  the  circumstance  of  the 
soldiers  having  separated  into  parties  of  two 
or  three  persons ;  but  he  had  no  doubt  that 
this  was  done  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
the  streets  quiet.  If  the  noble  Lord  in- 
tended to 'Send  a  commission  to  Wolver- 
hampton, he  hoped  that  the  practice  would 
he  resorted  to  on  all  occasions  in  which  per- 
sons excited  the  people  to  acts  of  tumult 
and  violence.  He  wished  the  noble  Lord 
to  state  what  there  was  particular  in  the 
present  case,  which  should  induce  him  to 
depart  from  the  usual  course.  He  was  quite 
willing  to  trust  the  whole  matter  to  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  jus- 
tice would  be  done  under  his  superintend* 
ence,  without  the  issuing  of  any  commis. 
sion.  As  the  noble  Lord  had  altered  his 
mind  once,  he  hoped  that  he  would  be 
induced  to  alter  it  again,  and  adhere  to  the 
resolution  which  he  originally  formed.  The 
issuing  of  a  commission  would  have  the 
appearance  of  casting  a  reflection  upon  the 
military,  who,  he  would  be  bold  to  say,  had 
not  resorted  to  measures  of  violence  until 
they  had  tried  and  found  pacific  measures 
unavailing. 

Major  Beauclerk  could  not  concur  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  censuring  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, for  the  course  which  he  had  resolved 
to  take  with  reference  to  the  subject  under 
consideration.  He  believed  that  the  deci- 
sion to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  come 
would  give  universal  satisfaction  to  the 
people,  who  yrere  anxious  to  know  whether 
the  riot  at  Wolverhampton  had  been  created 
by  the  higher  or  the  lower  classes.  He 
was  sure  that  if  the  matter  were  to  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  any  public 
meeting,  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord,  in 
consenting  to  an  investigation  into  this  un- 
fortunate transaction  would  be  unanimously 
approved  of. 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelham  said,  he  wished  to 
hear  evidence,  and  not  ex  parte  statements* 

The  matter  was  dropped. 


Corporation  Commission.]  Mr.  Gaulm 
burn  wished  to  know  when  the  noUe  Secre« 
tary  for  the  Home  Department  intended  to 
make  his  statement  on  the  subject  of  Muni- 
cipal Corporations?  He  also  be^ed  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  noble  l^rd  to 
another  point.  He  had  been  informed  that 
one  of  the  Corporation  Commissioners  had 
made  a  separate  Report  to  the  noble  Lord, 
and  he  was  anxious  to  know  whether  the 
noble  Lord  would  have  any  objection  to  lay 
that  Report  upon  the  Table  of  the  house? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  first  question,  he 
must  inform  him,  that  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Yorkshire  intended  to  bring  forward  his 
motion  respecting  the  currency,  that  even- 
ing, he  would  postpone  his  Motion  respect, 
ine  Municipal  Corporations  till  Friday  next. 
With  respect  to  the  second  question,  it  was 
certainly  true  that  he  had  received  what 
was  stated  on  the  face  of  it,  to  be  a  Report 
from  a  single  commissbner ;  but  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  be  a  Report  in  conformity 
with  the  directions  contained  in  the  Com- 
mission*—<name1y,  a  Report  with  respect  to 
a  certain  part  of  the  inquiry  whidi  had 
been  referred  to  the  commissioner.  The 
document  contained  a  great  deal  of  per- 
sonal matter— of  crimination  and  recrimi- 
nation, with  respect  to  other  members  of 
the  Commission,  and  he  had  some  doubt, 
until  he  examined  it  more  attentively,  whe- 
ther he  could  consider  it  a  Rqwrt  that 
ought  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Blackbume  hoped  that,  on  account 
of  the  office  which  he  held  in  the  Corpora^ 
tiou  Commission,  he  might  be  permitted  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  subject  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  alluded.  By  the  Commis- 
sion, power  was  given  to  any  three  or  more 
Commissioners  to  make  a  Report,  but  no 
power  was  given  to  any  single  Cmnmis- 
sioner  to  do  so.  A  Report  had  been  pr^ 
pared  by  all  the  Commissioners  in  the 
kingdom  now  alive,  with  the  exception  of 
two,  one  of  whom  was  the  gentleman  whose 
protest  was  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
the  other,  the  gentleman  who,  he  under- 
stood (for  he  had  held  no  personal  commu- 
nication with  him)  had  just  sent  a  Report 
into  the  Home-office.  According  to  the 
Commission,  it  was  the  duty  of  that  Gentle^ 
man  to  have  sent  in  his  Report  to  the 
Board.  He  was  appointed  to  go  a  drcuit^ 
and  ought  to  have  sent  his  Report  with  the 
evidence  which  he  collected  to  the  Boards 
but  with  the  exception  of  two  esses,  which 
were  cf  no  importance  whateyer^  he  had 
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sent  nothing  to  the  Board.  Now,  however,  " 
£ot  some  reaion  or  other,  with  which  he 
w«8  unaoquaintedy  this  gentleman  had  sent 
a  Report  into  the  Home-office,  hecause, 
perhaps,  he  supposed  some  wrong  had  heen 
done  to  him  by  his  brother  Commissioners. 
He  had  done  his  utmost  to  induce  this  Gen- 
tleman to  go  on  with  the  work  of  the 
Ckimmission ;  he  passed  over  many  acts  of 
negligence,  in  order  that  the  Commission 
might  not  suffer  in  public  opinion,  from  it 
being  known  that  one  of  its  Members  did 
not  perform  his  duty.  This  Gentleman  had 
held  no  communication  with  him  for  five 
or  six  months,  but  now  he  had  thought 
proper  to  send  in  some  communication,  not 
to  the  Board,  but  the  Home-office,  in  which 
it  appeared  he  had  criminated  some  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission,  and  probably  him- 
self (Mr.  Blackbume)  amongst  the  rest;  but 
that  Gentleman  had  done  noming  to  forward 
the  object  of  the  Commission,  lie  had  felt 
it  necessary  to  make  these  observations,  in 
order  that  Members  might  not  leave  the 
House  with  the  impression  that  the  Report 
which  the  gentleman  in  ouestion  had  sent 
in  was  one  which  he  was  oound  to  prepare 
in  the  execution  of  his  duty. 

Sir  'Robert  Peel  asked,  whether  the  hon* 
Member  could  inform  him  when  the  Re^ 
ports,  respecting  the  London  and  Liverpool 
Corporations  might  be  expected. 

Mr.  Blackbume  said,  the  Report  for 
London  was  not  yet  quite  ready ;  that  for 
Liver|)ool  was  in  the  hands  of  the  printers, 
and  mi^t  be  expected  to  be  ready  in  a  few 
dajii 

&k  Robert  Peel  inquired  if  all  the  Re- 
porfcSy  with  the  exception  of  that  for  Lon- 
don, was  on  the  TaUe? 

Mr.  Blackbume  said,  that  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Report  for  the  Corporation 
of  London,  and  thoee  delayed  by  the  Com- 


Sevend  Hm^  Memben^^" Name  him ! 
name  him!" 

Mr.  iUtH^teme  —  The  Commissioner's 
nMMisHogg. 

Sir  Robert  A?«f— Then,  with  these  two 
esceptions,  shall  we  have  all  the  other 

«ittsr 

Mr»  £&icAMf  me^Oertainly  t  with  these 
two  eseeprionS)  the  remainder  of  the  Re- 
poiU  will  be  on  the  Table  ? 

Mn  BMtes  wished  to  know  (as  we  un- 
denttwd  the  hon.  Member)  whether,  in  the 
case  of  die  Commissioner  alluded  to,  the 
hon.  Member  had  thought  it  right  to  *'  stop 
the  supdiesr 

Mri  ffta^kbrnnt  hdA  not  felt  it  his  duty 


to  stop  the  supplies,"  because— he  had  no 
supplies  to  stop.  ' 

The  subject  was  dropped. 

Agricultural  Distress — A  Silver 
Standard.]  Mr.  CayZey  .••—Before  I 
proceed  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  of  the  Motion  with 
which  I  shall  conclude,  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  shortly  stating  the  reasons  which 
have  induced  me  to  persist  in'brioging  it 
forward,  against  a  prevailing  wish  in  the 
House,  that  the  subject  of  Corporate 
Reform  should  have  precedence.  Sir,  I 
know  I  stand  on  unpopular  grounds  with 
many  Members  on  account  of  what  they 
may  term  my  obstinate  determination  in 
this  respect :  and  I  feel  I  owe,  and  am 
ready  to  make,  an  apology  to  the  House, 
for  thus  interfering  between  it  and  so  im- 
portant a  measure,  as  that  of  Municipal 
Reform.  If  I  were  actuated  by  any  private 
or  personal  considerations,  I  should  be 
ashamed  to  find  myself  standing  where  I 
am  at  such  a  juncture ;  but  feeling  that  I 
am  guided  on  this  occasion  by  a  sense  of 
public  duty,  and  by  that  alone,  I  confess 
1  feel  relieved  in  a  great  measure  of  the 
responsibility.  It  is  not  that  I  underrate 
the  imporUnce  of  Corporation  Reform; 
but  that  such  is  the  fallen  state  of  British 
agriculture,  that  I  can  conceive  no  Ques- 
tion of  such  pressing  importance.  I  ap- 
peal to  every  Member  around  me  who 
knows  the  condition  of  the  farmer— not 
by  hearsay,  merely,  but  who  has  seen  his 
distress,  as  it  were,  bodily  before  his  eyes 
—whether  I  am  not  justiGed  in  my  reso- 
lution. I  think,  moreover,  I  ought  not  to 
be  condemned  for  an  obstinate  perse- 
verance in  this  Motion,  before  the  case  is 
fully  underetood.  I  gave  notice  of  it  on 
the  first  day  of  the  Session,  for  the  19th 
of  May;  at  that  lime,  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
was  not  in  the  House,  and  at  the  request 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  I  postponed  it— very 
unwillingly,  indeed,  as  he  will  testify— on 
the  ground  that  it  would  bel  inconvenient 
to  the  Ministry  to  have  it  brought  forward 
in  the  noble  Lord's  absence*  At  the  nma 
time,  there  was  a  distinct  understanding 
between  my  right  hon.  Fhend  and  myself, 
that  I  should  have  every  facility  from  the 
Government  *  in  bringing  the  Motion 
forward  this  day.    Besides,  this  waa  the 
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second  oooasiotii  id  tb«  present  Session^ 
on  which  1  had  given  way  to  the  Qovern^ 
ment  on  a  question  affecting  the  interests 
of  agriculture. 

I  may  also  state,  that  last  Session,  I 
gare  notice  of  a  Motion  similar  to  the 
present,  which  I  was  prevented  from 
hrioeing  forward  by  the  unusual  length  of 
the  Easter  vacation,  and  subsequently  to 
that  I  had  no  opportunity  of  doing  so.  I 
trust  the  House  will  be  satisfied  with  this 
explanation*  It  must  always  be  a  matter 
of  extreme  regret  to  any  one,  to  have  to 
resist  what  appears  to  be  the  wish  of  the 
House.  The  subject  of  my  Motion  is  of  a 
painful  nature  in  itself,  and  it  would  be 
rendered  still  more  painful  to  me,  should 
I  have  to  force  it  upon  the  attention  of  a 
reluctant  audience.  No  person.  Sir,  can 
be  more  fully  aware  than  myself  of  tlie 
difficulties  which  attend  the  execution  of 
the  task  I  have  undertaken,  or  of  my  own 
inability  to  cope  with  it.  I  have,  however, 
directed  my  attention  to  the  subject  for 
some  years;  and  I  only  wish  that  my 
powers  of  commanding  the  attention  of 
the  House  were,  in  any  degree,  commen- 
surate with  the  anxiety  I  feel,  to  obtain 
some  measure  of  relief.  I  trust,  however, 
to  Its  patient  indulgence,  for  I  am  aware 
of  the  tedious  nature  of  a  discussion  of 
this  kind,  since  the  statements,  which  I 
shall  (eel  it  my  duty  to  make,  must  be 
borne  out  by  reference  to  documents. 
Feeling,  therefore,  that  this  Question 
admits  of  no  delay — being  convinced  that 
things  cannot  remain  as  they  are  without  ex- 
treme daoger*-^not  only  to  the  agricultural 
interest,  but  to  all  other  interests  con- 
nected with  it,  and  from  the  spirit  of  dis- 
content and  dissatisfaction  which  is  gene- 
rated by  distress,  even  to  the  institutions 
of  the  country  themselves-^l  am  induced 
to  pentevere,  in  the  hope  that  I  shall 
obtain  the  attention  which  is  due,  not  to 
myself,  but  to  the  importance  of  my 
subject 

This  is  no  party  Question,  and  I  trust 
that  it  will  not  be  treated  in  a  party  spirit, 
ibr  if  the  sobject  of  agricultural  distress 
could  be  discussed,  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  in  a  party  spirit,  the  situation  and 
prospects  of  the  agriculturists  would  be 
lamentable  indeed-— even  more  so  than  I, 
unfortunately,  have  reason  to  believe  them 
to  be.  Some  of  the  difficulties,  however, 
with  which  I  otherwise  should  have  had 
to  contend,    in  bringing   this    Question 

forMcdi  b«v«  beea  renioved  by  the  ac- 


knowledgment whioh  three  of  the  highest 
anthorities  in  this  House — namely,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  the  right  hon. 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  made 
the  other  evening,  when  the  noble 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  brought 
forward  his  Motion,  **  that  the  agricultural 
interest  cannot  hope  to  obtain  substantial 
relief  from  any  additional  remission  of 
local  and  general  taxation.''  But  are  not 
these  the  very  modes  of  relief  to  which 
our  attention  has  been  always  directed  by 
our  rulers?  And  now  at  the  eleventn 
hour,  we  are  deliberately  informed  we 
have  nothing  to  expect  from  these  sources, 
or  so  little,  as  to  afford  no  hope  of  per- 
ceptible improvement.  Am  I  not  justified, 
therefore,  in  inferring,  that  this  is  an 
opportune  occasion  on  which  to  propose 
another  species  of  relief — a  species  of 
relief,  too,  which  has  never  yet  been  tried 
without  success;  whilst  that  from  remis- 
sion of  taxation  has  had  no  visible  influence 
whatever.  The  right  hon.  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  boasted,  that  within 
the  last  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  which  have 
elapsed  since  the  Peace,  the  agricultural 
interest  has  been  relieved  from  8,000,000/. 
of  taxation.  I  could  not  but  regret  the 
tone  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  that  statement,  because  it  seemed 
to  say,  "  we  have  done  so  much  for  agri- 
culture, we  cannot  afford  to  do  any  more." 
Now,  what  does  all  this  remission  of  tax- 
ation (with  agriculture  getting  worse  and 
worse,  in  spite  of  it)  prove,  but  that  we 
have  gone  the  wrong  way  to  work,  and 
that  private  incumbrances  and  engage-* 
ments  have  pressed  on  the  agricakurist  as 
much,  or  more,  than  public  ones.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  referred,  with 
an  air  of  triumph,  to  the  fact,  that  the 
agricultural  interest  was  not  so  heavily 
taxed,  in  comparison  with  other  clasaea 
now,  as  in  various  reigna  to  which  he 
alluded.*  What  does  this  prove  P  Why, 
that  the  agricultural  interest  waa  better 
able  to  bear  a  greater  amount  of  tazatkm 
at  those  periods  than  it  is  now  :  so  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  only  famished 
another  lamentable  iUustratioa  of  the 
agricultural  distress. 

The  noble  Secretary,  for  the  Homo 
Department,  told  the  House,  the  other 
night,  that,  in  1833,  the  Agricultural 
Committee  recommended  that  the  Legist' 

latofo  iboald  Aot  interfere  on  tho  aabject* 
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This  was  very  far  from  being  an  unanimous 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Committee,  be- 
sides the  Question  of  the  Currency  was 
excluded  from  theconsiderationof  the  Com- 
mittee which  was  the  only  efficient  way  in 
which  to  interfere.  The  Report  went  on 
to  say,  that  it  was  a  perilous  thing  to  try 
experiments  on  the  farmer.  This  is  also 
▼ery  true;  but  having  brought  him  to 
death's  door  by  one  experiment,  may  not 
we  bring  him  to  life  by  another?  and,  at 
all  events,  he  cannot  be  in  a  worse  state 
than  he  is  in  now  ;  for  I  ask  whether  the 
agricultural  interest  is  not  now  in  a  worse 
state  than  it  was  in  1833  ?  The  price  of 
wheat  in  1833  was  54s.  a  quarter,  whilst 
now  in  some  districts  of  the  country  it  is 
not  more  than  34«.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
the  Mark  Lane  Express,  by  which  it 
appears  that  on  the  27  th  of  April  last 
the  average  price  of  wheat  was  38s.  lOd. 
per  quarter. 

Mark  Lane  April  27th, 
The  weekly  aggregate  average  price  of  wheat 
throughout  the  kingdom  did  not  exceed  last 
Thursday  38f.  lOJ.,  which,  according  to  Win- 
chester measure,  is  equivalent  to  37s.  Bd., 
being  lower  than  the  average  for  the  last  fifty- 
fiTC  years,  when  in  1779  and  1780,  the  rates 
were  33i.  8d.  and  35s.  8i;  and  in  analyzing 
the  averages  of  the  past  week  we  find,  that  in 
Lincolnshire  the  quantity  of  wheat  returned 
as  sold,  is  5,373  quarters,  and  the  price 
dSs.lOd.;  in  Northumberland,  3,701  quarters, 
and  price  35s.  5d,;  in  Huntingdon,  582 
quarters,  at  35s.  5d. ;  Oxford,  233  quarters,  at 
36s.  1  d, ;  Northampton,  477  quarters,  at  36s.  9d. ; 
the  higher  averages  being  for  small  quantities 
in  Wales  and  Cornwall. 

In  1833,  when  wheat  was  548.,  it  was 
lOs.  under  the  remunerating  price,  but 
since  then  there  has  been  a  fall  of  20s. 
more.  This  tremendous  fall  in  the  price 
of  wheat  began  at  the  close  of  the  scarce 
seasons  1828,  1829,  1830,  1831.  It  had, 
indeed,  begun  in  1827;  but  those  wet 
years  caused  a  scarcity  price,  and  so  con- 
cealed the  effects  of  the  preparation  for 
and  the  final  extinction  of  1/.  notes  in  1829. 
Many  Gentlemen 4  and  amongst  others 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets, near  me,  seem  to  think  that  the 
agricultural  interest  is  not  so  badly  off  as 
is  represented,  because  barley  and  oats 
and  wool  sell  well  at  present.  Any  person, 
however,  acquainted  with  agriculture, 
knows  die  cause  of  this,  and  that  it  is 
accidental. 

During  the  two  last  years  dry  Springs 
bave  prevailed,  and  it  is  an  incontrovertible 
fiicft^  (which  I  may  state  for  the  benefit 


of  those  who  are  in  the  habit  of  passing 
judgment  on  agriculture,  although  unac- 
quainted with  rural  affairs),  that  a  dry 
Spring  is  invariably  accompanied  by  the 
failure  of  the  barley  and  oat  crops.  It  was 
in  this  spirit  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tam worth,  spoke,  when  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Chandos)  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Malt- 
tax.  He  argued  as  if  the  present  was  to 
continue  to  be  the  price  of  barley  in  any 
ordinary  season ;  that  this  being  the  case, 
the  barley  lands  did  not  want  relief,  and 
therefore  the  Malt-tax  ought  not  to  be 
repealed.  All  this  was  in  total  ignorance 
of  the  fact,  that  both  the  last  years,  afid 
especially  the  last,  was  not  more  in 
most  districts  than  half  a  crop  of  barley, 
and  of  oats  the  same.  Of  course  a 
rise  in  price  must  be  the  consequence: 
but  to  suppose  that  any  advantage  ac- 
crues to  the  agricultural  interests  gene- 
rally, from  scarce  seasons,  is  not  only  un- 
true, but  a  thankless  blasphemy :  a  partial 
deficiency  of  crop  may  be  advantageous  to 
such  parties  as  escape  it,  because  they 
reap,  with  a  full  crop,  the  benefit  of  a 
scarcity  price.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  goes  on, — this 
inequality  in  the  prices  of  wheat,  barley, 
and  wool,  proves  that  the  change  of  the 
currency  has  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
general  fall  in  prices :  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, it  should  be  known,  is  one  of  those 
who  tell  us  that  the  Bank  of  England 
issue  more  of  their  notes  when  they  have 
to  answer  them  in  gold,  than  they  did 
when  they  were  a  legal  tender;  and  of 
course  he  must  argue,  to  be  consistent, 
that  a  larger  or  smaller  quantity  of  cur- 
rency makes  no  difierence  in  prices.  But 
what  is  the  fact  as  to  barley  and  wool  ? 
Before  the  wet  seasons  began  in  1828, 
that  is  to  say,  in  1826-7,  alter  the  1/. 
notes  were  withdrawn  in  1825,  wool  fell 
down  to  8d.  per  lb.,  and  barley,  also,  so 
low,  that  it  was  matter  of  debate  with, 
many  practical  farmers,  whether  it  was 
worth  occupying  a  farm  which  only  pro- 
duced barley  an4  wool.  1  remember  this 
the  better,  because  I  occupy  a  farm  my- 
self of  this  description.  At  that  time 
many  of  the  old  sheep  walks,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  late  introduction  of  bone- 
dust  as  manure,  were  ploughed  up;  and 
those  light,  poor  soils,  from  being  tne  least 
profitable,  have,  firom  the  smaller  compa- 
rative expense  attending  their  cultivation, 
become  lately  the  most  sitfe  to  culitvate,    ^ 
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When  tb^  Question  of  Agricultural  Dis- 
tress was.  brought  forward  last  year,  the 
noble  Lord  who  was  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  (Lord  Althorp)  talked 
much  in  the  same  strain  as  the  Member 
for  Tamworth ;  it  is,  I  suppose,  the  usual 
official  language ;  he  said,  it  was  true  that 
wheat  sold  badly,  but  wool  sold  well.  What 
was  the  reason  of  that?  From  1828  to 
1831,  there  was  a  succession  of  wet  sea- 
sons, which  created  the  rot  amongst  flocks 
on  soils  where  it  had  not  been  known  for  50 
or  100  years  before.  It  was  calculated  that 
one*fourth  of  the  sheep  flocks  in  the  king- 
dom was  swept  away  by  this  disease.  The 
aggregate  number  of  sheep  is  estimated  at 
32,000,000,  and  therefore  a  deficiency  of 
8,000,^000  had  to  be  supplied.  And  as 
far  as  my  own  knowledge  and  inquiries 
have  gone,  I  do  not  think  this,  by  any 
means,  an  exaggerated  estimate.  It  was 
only  the  uplands  that  escaped  this  scourge, 
in  the  lowlands  entire  flocks  were  carried 
off.  Of  course  mutton  and  wool  rose  to 
a  scarcity  price ;  and  beef  also,  to  supply 
the  place  of  mutton.  But  wool  rose  highest, 
in  proportion,  because  the  sources  of  supply 
are  more  limited.  England  alone  can  fur- 
nish the  long  wool,  whereas  the  carcase  of 
the  sheep  could  be  fetched  from  the  hills 
of  Scotland ;  but  the  wool  could  not  be 
supplied  from  that  quarter.  Thus  mutton 
and  beef  were  prevented  from  rising  to 
the  same  extent  as  wool,  and  the  immense 
importation  of  Irish  pigs  (which  are  always 
largest  under  low  prices)  conduced  to  th^ 
same  result.  And  another  reason  why 
wool  sustained  so  high  a  price  was  the  ne- 
cessity of  our  manufacturers  preserving 
their  place  with  woollen  goods  in  the 
foreign  market,  at  any  cost,  because  the 
market  once  lost,  would  with  difficulty  be 
regained.  There  can  be  no  greater  proof 
of  the  inordinate  scarcity  of  wool  than 
that,  in  1833,  the  importations  of  wool 
exceeded  those  of  preceding  years,  by 
10,000,000lbs.,  while  the  export  of 
woollen  g^oods  has  been  stationary.  Now 
no  one  will  pretend  to  say  that  this  addi- 
tional 10,000,000lbs.,  has  been  consumed 
by  the  home-market,  which  is  in  so  de- 
pressed a  state  from  the  adversity  of  the 
agricultural  interest.  On  the  contrary, 
it  was  a  general  complaint  on  the  part  of 
the  witnesses  summoned  before  the  Agri- 
cultural Committee  of  1833,  that  the 
dothes  of'  agricultural  labourers,  which 
had  formerly  been  woollen,  had  now  be- 
covpe  changed  to   cotton,  an  alteration 


arising  odt  of  necessity  (cotton  being 
cheaper)  and  much  to  be  deplored ;  be* 
cause  in  a  variable  climate  like  U^is,  and 
especially  in  winter  out-of-door  employ- 
ment, woollen  was  much  more  suitable, 
and  much  preferred.  Are  we,  then,  to  be 
surprised  at  the  extraordinary  rise  in  the 
price  of  wool — when  we  know  the  cause 
— a  rise  from  8t.  or  10s.  a  stone  in  1827-8, 
before  the  rot  commenced,  to  24s.  and 
30s.  in  1833-4  ?  But  we  may  rely  upon 
it,  that  in  proportion  as  the  scarcity  is 
filled  up,  the  price  will  fall ;  it  had  al- 
ready fallen  at  Christmas  last  thirty  per 
cent;  and  the  deficiency  would  much 
sooner  have  been  made  up,  if  it  had  not 
been  that  the  capital  of  the  farmers  had 
been  so  exhausted  before  the  loss  of  their 
sheep,  that  they  had  scarcely  anything 
left  to  purchase  new  flocks  with.  To  be 
sure  they  had  the  power  of  taking  in  the 
flocks  of  those  capitalists  who  choose  to 
speculate  in  sheep  ;  and  this  has  been 
done  to  a  considerable  extent.  Then  the 
fall  in  the  price  of  meat  also  is  very  marked 
since  last  year.  Stock  has  not  paid  for 
keeping  the  last  winter.  I  hold  in  my 
hands  a  letter  from  a  very  intelligent 
farmer  in  my  own  district  (near  the  wolds 
of  Yorkshire),  which  is  notorious  for  barley 
growing,  stating  the  comparative  prices 
of  a  great  number  of  agricultural  articles 
in  February,  1834,  and  February,  1835. 
He  gives  the  returns  of  two  markets,  Leeds, 
a  manufacturing,  and  MaltpQ,  a  purely 
agricultural  one : — 

Leeds,  February  18th,  1834. 
ATenga  ^ce  Per  itoiie 

p«r  quarter.  of  14  Ibi. 


£   «•   ^• 

6. 

d. 

Wheat  ..«•  2    8    3f 

Beef  ....  6 

3 

Barley  ....  1    9    5i 

Mutton  ..  8 

9 

Oato      ....  0  17  10} 

Pork  •«..  5 

6 

Beans    ....  1  13    7i 

Pig  for 

salting  ••5 

0 

MnltoD,  February  15tb,  1834. 

Atbtb^b  price. 

per  quarter. 

Peritone. 

£     8.     d. 

8. 

d. 

Wheat  ....  2    1    3^ 

Beef  ••••  6 

0 

Barley  ....  1    3    8f 

Mutton  •.  8 

2 

OaU     ....  0  16    li 

Pork    ....  5 

0 

Beans  ....  1  10    6 

Fig  for 

' 

salting  ••  4 

3 

February  17th, 

1835. 

Avtngid  price 

PeritoiM 

per  quarter. 

oTHIlM. 

^    s.    d. 

8. 

d. 

Wheat  ....    2    0  10 

Beef  ....  5 

9 

Barley  ....    1   14    2^ 

Mutton  ..  6 

5 

Oats      ....    1     2    71 

Pork  ....  5 

0 

Beans    ....    1  16    7i 

Pig  for 

salting  ••  4 

9 

u\ 
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per  quuter*  Per  stone. 

£    s.    d. 
Wbeat  ....  1  \6    ^ 
Bftrley  ....  1    9  10 
Oats      .,..   1    0    Ji 
Beans    ....  1  13    2| 


Beef  .. 
Mutton 
Pork  •. 

Pig  for 
sailing. 


s.  d. 
5    6 


6 

4 


5 

6 


3    9 


He  goes  on  to  say^ 

You  will  perceiYe  that  wheal  has  ^ain  fallen 
in  price  this  year,  more  than  the  full  amount  of 
rent  now  paid,  notwithstanding  the  reductions 
which  have  taken  place  the  last  ten  or  twelve 
years.  The  price  of  barley,  oats  and  beans 
may  appear  to  the  philosophers  to  contradict 
this;  but  from  inquiry  of  many  farmers  in 
thia  district,  and  men  occupying  different  soils, 
I  find  that  the  average  of  barley  will  not  be 
two  quarters  per  acre,  oats  four  quarters,  beans 
two  quarters — produce  of  last  year  (1833)  on 
an  average — ^barley  nearly  four  quarters,  oats 
six  quarters,  and  beans  two  quarters.  Bean 
crops  in  1831  and  1832  averaged  four  quarters 
at  least.  If  you  calculate  the  value  this  year, 
by  the  quantity  of  barley  and  oats  per  acre, 
you  will  find  though  prices  are  higher  than 
last  year,  there  is  a  serious  loss  to  the  growers 
from  the  falling  off  in  quantity. 

Such  is  the  condition  of  the  landed 
intei'ests  of  this  country  at  this  moment. 
And  I  ask,  and  I  ask  boldly,  is  this  state 
of  things  to  continue.  Land  cannot  be 
cultivated  at  the  present  prices;  let  Par- 
liament declare  once  for  all  whether  it 
will  encourage  a  system  which  has  brought 
this  distress  upon  us.  It  is  for  Parlia- 
ment to  say  how  much  land  is  to  be 
throwir  out  of,  or  to  remain  in,  cultivation. 
Let  it  go  to  work  in  a  business-like 
manner;  let  it  address  his  Majesty  to 
send  out  a  Commission  to  inquire,  and  to 
report,  after  minute  investigation,  how 
many  acres  of  arable  soil  there  are  in 
Great  Britain,  that  will  pay  a  profit  at  5s. 
per  bushel  for  wheat.  My  firm  conviction 
is  that  the  Report,  if  faithfully  made, 
would  state  that  nineteen  acres  out  of 
twenty,  would  not  pay  a  profit  at  such 
a  price;  and  I  am  as  confident 'that  it 
would  report  that  one*third  or  fourth  of 
the  arable  soils  could  not  pay.  a  profit 
under  7f.  or  8s.  a  bushel  for  wheat.  If 
we  had  a  report  of  this  kind,  we  should 
know  on  wnat  ground  we  stood;  we 
should  then  see  what  sort  of  Ministers 
those  were,  who,  with  these  facts  before 
them,  dare  perpetuate  a  system,  that  will 
lay  waste  the  greater  part  of  the  cultivated 
soils  of  the  kingdom.  No,  Sir,  it  could 
not  be;  I  am  convinced  it  is  ignorance 
alooe  •  of  the  real  state  of  the  farming 


interests  which  causes  stich  an  iqpathy  en 
the  part  of  our  rulers,  with  respect  to 
proposals  for  relief.  This  ignorance  is 
confirmed  by  a  mistaken  notion  on  the 
part  of  aome  members  whose  estates  are 
in  a  great  measure  confined  to  the  upland 
districts,  that  the  results  of  the  wet  sea- 
sons, which  have  been  so  favourable  to 
them  for  three  or  four  years,  are  likely 
to  continue.  They  probably  con^e  to  the 
Minister  and  tell  him  that  all  this  history 
of  extreme  distress  is  exaggerated,  that 
they  know  from  their  own  experience,  that 
rents  are  very  fairly  paid,  and  so  on. 
This  is  all  very  agreeable  to  the  Minister 
to  hear,  for  he  his  afraid  of  giving  offence 
to  other  interests,  and  especially  to  the 
monied  interest,  by  appearing  to  take 
too  great  an  interest  in  the  rise  of  agri- 
cultural produce.  But  what  can  be  more 
shortsighted  and  contemptible  than  such 
a  view;  which  not  only  betrays  an  igno-. 
ranee  of  the  cause  of  the  uplands  having 
a  temporary,  and  that  a  very  temporary, . 
advantage ;  but  also  a  cold-blooded  indif-* 
ference  to  the  sufferings  of  those,  from 
whose  sufferings  alone,  those  upland  soila 
have  been  preserved  from  destruction. 

Again,  there  are  some  who  imagine  all 
must  be  prosperous  because  they  are* 
I  know  ao  instance  of  a  OenUemau  who, 
always  wonders  at  hearing  any  complaints, 
of  distress:—"  His  rents  are  well  pa^d, 
and  he  is  as  rich  a  man  as  ever ;"  and  he 
appeals  to  his  agent  in  testimony  of  the 
truth  of  this  statement.  On  inquiry,  I 
found  that  great  part  of  this  estute  bad 
been  actually  brought  into  cultivation  by 
means  of  bone  dust,  about  ten  years  ago; 
that  a  large  lime-quarry,  which  served  al- 
most the  whole  neighbourhood,  had  lately 
been  opened  on  bis  estate ;  and  that  a 
raiUroad  had  sprung  up  close  to  him: 
while  the  steward,  notwithstanding  the 
fall  in  prices,  had  never  had  his  salary 
reduced.  Here  was  cause  enough  for 
prosperity :  had  it  not  been  for  these  ad- 
ventitious circumstances,  what  would  have 
been  the  condition  of  that  estate  ?  What 
could  have  prevented  that  Gentleman  and 
his  tenants  sharing  the  fate  of  their  neigh- 
hours  7  I  repeat,  Sir,  that  if  wheat  is  to 
remain  at  d6s.  or  38f .  a  quarter,  and  there 
is  no  hope  of  a  rise  except  from  some  ac- 
tion on  the  monetary  system,  at  least  half 
the  arable  land  in  the  country  will  be 
unable  to  bear  any  rent  at  all.  I  mean 
arable  land  disconnected  from  pasture 
land,  the  latter  of  whiqb  has  lately  had. 
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advantagea  fi:oin  the  rise  in  wool  and  stock. 
We  are  come  to  a  pretty  pass  indeed,  if  an 
acre  under  the  plough  cannot  pay  its  own 
expenses.  Arable  land  ought  to  pay  a 
profit,  per  «e,  independent  of  all  connexion 
with  grass;  but  I  ask  whether,  during  the 
last  four  years,  three-fourths  of  the  arable 
laod  could  have  paid  rent,  if  the  whole 
bad  been  farmed  without  the  iotermixture 
of  grass  land  ?  Every  one  knows,  who 
knows  anything  of  farming,  that  for  those 
years  the  profits  on  wool  and  stock  have 
only  covered  the  loss  on  the  plough,  I 
would  here  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  some  calculations  as  to  the  profits  of 
farming,  drawn  np  by  a  more  practical 
agriculturist  than  myself,  (although  I  am 
one),— I  mean  Lord  Western.  I  see  that 
the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
smiles,  because,  I  suppose,  he  thinks  that 
Lord  Western  entertains  an  opinion  similar 
to  mine  on  a  particular  point, — the  evils 
arising  out  of  the  change  in  the  currency. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  smile ;  I 
can  only  say,  that  if  Lord  (then  Mr.) 
Western's  views  on  that  subject  had  been 
acted  upon,  and  his  Motion  granted  in 
1822,  thousands  of  broken  hearts  would 
have  been  spared,  which  have  descended 
from  comfort  and  competence  to  the  work- 
house and  gaol,  and  have  there  quitted  the 
scene. 

My  noble  and  right  hon.  Friends  now 
occupy  the  Treasury  Benches,  and  I  rejoice 
that  they  do :  but  I  never  held  an  opinion 
more  strongly  in  my  life  than  that  they 
would  not  have  occupied  those  places  but 
for  the  misery,  destitution,  and  discontent 
arising  out  of  the  change  of  the  monetary 
system  in  1819.  It  was  this  which  was 
the  fruitful  source  of  dissatisfaction  with 
all  established  things,  and  it  was  natural 
that  such  should  be  the  consequence: 
for  what  value  can  the  productive  classes 
have  for  any  Government,  or  system  of 


ACTM 


Q». 


Wheat  ...  25  — ^3}  per  acre- 
Barley  -    •    .  25  — 5        ditto  • 
Beans  and  Peas  124— 3i      ditto  < 
Clover  -    «    -  12J— 
Turnips  &  Tares  12i— 
And  Fallow     -  12}— 
Acres  100. 


If  the  landlord  reduces  15s.  per  acre,  or,  in 
other  words,  reduces  his  rent  from  175/.  to 
100/.  the  tenant  has  75/.,  to  set  against  325/. ; 
if  the  landlord  sinks  his  rent  205.  the  acre, 
and^  instead  of.  a  rent  of  a  175/.,  puts  up 


Oovemment,  which  does  not  protect  their 

property  and  promote  their  comfort? 
I  do  not  mean  to  infer  that  Reforms  were 
unnecessary.  I  have  been  pretty  constant 
in  my  support  of  most  of  tne  measures  of 
Reform  introduced  by  his  Majesty's  Go«- 
vernment ;  but  I  cannot  conceal  from  my<- 
self  that  the  popular  excitement  in  favour 
of  these  Reforms  has  sprung  from  uncom- 
fort  and  distress ;  and  although  I  may 
rejoice  in  this  result,  I  cannot  but  deeply 
lament  the  cause ;  especially  since,  if  it 
continue,  the  best  of  our  institutions  may 
be  as  insecure  as  those  which  have  no 
foundation  to  stand  on.  In  my  opinion* 
therefore,  he  who  was  the  most  able  oppo- 
nent of  the  Reform  Bill,  being  the  author 
of  the  Act  of  1819,  was  himself  the  fore- 
most cause  of  the  success  of  that  Bill. 
The  following  is  Lord  Western's  calcula- 
tion:**- 

I  suppose  a  farm  of  one  hundred  acras,  of 
fair,  good,  arable  land,  well  cultivated  upon 
the  four  course  system,  the  produce  of  the 
wheat,  at  3|qr8,  per  acre,  barley,  5qrs.,  beans 
aiid  peas,  3iqrs.  Wheat,  during  near  a  quarter 
of  a  century  (from  1797  tg  l819)  had  averaged 
80s.  the  quarter;  fifteen  years  preceding  1819 
85s.;  the  rent  founded  upon  these  data  I  take 
at  35i.  per  acre ;  the  moment  the  Bill  passed 
the  markets  fell  30  or  40  per  cent.,  and  in  the 
fifteen  years  succeeding,  the  average  price  has 
been,  as  near  as  may  he,  55s. ;  it  has  subse* 
quently  fallen  still  lower,  and  is.  I  believe, 
now  only  40s.  I  therefore  consider  the  price 
of  wheat  to  have  fallen,  on  the  average,  30f. 
per  quarter;  barley,  20f. ;  beans  and  peas, 
20f.  Upon  these  groonds  I  estimate  the  re- 
duction of  the  money  receipts  of  the  (lu'mer 
upon  100  acres  to  amount  annually  to  325/. 
The  reduction  of  price  upon  clover,  tares,  and 
turnips,  is  loosely  estimated^  but  moderate. 
I  t^e  no  notice  of  the  change  of  price  of 
various  minor  articles,  the  produce  of^  such  a 
farm.  This  aggregate  and  enormous  difference 
in  his  return,  I  think  I  elearty  establish,  upon 
the  following  calculation ; — I  take  the  produce 
on  the  four  course  system  to  be  as  under  >^ 


Diminntioq. 

-30s.  per  qr.  -  •  • 
«20s.  ditto  -  -  • 
•20i.  ditto    •    -    « 


£  f. 
131  15 
125  — 

43  — 

15  — 
12  — 

^325  15 


with  a  rent  of  75/.,  the  tenant  has  100/.  to  set 
against  325/.  I  will  not  stop  to  comment  upon 
the  situation  of  the  landlord  under  such  cir« 
cumstances— it  roost  be  too  obvious  to  need 
any  observations.    I  will  go  on  to  suppose 
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the  entire  rent  done  away:  the  tenant  will 
still  be  nnder  the  necessity,  singular  as  it 
mast  appear^  to  reduce  his  expenditure  in  other 
ways  to  the  extent  of  150/.,  to  make  up,  wi^ 
the  rent  of  175/.,  the  loss  of  325/.,  to  put  him- 
self upon  the  footing  on  which  he  stood  prior 
to  the  year  1819.  I  cannot  discern  where  he 
can  look  to  for  means  at  all  adequate  to  effect 
this  reduction,  even  if  I  give  him  the  malutax 
wholly  repealed  into  the  bargain. 

Now,  this  calculation  is  in  reference  to 
land  of  a  superior  quality ;    bearing  3f 
quartern  of  wheat  per  acre ;  (the  average 
of  the  kingdom  being  certainly  not  more 
than  2^  quarters),  and  5  quarters  of  bar- 
ley, which  is  1^  quarters  more  than  the 
average  crop.      If  such  are  to    be    the 
consequences,  from  the  fall  in  prices,  to 
toils  of  this  superior  description,  what  is 
to  become  of  others  inferior  in  quality   to 
this  ?     And  not  less  than  two-thirds  of 
the  whole  are  inferior.      What  is  to  be- 
come of  the  labourers  —  what    of   the 
tenantry?      I  cannot  conceive  how  the 
Legislature  can  allow  such  a  state  of  things 
as    this    to    continue.     Nothing  can  be 
more  alarming  in   this  respect,  than  a 
statement  which  I  heard  the  other  day, 
unparalleled,  I  believe,  in   the  history  of 
agriculture.  1  do  not  see  the  hon.  Member 
for  Inverness  in  his  place,  otherwise,  I  am 
sure,  he  would  bear  me  out  in   this  state- 
ment, that  in  Scotland  they  are  at  this 
moment  adulterating  oatmeal  with  wheat 
flour.     The  straw  on  an  acre  of  land,  I 
am  informed,  has  actually  sold  lately  in 
London  for  a  higher  price  than  the  wheat 
itself.      The    landlords,  Sir,  have  their 
necessitiea  as  well  as  others,   I  believe,  if 
the  rent  paid  for  the  last  five  years  had 
been  graduated  according  to  the  amount 
of  profit  arising  from  the  produce,  they 
would  scarcely  have  received  any  rent  at 
all  for  their  land.     I  have  even  heard  of 
cases  this  year,  where  the  whole  half-year's 
rent  has  been  foregone ;    and  other  cases 
where  the  landlord  has  been  compelled  to 
cut  down  young  trees  of  under  fifty  feet 
of  wood,  in  order  to  make  up  some  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  of  his  rent. 

Sir,  the  agricultural  interests  will  be  in 
a  much  worse  condition,  when  the  prices 
of  wool  and  stock  find  th^ir  level.  Be- 
fore that  visitation  of  providence,  of  which 
I  have  spoken,  took  place  among  the 
sheep,  in  1828,  and  the  following  years, 
wool  was  down  at  8s.  and  lOi.  a  stone, 
and  mutton  down  at  3\d.  and  4d.  per 
pound.  When  these  prices  again  arrive, 
which  they  will,  as  surely  as  winter  follows 


summer — ^when    the    present   scarcity  is 
supplied — then,  and  not  till  then,  will'  the 
full  measure  of  the  agricultural  depression 
be  perceived.     Blind  and  infatuated  are 
those  who  rest  supine,  awaiting  this  tre- 
mendous crisis,  and  who  seem  resolved 
not  to  lend  an  effort  to  avert  the  impend- 
ing storm.     When  it  is  too  late  to  rescue 
thousands  -of  innocent  men,  who  have 
been  ruined  by  no  act  of  their  own,  but 
by   a  deliberate  act  of   the  Legislature, 
they  will  begin,  perhaps,  to  repent  of  their 
selfish  indifference.  But  my  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
gives  us  this  consoling  advice:  he  told 
the  noble  Marquess  (Marquess  of  Chan- 
dos),  the  other  night,  that  the  only  way 
to  relieve  the  farmer  is  to  reduce  his  rent. 
Before    the    Agricultural  Committee    of 
1833,  it  was  shewn  that  rents  bad  been 
reduced,  on  an  average,  about  twenty-five 
per  cent  since  the  war,  and  that  if  wheat 
remained    so   low    as  54s.   per  quarter, 
another  reduction  of  twenty-five  per  cent 
must  be  submitted  to.     But  now  we  are  re- 
duced to  35s.  per  quarter  for  wheat,  and  the 
whole  rent  on  half  the  soils  in  the  king- 
dom, must  be  swept  away  altogether,  if  this 
price  is  allowed  by  the  Legislature  to  con- 
tinue.    I  ask,  why  is  the  landlord  to  be 
called  upon  to  sacrifice  his  rent,  which  is 
as  fairly  due  to  him,  (being  the  interest 
on  the   capital  he    has  invested    in  the 
land)  as  the  interest  of  any  other  capital 
is  to  any  other  capitalist  f    Why  is  not 
this  species  of  public  property  to  be  pro- 
tected, as  well  as  any  other?    The  land- 
lord made  his  investment  ia  the  land,  upon 
the  calculation  of  realizing  three  per  cent 
for  his  money ;  and  he  consented  to  receive 
that  low  rate  of  interest  on  the  principle, 
and  on  the  pledge  that  land  was  absolute 
security  : — and  is  he  not  to  get  one  per 
cent  on  it  ?   or  is  he  to  be  called  upon  to 
forego  the  whole?    What  plea  has  the 
fundholder  more  than  he?     The  fund- 
holder  bought  into  the  funds,  speculating 
on  a  highes  profit ;  he  expected  he  had 
a  great  risk  to  run,  but  he  was  willing  to 
run  the  risk  for  the  immediate  advantage 
of  a  higher  rate  of  interest;  he  got  ^v% 
per  cent,  when  the  landlord  was  willing  to 
receive  three ;  the  landholder  bought  his 
land  calculating  on' a  less  per  centage,  on 
the  principle  that  he  was  to  havethe  least 
possible  risk  to  run.     He  was  to  have  less 
immediate  gain,  but  that  gain  was  to  be 
absolutely  secured,  and  to  be  permanent ; 
the  fundholder  was  paid  tQ  run  the  m}fi ; 
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he  reeemd  the  price  in  exchangee  for  less 
security,  and  now  he  receives'  alt  the  price, 
and  all  the  security  likewise ; — while  the 
landlord,  who  paid  him  to  encounter 
this  danger,  has  had  alt  the  danger  to 
iocnr  hiooself,  and  has  lost  his  property  in 
the  bargain  to  that  very  party  he  had  paid 
money  to,  to  protect  it.  We  are  coolly  told 
we  must  come  down  to  the  level  of  1792 
-—the  times  before  the  war.  Would  to 
God  we  were  allowed  so  to  do!  1792, 
with  its  higher  prices,  and  lower  taxes ! 
What  was  the  situation  of  the  landlord  in 
1792?  I  have  now  before  me  an  abstract 
from  the  books  of  an  experienced  agricul- 
turist, on  which  reliance  may  be  placed, 
which  has  been  continuously  kept  by  his 
father  and  himself  since  1792,  on  a  farm 
of  600  acres.  The  following  are  the  re- 
sults : — 


1814 
Higher  tbu 

18S4 
Higher  Uian 

1834. 

1790. 

PwCeot. 

FttrCcot. 

Agricultural  Labour 

44 

46 

Carpenters  Work 

..       66 

77 

Smith's  ditto 

26 

66 

Saddler's  ditto 

26 

63 

Thatcher's  ditto 

28 

58 

Mason's  ditto 

20 

66 

6)210 

6)376 

35 

62 

EXPENSES. 

Household  :— 

Tea,  Sugar,  Candles,  Malt, 

&c. 

67 

30 

Shoemaker's  Work 

25 

64 

Tailor's  ditto 

19 

55 

Cooper's  ditto 

33 

73 

Domestic  ServanU  and  Edu^^ 

cation 

29 

66 

5)173 

5)268 

34     . 

57 

LOCAL 

TAXES. 

Poor-rates 

33 

116 

Highway-rates 

30 

200 

County-rates 

69 

550 

Church'*rates 

66 

700 

4)196      4)1566 


49 


391 


The  prices  of  agmmltural  produce  in  1813 
were,  on  th^  average,  100  per  cent  higher  than 
1834,  (takinff  into  the  account  an  unnatural 
price  in  wooT^  stock,  barley,  oats,  and  bay  from 
the  rot  three  or  four  years  ago,  and  the  last 
two  dry  springs).  Yet,  with  a  diminished 
price  in  his  produce  of  100  p^r  cent,  the  Bri- 
Issb  agricaltorist  has  experienced  a  hlX  of  only 
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thirty-five  per  cent  on  the  wages  he  has  to 
pay ;  thirty-four  per  cent  in  his  household  ex- 
penses ;  while  be  has  to  pay  an  increase  of 
forty-nine  per  cent  local  taxation,  with  100 
per  cent  less  price  of  produce. 

Again,  taking  the  same  temporary  causes 
into  account  for  a  rise  in  certain  articles  at 
die  present  time  (as  in  the  previous  case)  and 
no  one  practically  acquainted  with  agriculture 
will  deny  that  such  exception  must  be  made 
to  come  to  a  fair  conclusion ;  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produce  in  1790,  testing  them  by 
wheat,  were  as  49  to  42,  or  15  per  cent,  higher 
than  1834 :  yet  the  agriculturist  in  1834, 
although  receiving  15  per  cent,  less  for  his 
produce,  has  to  pay  for  his 

Labour  • • • •         - • • •         62  i 

Household  expenses  •  •  •  •  57  >  Per  Cent. 
Local  taxes    •  •  •  •         •  -  •  •       391  > 

more  than  the  agriculturist  of  1790. 

Now,  Sir,  it  appears  that  the  rent  of 
these  600  acres  of  land  at  each  of  these 
periods,  if  levied  really  according  to  the 
rate  of  prices  and  expenses  of  caltivation^ 
would  be : — 

1790  1813  1834 

Rent  ..    ^851  £1227  ^333 

And  this  upon  a  farm  more  than  commonly 
productive,  and  where  the  proportion  of 
grass  is  unusually  large — namely,  nearly 
one-half:  thus  reaping  the  benefit  of  an 
adventitious  rise  in  the  price  of  wool,  at 
least  300  per  cent  higher  than  it  was  four 
or  five  years  ago,  before  the  rot  in  the 
sheep  flocks  commenced.  But  for  this 
circumstance  of  wool,  sheep,  and  stock 
selling  so  high  in  consequence  of  scarcity, 
it  is  plain  that  the  farm  would,  in  latter 
years,  have  been  worth  scarcely,  if  any 
rent  at  all.  Under  these  circumstances, 
is  the  landlord  tamely  to  submit,  not 
merely  to  the  entire  loss  of  his  property, 
but  to  have  the  taunt  thrown  out  on  so 
many  occasions,  that  he  is  grasping  at  a 
monopoly  and  calling  for  higher  prices, 
regardless  of  the  general  interests  of  the 
country  ?  Instead  of  thus  tamely  submit- 
ting to  be  led  like  sheep  to  the  slaughter, 
my  advice  to  the  landlords  is  to  resist  to 
the  uttermost  this  barefaced  and  unjusti- 
fiable attack  upon  their  properties ;  this 
handing  over  of  their  estates  into  the 
possession  of  Jews  and  stock-jobbers. 
'  The  state  of  distress.  Sir,  which  I  have 
feebly  endeavoured  to  portray,  has  exist- 
ed with  very  slight  intervals  ever  since 
the  peace;  there  have  been,  indeed, 
occasional  gleams  of  prosperity  since  that 
period  ;  however,  they  were  but  of  short 
continuance.  The  best  estimate  perhaps 
of  the  long  continuance  of  this  droadiul 
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.pressure  maybe  formed  from  the  Speeches 
which  have  been  delivered  from  the 
Throne  on  the  opening  of  the  Sessions  of 
Parliament,  which  have  intervened.  In 
1815,  distress  was  stated  p^enerally;  and 
the  Pnnce  Reg^ent's  Speech,  on  tne  28th 
of  January y  1817,  states,— 

The  distresses  consequent  upon  the  termi- 
nation of  a  war  of  such  universal  extent  and 
duration,  have  been  felt  with  greater  or  less 
severity  throughout  all  the  nations  of  Europe, 
and  have  been  considerably  aggravated  by  the 
unfavourable  state  of  the  season. 

From  the  end  of  1817,  to  the  beginning 
of  1819,  however,  there  was  a  recurrence 
of  prosperity ;  then  from  1819,  to  I82*i, 
a  recurrence  of  adversity;  and  again 
from  1823  to  1825,  a  recurrence  of  pros- 
perity;  and  lastly,  from  1825  to  the 
present  time,  another  recurrence  of  ad- 
versity; these  changes  and  alterations, 
therefore,  could  not  have  sprung  from  the 
Vnere  transition  from  war  to  peace,  because, 
at  various  periods  subsequent  to  the  ter- 
mination of  the  war,  prosperity  had 
arisen ;  shewing  that  prosperity  should 
exist  in  time  of  peace. 

There  have  been  many  causes  assigned 
at  different  times  for  the  prevalent  agri- 
cultural distress;  sometimes  it  has  been 
over-production.  The  Prince  Regent 
says,  in  1817,  it  was  under-production : 
first  comesover-production  then  under-pro- 
duction then  over-population, — as  if  over- 
population, and  over-production  were  not 
the  two  things  exactly  adapted  to  each 
other ;  and,  besides  these  delusive  theories, 
we  are  told  it  is  in  coose(|uence  of  a  great 
supply  of  corn  from  Ireland.  This  is  not 
the  first  time  in  our  history,  when  distress, 
arising  from  a  scarcity  of  money,  has  been 
attributed  to  the  importation  of  Irish  pro- 
duce; to  this,  perhaps,  I  shall  allude 
hereafter :  but  such  reasons  are  vain  and 
mischievous,  and  I  verily  believe  they 
are  only  fostered  and  encouraged  by  de- 
signing men,  who  make  a  i)rofit  of  our 
distress,  and  whose  interest  it  is  to  deceive 
the  sufiering  agricuHurists  into  hopes  that 
never  can  be  realized. 

As  a  corollary  upon  the  Speech  of 
1817,  there  was  a  deficiency  in  the  reve- 
nue— considerable  excitement  and  dis- 
turbance throughout  the  country — the 
Prince  Regent  was  personally  attacked — 
and  petitions  for  relief  from  taxation  and 
for  Reform  were  numerous.  Sir,  notwith- 
standing the  smile  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
UemaOi  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequeri 


wben  I  mantioDed,  a  abort  time  agn,  that 
distress  was  the  parent  of  Reform,  there 
does  thua  appear  to  be  a  close  oonnexioa 
and  sympathy  between  the  distress  of  the 
people  and  their  desire  for  Reform ;  and 
what  I  had  conceived  as  a  probable 
result,  is  thus  confirmed  by  history. 

In  February,  1818,  the  Speech  an- 
nounces a  revival  of  trade  and  a  removal 
of  distress.  It  is  well  known  that,  upon 
the  suggestion  of  the  Government  in  1817, 
the  bank  of  England  put  3,000,000/.  or 
4,000,000/.  more  of  its  paper  into  circula- 
tion ;  and  consequent  upon  that  were  the 
higher  prices  of  agricultural  produce,  and 
the  removal  of  distress*  I  know  it  will 
be  advanced  by  some  that  the  rise  in  oorn 
in  1817-18  was  from  deficient  harvests; 
I  am  aware  that  1816  was  a  deficient 
harvest:  but  we  never  have  prosperity 
among  all  classes  in  a  time  of  famine: 
whereas,  in  these  years,  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  lays  particular  stress  on  the 
well-doing  of  trade;  besides,  all  other 
prices  as  well  as  corn  rose  in  1817-18, 
which  shows  that  other  causes  were  at 
work.  We  find  it  stated  again,  in  Januaryi 
1819|  that  '*  trade,  commerce,  and  manu* 
factures  were  in  a  most  flourishing  condi- 
tion}" but  mark  the  contrast  in  a  few 
short  months.  On  November  the  14thy 
the  House  was  called  together  on  account 
of  seditious  practices  in  the  manufacturing 
districts,  and  a  spirit  manifested  for  the 
''  subversion  of  the  rights  of  property,  and 
of  all  order  in  society/'  This  was  at  the 
end  of  the  year  after  Mr.  Peel's  Bill  had 
passed,  although  by  the  Prince  Regent's 
Speech,  in  January  of  the  same  year,  it 
appeared  that  ''trade»  commerce^  and 
manufactures  had  been  in  a  flourishing 
condition."  Here  we  see  the  consequence 
of  restricting  the  circulating  medium,  by 
which  both  the  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial interests  were  thrown  into  a  state 
of  depression.  Here  we  have  again  cor- 
roborated the  principle,  that  distress  and 
discontent  travel  hand-ln-hand. 

In  1821,  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
declares  **  distress  to  be  still  pressing  upon 
a  large  portion  of  the  country;"  ''the 
foreign  trade  also  in  a  state  of  depression." 
Gentlemen  who  remember  the  low  prices 
of  1821,  and  who  are  clamorous  (ox  a 
lower  price  of  com  for  the  benefit  of  the 
foreign  trade,  should  also  bear  in  mind 
the  effects  of  low  prices  npon  the  foreign 
trade  in  1821.  On  the  5th  of  February^ 
1822,  the  Speech  states  that  the  revaAue 
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miff  ioeieaied,  the  morftimportfluitbrtii^M 
t4  commefce  aad  mvnuflMstures  in  a 
ifettrlibiiig  condition ;  and  the  king  pro« 
eeedt  to  say,  **  I  mnat  at  the  same  time, 
deeply  regret  the  depressed  state  of  the 
agricultaral  interests/'  On  the  4th  of 
Pebraary,  1823,  the  king  declares  the 
^*  oontioned  depression  of  the  agricultural 
interest/'  and  the  **  flourishing  condition 
of  commerce ;"  and  '*  there  is  a  surplus 
revenue." 

On  the  3rd  of  February,  1 824,  the  tone 
of  the  King's  Speech  was  entirely  changed. 
I  had  not  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House  at  that  time,  but  I  doubt  not  there 
are  some  hon.  Members  present  who  le. 
member  the  *'  prosperity  Speeches"  of  his 
Majesty's  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer.  His  Majesty  also  states  the 
**  prosperous  condition  of  the  country, 
(wheat,  remember  had  risen  205.  a 
quarter) ;— *trade  and  commerce  were  ex* 
tending  themselves  at  home  and  abroad ; 
and  increasing  activity  pervading  every 
branoh  of  manufacture;  increasing  reve* 
nue ;  agricnUure  recovering  from  the  de- 
pression under  which  it  laboured,  aad  a 
cbeetftil  spirit  of  order  pervading  all 
elassee  of  the  community/'  Here  is 
another  illustration  of  the  fact,  that  when 
the  people  are  comlbrtable  and  prosper* 
OQB,  they  do  not  trouble  themielves  much 
about  reform.  The  prosperity  of  1824, 
It  is  well  known,  proceeded  firom  Lord 
Londonderry's  One*Pound  Note  Act, 
and  the  pushing  out  of  3,000,000/.  or 
4,000,000/.  of  paper  by  the  Bank  of 
£nglaod;  Ix>rd  Londonderry  publicly 
declaring  that  he  promoted  these  mea* 
sures  with  a  view  of  restoring  prosperity. 

The  Speech  on  the  3rd  of  February, 
1825,  declares  **  A  continued  improve* 
ment  in  the  state  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, the  solid  foundation  of  our  national 
prosperity"  (a  doctrine  which,  I  am  afraid, 
has  Deen  lost  sight  of  during  the  last  few 
yean).  ^^  All  the  great  interests  of  the 
nation  in  a  thriving  condition ;  and  a 
feeling  of  content  and  satisfaction  widely 
diffused  throughout  all  classes  of  the 
British  people"—"  Ireland  participating 
in  the  general  prosperity."  Ireland,  too  I 
It  seems  in  these  times  they  had  discover* 
ed  the  secret  of  assuaging  the  discontent 
of  that  country  also. 

The  Speech  from  the  Throne,  on  the 
2nd  of  Pebroary,  1826,  deplores  the  late 
pecuniary  crisis ;  and  proceeds*--"  Some 
of  the  causes  to  which  this  evil  must  be 
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attributed^  lie  wiAout  the  reach  of  Parlia* 
mentary  interposition ;  nor  can  aeeurity 
againat  the  recurrence  of  them  be  founds 
unless  in  the  experience  of  the  suSeringa 
which  they  have  occasioned,"  This  is  the 
sort  of  general  mode  in  which  we  have 
always  dealt  with  money  and  banking 
concerns ;  we  slur  them  o? er,  or  lay  the 
blame  at  the  wrong  door,  and  refute  ail 
inquiry  into  the  cause  of  any  mischiefa 
arising  from  their  operation.  I  may  prob- 
ably hereafter  have  occasion  to  speak  of 
the  causes  of  this  panic,  and  shall  be  en- 
abled to  show,  that  it  might  have  beea 
prevented  by  Pariiamentary  interposition^ 
and  that  it  arose  not  out  of  a  larger 
quantity  of  paper  circulating,  but  because 
Pariiament  had  neglected  to  provide  a 
sufficient  bssis  on  which  it  could  rest 

On  the  21st  of  November,  1826,  Par- 
liament again  met.  In  the  Speech,  de- 
pression and  suffering  in  trade  and  ma- 
nufactures are  regretted  —  abating  but 
slowly ;  and  certain  sorts  of  foreign  grain, 
not  then  admissible  by  law,  were  admitted 
in  September,  under  (I  think)  orders  in 
Council.  An  amendment  was  moved  to 
the  Address,  and  rejected  by  170  to  24. 
'*  That  the  eaase  o£  the  existing  distrust 
ia  ^an  excessive  taaatioa,  disproportionate 
to  the  reduoed  Talue  of  property,  and  to 
the  diminished  return  for  the  capital  em*> 
ployed  in  the  land,  in  manufacturety  and 
in  oommeree*'"  Parliament  appears  to 
have  begun  at  last  to  think  that  the  transit 
tion  from  war  to  peace  bad  not  been  the 
cause  of  all  the  distress. 

The  Speech  on  the  20th  of  January, 
1828,  states,  that  **A  considerable  in- 
crease in  the  export  of  the  principal 
artioles  of  British  manufacture  had  lakea 
place,  indicating  the  continued  abatement 
of  commercial  diffienlties."  That  was  the 
tine  when  the  Duke  of  Wellington  was  at 
the  head  of  aflfain,  and  Lord  Altborp  sat 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  remember 
his  speech  upon  that  occasion :  he  stated, 
that  though  the  distress  appeared  to  have 
met  with  some  abatement,  ha  feared  it 
was  only  temporary.  Now  I  do  not  mem 
to  insinuate  that  a  seat  on  the  other  side 
had  any  effect  on  the  noble  Lord ;  but 
still,  when  he  was  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Benches,  only  a  short  time  afterwerds,  his 
opinions  seemed  to  change  with  respect  to 
the  character  of  the  distress,  showing  thai 
gentlemen  in  office  either  have  not  time 
to  investigate  into  distress,  or  that  they 
have  one  (ast  to  measure  it  by  in  office, 
K2 


AgrkuliwalIHiM9$^     {COMMONS}         A  SUter  Standard.         M4 


and  another  oot  of  oflBce.  Lord  Stanley 
also  declared,  in  1828,  that  he  believed 
the  improvement  to  be  superficial — the 
distress  deep  and  lasting. 

In  February,  1829,  the  Speech  speaks 
merely  of  the  ''  improvement  of  the  reve- 
nue." On  the  4th  of  February  1830,  it 
is  declared — ''That  the  exports,  in  the 
seven  last  years  of  British  produce  and 
mannfactures,  exceeded  those  of  any  for- 
mer year ;  his  Majesty  regrets  that,  not- 
withstanding this  indication  of  active  com- 
merce, distress  should  prevail  among  the 
agricultural  and  manufacturing  classes." 
The  cause  assigned  is — ''unfavourable 
seasons,  and  other  causes,  beyond  the 
reach  of  legislative  control."  An  increased 
export,  therefore,  seems  to  form  no  criterion 
of  the  prosperity,  in  this  case,  even  of  the 
manufacturing  interest,  but  certainly  not 
of  the  agricultural  interests ;  for,  in  the 
year  1822,  when  the  petitions  of  the  agri- 
culturists were  so  numerous  for  relief,  Mr. 
Huskisson  stated  that,  notwithstanding 
these  petitions,  the  exports  for  the  last 
three  years  were  increased.  In  1830,  also, 
when  his  Majesty  deplored  the  continu- 
ance of  agricultnral  distress,  Mr.  Huskis- 
son made  a  speech  to  the  same  effect, 
namely, — that  li&e  experts  for  the  last 
three  years  had  considerably  increased. 
To  this  day,  it  is  the  fashion  with  a  cer- 
tain party  to  boast  of  increased  exports, 
to  console  the  farmers  for  their  distress ; 
and  I  may  remind  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that 
his  speeches,  on  other  occasions,  have 
been  quite  consistent  with  those  of  Mr. 
Huskisson :  for,  in  1833,  when  the  agri- 
cultural interest  complained  that  distress 
had  been  going  on  so  long  among  them, 
he  quoted  long  tables  of  the  increase  of 
exports,  to  show  how  flourishing  they 
ought  to  be.  Poor  comfort !  I  trust  we 
shall  hear  no  more  of  the  exports  being  a 
test  whereby  to  measure  the  degree  of 
agricultural  distress  or  prosperity.  On 
three  separate  occasions  it  has  failed  of 
success ;  which  shows,  however  great  the 
identity  of  interest  may  be  (and  I  believe 
it  to  be  entire)  between  the  agricultural 
interest  and  the  manufecturers  for  the 
home  market,  that  the  export  trade  is  in 
a  gpreat  measure  independent  of  this  con- 
nexion, and  may  exist  distinct  and  apart 
from  it. 

Parliament  met  again  November  1830. 
The  Speech  remarks  upon  the  *'  spirit  of 

diicontent  and  dissatiifactiaa  pxaonf  the 


people — breaking  of  machinery,"  Ssc^i  bo 
that  Lord  Althorp  seems  to  have  been 
right,  out  of  office,  when  he  stated  the 
improvement  to  be  temporary.  This  was 
about  the  time  that  the  great  cry  for  re- 
form was  so  rife. 

June  21,  1831,  Parliament  re-assem- 
bled. The  Speech  alluded  to  "  local  dis- 
turbances;" the  desire  for  reform  re^ 
maining  unabated. 

January  1833.  The  Speech  laments 
the  distress ;  and  talks  of  peace  affording 
the  best  and  most  effectual  remedy.  This 
was  the  meeting  of  the  first  reformed  Par- 
liament. Many  petitions  were  presented 
complaining  of  distress.  My  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Whitehaven,  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  distress,  and  into  its  con- 
nexion with  the  changes  in  the  monetary 
system,  which  had  taken  place  since  the 
war.  This  was  resisted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  defeated  by  a  tremendous  ma- 
jority. But  two  Committees  were  granted, 
subsequently-— one  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  agriculture ;  the  other  into  the 
state  of  manufactures,  trade,  and  com- 
merce. Great  distress  was  proved  on  the 
first ;  nothing  was  done  to  relieve  agri- 
cttltnre;  no  report  was  made  from  the 
other;  prosperity  was  attempted  to  be 
proved,  but  it  failed.  The  one  body, 
whose  distress  was  ondonbted,  had  no 
relief  granted ;  the  other,  which  was  said 
to  be  doubtful  in  its  situation,  received 
immediate  relief  in  the  shape  of  a  remis- 
sion of  the  House-tax ;  and  this  was  con- 
sistent with  the  manner  in  which  applica- 
tions for  relief  have  generally  been  received 
in  this  House. 

On  the  meeting  of  Parliament  on  the 
4th  of  February,  1834,  the  King  "la- 
ments the  continuance  of  distress  amongst 
the  proprietors  and  occupiers  of  land." 
In  1835,  he  repeats  the  same,  and  hopes 
a  remission  of  local  taxation  will  relieve 
them.  Thus  the  distress  of  the  agri- 
cultural interests  has  now  existed  almost 
without  intermission  for  eighteen  or  twenty 
years.  I  cannot  but  think  it,  therefore, 
to  be  the  most  important  duty  of  this 
House  to  apply  itself  without  loss  of  time 
to  the  consideration  of  some  really  effec- 
tual means  of  relief.  No  one  denies  the 
distress,  although  some  perhaps  are  not 
aware  of  the  awful  extent  to  which  it  has 
proceeded.  Is  the  country  to  submit  to 
it  any  longer?     It  is  no  longer  to  be  put 

off  b^  sach  deluiive  apologies  as  Ibe  immu 
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tion  .from  war  to  peace.  Low  prices  are 
pectiHafy  under  orainarycircumstanceSy  to 
war  rather  than  to  peace.  Peace,  from 
generation  to  generation,  has  been  typical 
only  of  comfort  and  blessings ;  now  our 
philosophers  would  have  it  a  by-word  for 
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ruin  and  desolation.  What  were  the 
prices  at  the  different  periods  of  peace  and 
war  during  the  last  century  ?  The  follow- 
ing statement  was  madeby  the  late  Mar- 
quess of  Titchfield  in  the  debate  on  Mr  • 
Western's  Motion  in  1822  :— 


The  War  of  the  Revolution  from  1683  to  1697 

1698  to  1701,  Peace  of  Ryswick      . 

1702  to  1712,  War  of  Spanish  Succession 

1 713  to  1739,  Peace  of  Utrecht      . 

1740  to  1 748,  War  of  Flanders 

1749  to  1754,  Peace  of  Aix  la  Chapelle      • 

1 756  to  J  762,  War  of  America 

1763  to  1774,  Peace  of  Paris 

1775  to  1782,  War  of  America 

1783  to  1792,  Second  Peace  of  Paris 


2  10  8 
2  12  6 
2  4  11 
2  0  4 
1  15    5 

1  18    2 

2  1  10 
2  9  5 
2  ]  11 
2    6    2 


Making  on  the  whole  the  price  of  wheat  in  peace  higher  than  in  war. 


So  that  it  is  evident  there  is  nothing  in 
.  the  nature  of  war  to  cause  a  rise  of  prices, 
unless  some  other  peculiar  circumstances 
are  in  operation  to  produce  that  rise.  The 
peculiar  circumstances,  in  operation  during 
the  late  war  were  the  Bank  Restriction 
Act  of  1797,  which  empowered  the  Bank 
of  England  to  issue  its  notes  without  being 
called  upon  to  exchange  them  for  gold. 
Of  course  they  increased  their  issues,  and 
just  as  the  ksues  increased,  prices  of 
every  description  rose.  In  1819^  the  Re. 
stridion  Act  was  pnt  an  end  to,  and  the 
Bank  oompeUed  to  pay  their  notes  in  gold ; 
.K>  that-  they  withdrew  their  issues,  and 
prices  fell  in  proportion ;  and  this  was  done 
m  defiance  of  all  the  engagements  which 
had  been  entered  into  at  a  rate  of  prices 
double  to  those  that  must  ensue ;  and  not- 
withstanding the  actual  doubling,  in  con. 
sequence,  of  the  national  debt.  Here  is 
the  true  secret  of  all  our  distress;  and 
because  we  want  a  palliation  of  the 
mischief,  it  is  said  we  want  to  go  back  to 
an  inconvertible  paper  currency.  We 
want  no  such  thing,  and  the  accusation  is 
wilfully  made  to  produce  an  invidious 
impression  against  us.  We  are  convinced 
that  the  way  to  remedy  an  evil  is  to 
look  to  the  cause  of  it;  and,  therefore, 
we  seek  and  expect  some  mitigation  of  our 
distress,  only  through  some  modification 
of  our  monetary  system. 
.  But  what  has  been  done  since  1815, 
when  the  distress  began?  We  passed  a 
'prohibitory  corn-law  that  year,  making  80j. 
the  pivot  price.  Did  that  raise  the  price  of 
wheat?  No  it  fell  immediately  after. 
We  passed  another  corn-law  in  1822, 
making  705.  the  pivot ;  wheat  immediately 
rose.  We  passed  a  third  corn-law  in  1828, 
'making  64«.  the  pivot ;  wheat  rose  for  two 


or  three  years  after.  It  is  evident,  there, 
fore,  that  corn-laws  have  not  had  the  effect 
of  raising  the  price  of  com.  What,  then, 
has  been  effectual  in  raising  the  price  and 
removing  distress  since  the  war?  The 
facts  are  distinct  and  acknowledged.  In 
1817,  the  Bank  of  England,  having  with- 
drawn about  3,000,000/.  of  its  notes,  to 
prepare  for  cash-payments,  again,  at  the 
suggestion  of  Government,  let  out 
3,000,0002.  or  4,000,000/.  more  of  ita 
issues,  with  the  express  object  of  relieving 
the  distress.  It  did  relieve  it ;  and  pros- 
perity continued  until  the  Bank  of  England 
notes  were  again  withdrawn  in  I8I9. 
From  that  time  adversity  continued  until 
1822,  when  Lord  Londonderry,  with  the 
express  pupose  of  relieving  the  distress, 
prolonged  the  existence  of  the  1/.  notes. 
The  Bank  of  England  again  increased  their 
issues  about  4,000,000/.,  and  we  again  had 
relief  and  prosperity.  These  issues  were 
again  withdrawn  after  1825,  and  we  have 
had  adversity  ever  since.  The  higher 
prices  of  wheat  of  the  three  years  succeed- 
ing 1828,  were  entirely  owing  to  deficient 
crops*  I  may  be  taxed,  from  what  I  have 
said,  with  being  an  enemy  to  the  corn- 
laws;  I  am  no  such  thing. 

As  I  understand  it.  Sir,  at  a  certain 
given  amount  of  currency  in  the  countryi 
you  can  only  have  a  certain  price  for  wheat. 
Now,  supposing  that  to  be  40s.  per  quarter^ 
I  maintain  that  no  com.law  can  raise  it 
beyond  that  price.  The  effect  of  the  corn- 
law,  is  to  prevent  foreign  com  coming  into 
the  market  at  a  cheaper  rate,  so  as  to 
depress  it  below  the  natural  currency  price 
of  (say)  408.  If  foreign  corn  can  come  in, 
duty-free,  at  SOs.  per  quarter,  it  will 
lower  wheat  in  this  country  from  40s.,  its 
currency  price,    down  to  SOs.,   there  or 
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thereabouts;  to  that  in  tbe  euppoeed  case 
of  40s.  being  the  remunerating  price,  tbe 
com*lavr  would  be  a  protection  of  10s.  a 
quarter  ;  but  supposing  we  had  a  currency^ 
price  of  60s.  a  quarter,  the  oonulaw 
might  then  be  a  protection  of  30s^  a 
quarter.  Let  us  not  hope,  therefore,  that 
conulaws  alone  will  raise  prices,  or  expect 
any  mitigation  of  our  distress^  until  the 
causes  of  it  are  removed.  Efi^s  will 
only  foUow  causes,  and  until  the  caoses 
be  removed,  the  effects  will  never  cease. 
What,  however,  has  been  done  since  the 
year  1815  for  the  relief  of  agriculture? 
^n  Agricultural  Committee  sat  in  1820, 
1821,  1822,  and  they  made  several  Re- 
ports;  tbe  first  of  whidi  was  July,  1820|, 
with  respect  to  the  rumours  of  smuggling 
from  Guernsey  and  Jersey ;  and  this  was 
the  programme  of  what  is  going  on  now. 
The  farmers  cannot  be  expected  to  go  veiy 
deeply  into  the  causes  of  their  distress, 
especially  trhen  it  arises  from  so  difficult  a 
source  to  be  understood  as  the  operations 
of  the  monetary  system.  They  know  that 
when  a  greater  quantity  of  com  than  ordi- 
nary comes  into  the  market,  that  it  depresses 
the  price ;  they  therefore  look  about  them 
for  such  an  occurrence.  They  are  told 
that  Guernsey  and  Jersey  have  the  privilege 
of  sending  com  here,  duty-free,  and  also  of 


importing  filreign  com,  duty-free.  So 
they,  naturally  enough,  suppose  that  inad 
may  take  place.  But  they  will  oease  to 
dwell  on  this  aa  the  cause  of  their  distress, 
when  they  know  that  the  investigatian 
now  going  on  befoie  a  Committee  S  this 
House,  proves  that  the  whole  of  the  wheat 
imported  from  tbe  Channel  Islands  into 
this  country  does  not  exceed  3,000 
or  4,000  quarters.  In  1821,  there  was 
another  report  made,  dwelling  chiefly  upon 
the  causes  of  the  distress,  which  were  in  a 
great  measure  attributed  to  the  change  in 
the  value  of  money.  This  Report  was 
understood  to  have  been  drawn  up  by  Mr. 
HuskisBon ;  and  it  complied  of  the  in- 
creased importation  of  Irish  com,  and  we 
are  now  repeating  the  same  complaint ;  and 
we  did  so  150  years  ago,  under  distress 
arising  from  a  scarcity  of  money.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  on  every  occasion,  takes  great  pains 
to  attribute  the  fall  in  the  price  of  com 
to  the  importations  from  Ireland ;  and  yet 
it  is  an  extraordinary  fact,  that  in  the  year 
1834,  wheat  fell  )6s.,  though  there  was 
much  less  both  of  wheat  and  flour  im. 
ported  from  Ireland  than  in  the  year 
preceding,  as  the  following  account  from 
Liverpool  will  shew:— 


From  Ireland  into  Liverpool. 

Wbeit. 
Qn. 

Oats. 
Qn. 

BAaiBT* 

Qn. 

Total  Import  fcom  1st  Oct.,  1832,  to  l«t  Oct.,  1833. 
Ditto  from  1st  Oct.,  1833,  to  1st  Oct.,  1834. 

421,414 
344,174 

331,561 

282^100 

16,280 
22,382 

Increase  or  decrease  during  the  12  months  ending  1st  Oct., 
1834,  compared  mrith  the  preceding  12  monilis 

77,240 
Decrease. 

49,452 
Decrease. 

4,102 
Increase. 

From  Irelaad  into  Liverpool. 


Total  Import  from  1st  Oct.,  1832,  to  Ist  Uct.>  1833. 
Ditto  from  1st  Oct.,  1833,  to  1st  Oct.,  1B84. 

Increase  or  decrease  during  the  12  months  ending  1st  Oct., 
1834,  compared  witli  the  preceding  12  months. 


BEAva. 

Qrs. 


13,629 
15,283 


1,654 
Increase. 


Malt. 
Qrs. 


5,042 
1,506 


3,536 
Decrease. 


Flouk. 
Bags. 


293,665 
270,357 


23,308 
I}ecrease. 


The  supply  of  wheat  last  year,  it  thus  appears,  is  de6cient  neariy  20  per  cent,  from  Irtluid 
into  idverpool;  the  port  to  which  more  than  half  the  Irish  corn  is  sent.  And  yet,  in  the  face 
of  this  diminished  supply  from  Ireland^  wheat  has  fallen  lOi.  8<f.  per  quarter  within  the  year. 


How  can  it  be  said,  then,  that  the  fall 
of  price  IS  to  be  attributed  to  Irish  import- 
ations— and  where  shall  we  go  next  for  a 
subterfuge  to  conceal  the  true  causes  of  the 
tuinous  effects  which  are  in  operation? 
'the  Third  Report  was  in  April,  1822,  con* 
ceming  the  pn^osed  cbanoe  in  the  corn-laws, 
Tbe  Fourth  Report  ia  mj,  1882,  related 


to  wardbousing  com  under  the  King's  lodL 
The  next  committee  which  sat  upon  the 
state  of  the  agricultural  interests  was  in 
1833.  I  had  the  honour  to  sit  on  that 
Committee,  and  I  nerer  heard  more  faithful 
evidence  given  than  was  ^ven  on  that 
occasion;  and  this  evidence  was  nat  exag- 
gerated in  the  Report  which  was  uade  to 
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the  Hoofle :  it  was  drawn  up  hy  the  Chair- 
man, the  right  hon.  Baronetj  the  Memher 
for  Cumherland,  who  was  then  in  the  cahi- 
net,  and  the  picture  of  distress  was  anything 
hut  overdrawn.  I  will  not  weary  the  House 
by  going  into  the  details  of  the  evidence 
now ;  the  general  tenour  of  it  proved  that 
the  land  had  become  depreciated  in  point  of 
produce,  in  consequence  of  the  necessities  of 
the  farmer  having  induced  him  to  overcrop 
and  scourge  it,  whilst  his  poverty  disabled 
him  from  enriching  it  with  manure — that 
the  tenants  were,  three.fourths  of  them, 
insolvent — that  there  was  a  scarcity  of  live 
stock,  because  the  necessities  of  the  farmers 
were  so  great  that  they  were  obliged  to  dis- 
pose of  them  at  two  years  old  instead  of 
waiting  the  proper  age — that  agricultural 
labourers  were  thrown  out  of  employment, 
and  that  a  better  price  for  produce  would 
bring  them  back  again  into  full  employ-— 
that  even  at  the  then  price  of  54«.  per  quar- 
ter, the  cold  days  (the  ancient  wheat  soils 
of  the  kingdom)  must  go  out  of  cultivation ; 
besides  many  other  disastrous  circumstances 
with  whidi  I  will  not  now  trouble  the 
House.  I  feel  bound  to  state,  that  instead 
of  these  evils  having  been  relieved  since 
that  period,  they  have  become  tenfold  ag- 
gravated. Sir,  what  are  the  real  causes  to 
which  we  are  to  attribute  this  distress  ?  I 
have  stated  that  the  corn-laws  have  failed 
to  remedy  them.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  I  am  ready  to  part  with  the  corn-laws, 
because,  as  I  have  stated  before,  at  a  certain 
pohit,  they  are  a  protection,  though  they 
will  never  give  the  advanced  price  which 
our  circumstances  require.  The  true  causes 
of  the  distress  are  to  be  traced,  and  traced 
alone,  to  the  change  in  the  currency  in  1819- 
In  1822,  Lord  Western  told  us  that  the 
distress  which  prevailed  was  owin^  to  the 
diange  which  had  taken  place  in  the  value 
of  money,  and  he  brought  forward  a  motion 
on  the  subject,  which  was  lost  by  a  large 
majority;  but  on  every  succeeding  occasion 
in  which  the  currency  has  been  mtroduced 
into  the  House,  there  have  been  increasing 
numbers  in  favour  of  that  having  been 
really  at  the  bottom  of  the  distress.  I  have 
stated  shortly  before,  how  the  farmers  were 
affected  by  the  change  in  the  currency.  By 
a  larger  isnie  of  paper  the  war  prices  arose, 
>— by  diminishing  that  paper,  prices  were 
leduced  one-hal^— and  there  is  no  other 
method  of  raising  prices  again,  but  by  some 
modification  of  the  present  money  laws, 
except  from  scarcity,  which  is  good  for  nei- 
ther erower  nor  consumer.  The  eeneral 
pciuclples  of  this  quMtion  are  so  wcQ  Known 


to  the  House,  that  I  will  not  dwell  further 
upon  them,  except  to  say  that  no  one  has 
traced  more  clearly  the  connexion  between 
an  increased  issue  of  paper,  and  an  increase 
in  prices,  than  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland  (Sir  James  Gra- 
ham). I  know  not  how  he  will  vote  upon 
this  occasion  ;  but  I  refer  to  a  well  known 
pamphlet  of  his,  entitled  Com  and  Currency, 
published  some  years  ago,  which  demon- 
strates how  prices  have  been  affected  by 
changes  in  the  amount  of  the  circulating 
medium.  During  the  debate  upon  this  ques- 
tion, brought  forward  by  Mr.  Western,  in 
1822,  there  were  sentiments  delivered  by 
Gentlemen  of  high  character  in  this  House, 
which  we  should  do  well  to  call  to  mind. 
Among  others,  Mr.,  now  Sir  Robert  Fed, 
stated—^ 

Strong  as  his  objections  were  to  tbe  inquiry, 
he  could  conceive  a  state  of  distress  such  as 
would  require  it ;  and  if  he  believed  tbe  change 
in  the  currency  had  already  caused  such  dis- 
asters, and  was  about  to  cause  still  greater 
disasters,  he  would  then,  though  reluctantly, 
acquiesce  in  the  motion. 

Now,  Sir,  what  have  been  the  disasters 
to  which  the  landed  interest  has  been  ex- 
posed since  that  time.^  Have  they  not  been 
such  as  to  call  for  strong  measures,— such 
as  to  warrant  inquiry  ?  And  yet  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  always  refused  it.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  said,  the  other  night 
that  the  Committee  of  1833  recommei^ed 
the  House  not  to  interfere,  quoting  the 
words  of  Mr.  Burke,  that  it  was  a  "  perilous 
thing  to  try  experiments  on  the  farmer;" 
but  I  say.  Sir,  that  experiments  have  been 
made,  and  have  been  the  source  of  mischief 
incalculable;  and  I  ask,  are  experiments 
only  to  be  made  ona  way*— to  pxoduoe  ruin? 
Is  Parliament  to  be  omnipotent  for  evil,  and 
impotent  only  for  good  ?  What  were  the 
opinions  of  Lord  (then  Mr.)  Brougham,  at 
that  time  ?  What  were  his  reasons  for  sup- 
porting  the  motion  of  Lord  (then  Mr.) 
Western,  for  an  inquiry  into  this  subject  of 
the  currency  ?     He  spoke  thus — 

His  reasons  for  supportiog  the  proposition 
for  inquiry  were  these,— Parliament  had  done 
that  which  gave  the  country  a  right  to  inquire, 
— Parliament  had  been  the  great  iictor  in  that 
portentous  plot,  the  unravelment  of  which 
formed  the  subject  of  the  present  discussion ; 
— in  that  plot,  the  full  effects  of  which  the 
country  had  not  yet  lived  to  see,  but  which 
was  the  cause  of  the  evils  under  which,  at  pre* 
sent,  it  was  labooring. 

These  were  the  opinions  of  Lord  Brougham 
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cm  the  distress  of  the  agriculturists  in  1822: 
he  goes  on  to  saj,  complimenting  a  qpeech 
which  had  heen  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  M.  Attwood)^  how 
absurd  it  was,  now  talking  of  an  immutable 
standard  after  the  violation  of  it  for  twenty 
five  years :  and  after  every  one  must  have 
concluded  that  Government  never  intended 
to  return  to  cash  payments ;  adding,  that  if 
inquiry  was  not  granted  then,  it  would  be 

.  forced  eventually.  In  the  same  'debate, 
Mr.  Ricardo  stated,  "  that  if  in  1819,  the 
currency  had  been  depreciated  to  14^.  from 
20#.,  he  would  have  coined  14^.  into  a  sove. 
reign ;  but  now,  (after  immediately  before 
confessing  that,  the  appreciation  was  owing 
to  the  operations  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
which  brought  down  the  price  of  bullion) 
he  would,  as  the  depreciation  was  only  5 
per  cent,  in  1819>  adhere  to  the  present 

.  standard."  Now^  Mr.  Ricardo  was  the  great 
oracle  followed  upon  this  occasion ;  and  on 
very  good  authority,  he  is  reported  to  have 
been  subsequently  convinced  that  he  had 
been  mistaken  in  his  opinion,  that  the  de. 

'  preciation  had  been  only  5  per  cent.;  on  the 
contrary,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  deprecia* 
tion  had  been  25  per  cent. ;  then  I5s. 
according  to  Mr.  Ricardo's  own  principles, 
ought  to  have  been  coined  into  a  sovereign ; 
in  other  words,  all  debts  and  engagements 
ought  to  have  been  paid  with  15^.  instead 
of  20s.  Debtors  have  thus  been  defrauded 
to  this  extent ;  but  in  fact,  instead  of  25 
per  cent.,  the  depreciation  had  been  50  per 
cent,  at  least,  measured  in  the  prices  of 
commodities,  which  were  the  true  test ;  and 
all  the  misery  consequent  on  the  change  of 
the  currency,  has  been  owine  to  the  com- 
plete ignorance  of  the  legidature  on  the 
subject ;  and  we  have  been  allowed  to  do 
nothing  in  any  shape  to  rectify  or  modify 
the  mistake,  although  the  whole  landed  in- 
terest  was  sinking  under  it.  I  ask  any 
candid  man,  if  Parliament,  in  1819^  did  not 
legislate  under  error?     I  ask  any  of  the 

•right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  before  me,  if 
that  Bill  of  1819  had  again  to  be  brought 
before  Parliament,  whether  they  would  vote 
in  the  same  way  now  as  they  (Lid  then  ?  I 
am  morally  confident  they  would  not.  I 
ask  whether  they  would  return  to  cash 
.  payments,  at  the  price  of  8L  17^-  lO^d.,  for 
gold  ?  thereby  doubling  all  puUic  and  pri- 
vate debts;  and  lowering  prices  one-half. 
I  ask  if  they  would  not  have  coined  the 
sovereign  out  of  14^.  instead  of  20s.  ?  I 
think  I  know  one  noble  Lord,  of  great 
authority  in  this  House,  the  last  time  the 
subject  was  discussed  here,  and  who  then 


occupied  the  office  of  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (I  mean  Lord  Althorp)  who 
would  have  done  so.  I  think  I  have  heard 
that  he  has  stated  precisely  what  Mr.  Ri« 
cardo  stated,  that  if  he  had  known  in  I8I99 
what  he  knew  now,  he  would  have  coined 
the  sovereign  out  of  14^.  Now,  Sir,  I  am 
no  friend  to  an  inconvertible  paper,  I  merely 
want  a  palliative  for  the  existing  mischiefs 
— I  want  no  more.  When  a  mistake  has 
been  acknowledge  by  the  perpetrators  of 
that  mistake,  are  they  to  go  on  blindly  and 
cruelly  acting  upon  that  mistake,  because 
they  have  fallen  into  it  ?  or,  because  some 
are  too  proud  to  acknowledge  their  error,  is 
the  country  to  be  exposed  to  ruthless  misery 
in  consequence  ?  One  of  the  witnesses  b&. 
fore  the  Agricultural  Committee  of  1835, 
said,  referring  to  the  ruin  of  half  the 
farmers,  that  ''half  the  forest  had  been 
felled,  and  that  we  must  patiently  await 
the  felling  of  the  other  half."  But  are  we 
to  take  this  advice,  and  tamely  submit  to  be 
filched  of  our  properties  ?  God  g^nt  that 
there  be  spirit  enough  left  among  a  British 
public,  to  resist  such  an  outrage  on  their 
rights,  and  their  common  sense.  As  Sir 
Francis  Burdett  said  in  the  above  debate  in 
1822,  "It  is  not  to  be  permitted  that  the 
people  should  die  under  it,  because  the 
King*s  Ministers  did  not  choose  to  incur 
the  responsibility  of  a  remedy  '^  Another 
motion  was  brought  forward  in  1830,  on 
the  same  subject,  but  without  success.  In 
the  debate  upon  that  occasion,  Mr.  Poulett 
Thomson  is  reported  to  have  said,  that  he 
"  ereatly  preferred  a  silver  to  a  gold  stand- 
ard (but  not  a  douUe  one) ;  and  he  thought 
depriving  us  of  a  paper  corrrency  by  the 
Act  of  1826  (this  was  for  extinguishing  !/• 
notes),  was  driving  us  back  into  a  state  of 
barbarism.  But  he  thought  we  had  paid 
the  price  of  these  changes,  and  so  he  should 
vote  against  reverting  back."  Paid  the  price 
indeed !  Had  we  paid  the  price  in  1830, 
when  no  one  denied  the  general  distress  ? 
Had  we  paid  it  in  1 833  ?  Had  we  paid  it 
now,  vrith  wheat  fallen  from  SOs.  to  358. 
per  quarter  ? 

Sir,  there  are  some  who  appear  to  think 
that  because  they  are  never  tired  of  receiv« 
ing  this  price,  we  are  never  to  tire  of 
paying  it  If  by  the  term,  "  paying  the 
price,  Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  meant  that 
the  ruin  consequent  on  the  Bill  of  181 9 
was  at  an  end,  no  mistake  was  ever  more 
glaring  and  mischievous.  There  is  still  a 
last  price  to  pay ;  half  the  farmers  in  the 
country,  in  spite  of  all  who  have  been 
previously  swept  away,  at  thb  moment  attt 
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lining  on  tiheir  farms  by  sufferance—a  mo- 
dification of  Mr.  Peel's  Bill. would  give 
them  the  means  of  going  on :  to  refuse  all 
alteration  is  to  drive  them  from  their  home- 
steads—to break  up  the  kindly  associations 
of  generations— to  bring  them  to  the  parish^ 
or  to  expel  them  their  country.  Is  this 
no  additional  price  to  pay — is  not  this  a 
catastrophe  worth  the  consideration  of  a 
beneficent  Government  to  avert?  Lord 
Howick  (and  I  mention  the  last  two  names^ 
because  they  are  Members  of  the  present 
Cabinet)  said,  on  June  8th,  1830>  T  think 
on  Mr.  Attwood's  Motion  for  a  silver 
standard  and  \L  notes,  that  *^  he  would 
have  gone  into  an  inquiry  upon  a  silver 
standard  and  1/.  notes,  but  not  vote  for 
the  specific  measures.'*  1  ought  to  state, 
that  one  cause  assigned  by  Lord  London- 
deny,  why  he  womd  not  consent  to  Mr. 
Western's  Motion,  in  1822,  was^  that  the 
change  had  so  lately  taken  place, — so  that 
it  appears  it  was  too  soon  in  1822,  and  it 
was  too  late  in  1828,  1830,  and  1833;  and 
we  shall  hear  the  same  doctrine  repeated,  I 
doubt  not,  to-night,  in  1835. 

If  this  were  the  only  period  in  history 
when  distress  had  foUowed  upon  raising 
the  value  of  money,  and  increasing  the 
pressure  of  fixed  engagements,  we  might 
be  the  more  doubtful  of  the  cause  of  our 
.present  difficulties;  but  reference  to  our 
own  history,  even,  will  show  this  not  to  be 
an  isolated  case ;  and  a]so  that  the  country, 
ignorant  of  the  cause  of  its  distress,  attri- 
buted it  to  a  hundred  delusive  causes,  rather 
than  the  right  one. 

In  1670  (says  Mr.  Taylor,  in  his  History  of 
the  Money-System  of  Knglaod)  such  contiDued 
to  be  the  scarcity  of  money,  that  when  the 
Subsidy  Bill  for  granting  one-twentieth  of  all 
estates  was  read  a  second  time  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  his  Majesty  being  present,  Lord  Lucas 
spoke  to  the  following  effect.  He  began  by 
stating,  that  all  those  hopes  had  been  disap- 
nointed,  under  the  impression  of  which  his 
Majesty  had  bean  recalled  to  the  exercise  of 
the  regal  power :  that  the  burdens  of  his  sub- 
jects, instead  of  being  lightened,  had  been 
increased,  whilst  their  strength  to  support 
them  had  been  diminished  ;  that  in  the  times 
of  the  late  usurping  powers,  though  the  taxes 
were  great,  yet  there  was  plenty  of  money 
thronghout  the  nation  to  pay  them  with ;  but 
now  (continued  his  Lordship)  there  is  nothing 
of  this :  brick  is  required  of  us,  and  no  straw 
IS  allowed  to  make  it  with.  For  that  our 
lands  are  thrown  up,  and  com  and  cattle  are 
of  little  value,  is  notorious  to  all  the  world, 
and  it  is  as  evident  that  there  is  a  scarcity  of 
money. 

Now, only  let  us  diaage  the  words  ''since 


the  Restoration  of  Charles  Snd"  for ''  sinoe 
the  restoration  of  peace  in  1814,!'  and  for 
the  '*  late  usturping  powers,"  insert  the 
words  ''  the  late  war,"  and  we  shall  have 
an  accurate  description  of  all  that  has  been 
happening  for  the  last  twenty  years.  Sir 
William  retty,  also,  speaking  of  the  ex- 
treme scarcity  of  money  in  Ireland,  about 
this  time  says — 

It  would  have  been  easier  for  the  Irish 
labourer  to  have  contributed  forty-nine  days' 
labour  for  the  use  of  the  State,  if  taken  at 
seasonable  times  in  the  course  of  the  year, 
than  to  raise  2f.  for  bis  hearth-tax  at  one 
period^  and  just  when  the  collector  called  for 
It.  This  extremity  of  hardship  appears  to  have 
been  produced  by  the  narrow  policy  of  the 
British  Government.  The  agricultural  in- 
terest in  England  suffering  greatly  from  the 
scarcity  of  money,  was  carried  away  with  the 
impression  that  the  introduction  of  Irish  cattle 
into  the  English  market  was  the  cause  oflhe 
farmer's  distress;  and  Parliament  was  ac- 
cordingly induced  to  prohibit  th&  importa- 
tior.  of  Irish  cattle  into  England. 

Here  was  the  same  story — a  change  in  the 
value  of  money  the  cause  of  the  fall  in 
prices— the  farmers  not  understanding  that 
there  could  be  any  other  cause  of  a  fall  in 
the  price  of  their  cattle,  except  more  cattle 
coming  into  the  marlret,  very  naturally 
attributed  the  fall  to  the  importation  of 
Irish  cattle ;  they  had  to  learn,  as  many  of 
them  have  at  this  day,  that  prices  depend 
quite  as  much  on  the  quantity  of  money 
in  the  market,  as  on  the  quantity  of  cattle 
or  produce.  The  quantity  of  money  and 
produce  remaining  the  same,  prices  will 
remain  the  same.  Increase  the  quantity 
of  produce,  the  money  remaining  the  same, 
prices  will  fall;  decrease  the  quantity  of 
produce,  the  money  remaining  the  same, 
prices  will  rise.  Increase  the  quantity  of 
money,  the  produce  remaining  the  same, 
prices  wUl  rise;  decrease  the  quantity  of 
money,  the  produce  remaining  the  sam^ 
prices  will  falL  If  the  farmers  wiU  keep 
this  invariable  rule  in  mind,  they  will 
never  allow  the  sort  of  adversity  to  come 
which  they  have  so  long  experienced ;  and 
if  it  should  come,  they  will  know  the  cause 
and  the  remedy.  But  it  is  not  modem 
history  alone  to  which  we  may  refer  for 
the  mischiefs  done  to 'a  countiy  by  a  rise 
in  the  value  of  money,  and  fall  in  prices, 
that  justly  celebrated  and  profound  German 
historian  of  Rome,  Niebuhr,  speaking  of 
the  calamities  arising  in  Rome  from  an 
appreciation  of  its  standard  of  value,  goes 
on  tosay<-— 

There  are  but  too  many  countries  nhera  a 
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likt  state  of  things  is  to  be  foand ;  when  most 
of  the  IfAdboldtrs,  thoagh  nominally  they 
cootinuo  to  be  so»  were  they  to  discharge  their 
debts,  would  have  nothing  over;  and,  till  that 
time  comes  are  fanning  &eir  estates  for  their 
cieditorsy  as  the  Roman  debtor  farmed  them 
for  the  usurer. 

In  speaking  of  the  depreciation  made  in 
the  Roman  money,  Niebuhr  says :— > 

The  deterioration  of  the  coinage,  in  the 
manner  usual  among  barbarous  nations,  and 
in  ages  of  ignorance,  is  mostly  to  serve  very 
stupid,  nay,  profligate  ends ;  nevertheless  there 
may  also  be  a  state  of  things  in  which  it  is 
wise,  and  even  necessary,  to  adopt  a  lower 
standard.  Through  a  nation's  own  fault  its  own 
smaller  currency,  or  through  circumstances 
that  could  not  be  forestalled,  lighter  money 
from  abroad  may  have  become  predominant, 
and  have  driven  the  heavier  out  of  circulation; 
the  wish  to  restore  it  were  to  swim  against  the 
stream,  and  can  breed  only  mischief  and  dis- 
grace. If  a  State  have  fallen  into  the  un- 
happy system  of  paper  money,  if  this  sinks  in 
comparison  with  silver,  then  should  a  juncture 
of  fortunate  circumstances  furnish  the  means 
of  re-establishing  a  metallic  currency,  in  a 
case  of  this  kind  it  is  altogeUier  absurd, 
nay  absolutaly  disasterous  to  do  so,  in 
inch  a  manner,  that  the  metal  shall  resume 
its  place  with  the  standard  unchanged,  and 
vet,  that  the  sums  in  all  contracts  shall  abide 
by  their  nominal  amount;  while  it  is  impos- 
sible to  keep  up  prices  at  the  same  height  at 
which  they  stooa  in  the  time  of  the  paper 
circulation.  Nay,  if  even  without  paper  money, 
all  prices  have  been  forced  up  for  a  course  of 
years  by  extraordinary  circumstances,  far  above 
the  means  of  those  which  prevailed  during  the 
preceding  generations,  if  the  expenses  and 
Durdens  of  the  country  have  increased  at  the 
same  rate,  and  then  the  feverish  condition 
should  subside,  and  everything  drop  down  for 
a  continuance  to  the  lowest  average  price ;  in 
such  a  case  there  is  no  hope  of  safety,  except 
in  a  proportionate  redaction  of  the  standard, 
and  to  this  result  common  sense  has,  in  former 
timfli,  led  men ;  whereas  theory  and  delusion 
now  raise  their  voices  against  it. 

At  Rome  the  exigency  was  still  more  press- 
ing. As  in  the  middle  ages,  from  the  con- 
stant and  unreplaced  efflux  of  money  towards 
the  East,  silver  became  scarcer  and  scarcer  on 
this  side  of  the  Alps,  and  all  prices  kept  pro- 
gressively falling;  so  at  Rome,  as  we  have 
seen,  copper  p;radual!y  g^ew  dearer  in  com- 
parison with  silrer,  and  consequently  with  all 
•Ihcr  flommodities ;  and  this,  although  Rome 
had  no  aaliooai  detit,  and  her  citiiens  no  here- 
ditary mortgafB,  most  still  hove  produced 
extreme  haraship  and  distress  in  a  number  of 
instances.  The  pay  to  the  horsemen  and  foot- 
men stood  fixed  at  a  stated  number  of  As's ; 
though   the   countryman   received    a   fewer 

fMBBOtroC  Aif$  for  M»  cfopi  hit  uRmlSi  not* 


wifhsiandiflig,  came  to  the  same  sum  as  if 
money  were  not  worth  more  than  formerly. 

Can  anything  be  more  applicable  to  our  own 
case  than  these  observations  of  Niebnbr,  a 
historian,  than  whom  no  one  stands  in 
higher  repute  at  tbe  present  day  ? 

Would  to  God  we  had  followed  the  ex- 
ample of  America ;  during  ber  strug^  for 
independence  with  this  country  she  found 
it  necessary  to  depreciate  her  money  to 
carry  on  the  war.  Owing  to  some  cause 
or  other,  England,  during  that  stni^le, 
appreciated  her  ctnrxency;  and  this  was 
tne  main  cause  of  our  ill  succete  in  that 
contest  During  the  late  war,  however, 
we  depreciated  our  money;  which,  and 
whicb  alone,  I  believe  enabled  us  to  resist 
successfully  tbe  gigantic  power  of  Napoleon. 
But  what  was  the  respective  conduct  of 
England  and  America  under  the  drcum^ 
stance  of  their  depreciations?  America 
paid  off  the  debts  she  incurred  in  depre« 
dated  money, — ^in  money  of  the  same  vuue, 
— >that  is,  in  depreciated  money :  in  odier 
words,  she  paid  as  much  as  she  borrowed, 
and  no  more.  England^  on  the  contravy, 
acted  on  entirely  opposite  principles.  In- 
stead of  paying  her  depreciated  debta  in 
depreciated  money,  she  is  paying  them  in 
appreciated  money.  In  other  words,  she  is 
paying  two  bushels  of  wheat  where  die 
borrowed  one;  600,000,000/.  of  public 
depreciated  debt  instead  of  300,000,0002. ; 
«md  she  is  paying  in  the  same  zatio,  and  to 
a  far  greater  extent,  I  believe,  her  private 
debts.  And  what  is  the  condition  of  Eng- 
land now,  and  what  that  of  America  ?  is 
America  accused  oi  a  breech  of  puUic  faith 
because  she  paid  only  what  she  borrowed  ? 
In  other  days.  Sir,  England  did  not  con 
duct  herself  so  foolishly*  In  the  reign  of 
William  3rd.  the  currency  had  become  so 
depreciated  that  the  sovereign  went  for  30s. 
They  appreciated  the  currency,  it  is  true ; 
bat  the  old  ddbts  and  taxes  they  allowed 
to  be  paid  in  depreciated  money.  It  was 
Mr.  Pitt,  Sir,  who  was  the  author  of  the 
restriction  on  cash  payments  in  1797:  he 
was  aware  of  its  fuU  effects:  would  that 
he  had  lived  to  the  year  181d  I  for  I  have 
it  from  a  Member  of  this  House,  who  heaxd 
it  from  a  private  and  oonfidentjal  friend  of 
Mr.  Pitt  (l  would  repeat  the  name,  bmt  I 
do  not  feel  justified  in  so  doina),  mnd  in 
office  with  hun,  that  Mr.  Pitt  had  deckred 
to  him  his  intention  of  ascertaining  the 
degree  of  depreciation  on  the  return  of 
Xieace,  and  adapting  the  standard  of  value 
to  that  state  of  depredation.    Had  this 
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'  ooiiMi  into  ft  wafenam ;  wo  cbolild  Iibyo 
bad  to  fifty  rery  lituB  noie  tfaan  we  bor. 
lowed,  but  we  sball  have  pftid  as  mudi ; 
.  no  ereditor  could  have  suffered ;  while  ail 
debtors  and  tax-payers^  which  in  fact  are 
the  millions^  would  have  known  the  bless* 
ings  of  peace  when  peace  came.  Instead 
of  which  we  have  been  bound,  hand  and 
foot,  to  the  stem,  implacable  standard 
of  SL  17'*  lOfdL  per  oz.  for  gold,  which 
has  pulled  down  prices,  and  brought  on 
ruin.  I  seek.  Sir,  for  a  palliation  of  th^e 
tremendous  evils.  In  my  opinion  we  have 
seen  enough  of  the  effects  of  the  gold 
atandasd*  Surely,  Piinoe  Hal  must  l&ve 
had  it  in  his  contemplation,  in  his  speech 
to  his  dying  father,  when  he  said-~ 

**  Therefore,  thou  best  of  gold  art  worst  of  gold ; 
Other,  less  fine  in  carat,  is  moreprecioas; 
Bttt  thou,  most  pure,  most  honoured,  most 

renown'd^ 
Hast  eat  thy  bearer  up.'* 

I  know  I  shall  be  told  that  it  is  too 
late  to  go  back.  Sir,  I  am  not  asking  to  go 
back:  imd  they  who  accuse  me  of  it,  know 
it ;  but  they  know,  also,  that  when  they 
cannot  answer  a  fair  argument,  they  can 
injure  a  cause  by  throwing  inviduous  as. 
persions  upon  it.  What  I  am  seeking  for 
IS,  B  palliation  of  the  evils  which  took  place 
in  ccmsequenoe  of  Mr.  Peel's  BilL  I  wish 
to  go  into  a  Select  Committee  to  try  if  we 
cannot  secure  some  subatantial  relief  {to  the 
agricoltuxiats  of  the  United  Kingdom.  All 
the  other  {^ns  have  failed  exoept  such  as 
have  conduced  to  a  laiger  circulation  ;  and 
I  wish  a  Committee  to  decide  the  question 
whether  Parb'ament  stiU  has  the  power  to 
afibrd  relief.  I  contend  that  it  has:  it  may 
say  that  it  does  not  choose  to  adopt  the 
jwedy.  But  let  the  people  know  whether 
thftii'  Bepresentatives  have  the  power  tore* 
llevft  than  or  not.  If  ihey  cannot  in 
any  way  relieve  them,  then  they  will  cease 
to  hope,  and,  at  last  cease  to  be 
disa^[iointed.  If  they  can,  yet  hesitate 
to  adopt  the  remedy,  it  is  for  the  people, 
and  the  people  alone,  to  decide  whether  the 
remedy  shall  be  adopted.  What  some  per- 
worn  are  afraid  of  is,  that  the  people  should 
gst  possessed  of  the  knowledge  that  ParHa- 
ment  has  the  power  to  relieve,  because  they 
are  convinced  that  they  will  never  rest 
satisfied  until  relief  be  granted.  I  ask,  as 
an  esfpoiraent,  and  by  way  of  palliation, 
for  a  silver  standard ;  because  1  know,  and 
DO  one  can  deny,  that  more  Bank  of  Eng- 
land notea  woold  be  issued,  and  much  more 
nfelv  issued,  than  ait  present;  and  prices 
irpdiibft.«ft  m  noosssftry  ropftBnn«H»t    I 
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am  only  asking  for  the  andimt  standavd  of 
the  country,— ^at  which  was  in  existenoe 
up  to  the  yeftr  181 6,  and  which  Lord  Liver- 
pool abolished ;  and  for  what?  merely  to 
satisfy  an  abstract  theory,  which  he  and  his 
father  held  in  common,  that  gold  as  the 
richer  metal  ought  to  be  the  standard  of  a 
rich  country.  The  fallacy  of  this  argu- 
ment is  obvious.  Why  is  a  country  rich? 
Because  of  the  number  of  its  commercial 
transactions.  Now,  can  any  one  imagine 
that  a  scarce  metal  can  carry  on  a  great 
number  of  transactions  as  weU  and  as  easily 
as  a  metal  which  is  fifty  times  more  plen- 
tiful? But  Lord  Liverpool  took  his  ground 
very  much  on  the  fact  of  this  country 
having,  during  the  last  century,  voluntarily 
adopted  gold  as  the  medium  of  payment* 
The  fact  is  true  enough :  but  why  did  this 
country  adopt  that  course?  Only  because, 
from  accidental  circumstances,  olver  was 
comparatively  scarcer  during  the  greater 
part  of  last  century  than  gold ;  and  having 
the  option  of  paying  in  either  metal, 
debtors,  of  course,  paid  in  the  cheaper  metal 
*— which  was  gold.  But  the  same  reason 
for  adopting  gold  then,  ought  to  lead  us  to 
adopt  silver  now,  because  silver  is  the 
cheaper  metal  3  and  tbe  debtors  of  this 
country  have  been  robbed  (in  addition  to 
the  confiscation  arising  out  of  the  Bill  of 
1819,)  from  5  to  10  per  cent,  by  the  mere 
change  in  the  standard  from  silver  to  gold. 
Nothing  will  shew  more  clearly  the  com- 
parative value  of  silver,  during  the  last 
century,  than  the  following  statement.  At 
George  3rd.'s  succession  to  the  Throne, 
1760,  the  coins,  especially  silver,  were  in  a 
very  imperfect  state.  The  crowns  and 
half  crowns  had  disappeared,  although 
nearly  4,000,000/.  of  them  had  been  coined 
sinee  the  general  recoinage  of  William  3rd. 
NoW»  this  fact  of  the  crowns  having  been 
abstracted  from  tbe  circulation  is  an  evidence 
of  their  value,  for  if  there  had  not  been  an 
advantage  in  withdrawing  them,  it  would 
not  have  been  done.  The  Mint  sending 
silver  out  at  a  low  price,  when  the  market 
price  is  higher,  will  always  make  it  a  profit- 
ableconoem  for  individuals  to  melt  the  coin, 
and  sell  it  at  the  market  price  as  bullioa- 
At  this  time  shillings  and  sixpences  were 
principally  current  (in  silver) :  ^fiOOfiOOL 
of  these,  also,  had  been  coined  vrithin  the 
same  period:  every  stamp  and  impression 
had  worn  away ;  there  was  probably  one<« 
sixth  deficiency  of  weight  in  the  shlllingSf 
and  one-fourth  in  the  sixpences.  But  wnj^t 
shews  the  preference  of  tne  peQ|^  fiir  goI4 

dnriog  Ibft  kil  tfplury  i«  tb^  fi»oW  that 


279        Agriaikiiral  DiMtren--     {COMMONS}         A  SOmt  Skmdard. 

from  1717«  (when  Sir  Isaftc  Newton  made 
his  report  on  the  rektive  value  of  gold  and 
silver  at  the  Mint,  and  in  the  market), 
up  to  1760,  silver  had  been  brought  to  the 
Mint  to  be  coined,  only  to  the  amount  of 
584,575^  14s.  ]  If/.— a  period  of  forty- 
three  years,  which  plainly  shews  the  dear, 
ness,  (in  comparison)  of  silver;  for  if  the 
market  price  had  been  beneadi  the  Mint 
price,  there  would  have  been  a  gain  in 
taking  silver  to  the  Mint  to  have  received 
back  the  higher  price  paid  by  the  Mint.  I 
have  said  that  silver  was  the  ancient  standard 
of  the  country,  the  standard  price  being, 
from  the  time  of  Elizabeth,  5s.  2d.  per 
ounce.  I  should,  however,  have  qualified 
this  statement,  hy  saying,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  wearine  away  and  debase- 
ment of  the  coin  in  the  last  centuiy,  as  a 
temporary  measure  passed  from  year  to  year, 
from  1774  silver  was  a  legal  tender  in  tale 
only  to  the  amount  of  25L  ;  but  in  weight 
at  the  rate  of  5 «.  2eL  per  ounce,  to  any  ex- 
tent whatever.  The  real  standard  practi- 
cally, therefore,  in  the  last  century  was,  in 
consequence  of  the  debasement  of  the  silver 
coins,  equivalent  to  about  5s.  6d.  per  ounce 
of  our  present  money ;  that  is  to  say,  sup- 
posing the  present  market  price  of  sUver  to 
be  5s.  per  ounce,  the  standard  of  the  last 
century  was  easier  for  the  debtor  by  10  per 
cent  than  the  existing  standard ;  and  sup- 
posing the  price  of  silver  in  the  market  to 
-be  4f.  9^,  which  it  has  been  within  the 
last  three  or  four  years,  the  disadvantage  to 
the  debtor  now  compared  with  the  time 
.  previous  to  the  war  is  ]  5  per  cent. — I  mean 
m  consequence  of  the  change  from  silver  to 
gold.  But  at  5s.  2d, — the  old  standard 
price-^we  should  gain  great  advantage  in- 
directly, as  well  as  directly.  We  have  the 
first  authorities  on  our  side  in  favour  of 
silver  as  a  standard.  Mr.  Locke  stated  that 
silver  was  the  only  fit  commercial  measure 
of  value,  and  that  ^Id  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  find  its  own  agio,  or  premium,  in  the 
market.  He  did  admit,  it  is  true,  that  gold 
might  be  sufiered  to  be  coined ;  but  it  was 
•merely  an  admission,  not  an  opinion,  in  its 
.favour.  Before  the  Bank  Charter  Com- 
•  mittee  of  1882,  many  of  the  witnesses  were 
favourable  to  a  silver  standard.  Among 
.these  Mr.  Hordey  Palmer,  then  Governor 
of  the  Bank,  is  asked,-^ 
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What  is  the  par  of  exchange  between  two 

countries,  one  of  which  has  a  gold,  and  the 

*  other  a  silver  currency  ? — ^In  this  country^  it  is 

the  price  of  the  gold  currency  in  the  foreign 

market  at  the  moment. 

.    Then  anything  lil^e  -a  permanent  par.of  ex- 


change  between  countries,  one  having  a  gold 
and  the  other  a  silver  cunencj,  eannot  be?'— 
It  cannot  exist. 

Now  this  is  of  great  importance  as  bear* 
ing  upon  the  exchanges,  for  I  shall  endea. 
vour  hereafter  so  shew  hoW  seriously 
industry  sufiers  in  this  country  frequently 
through  the  operation  of  the  exchanges.-^ 
Again,  Mr.  Rothschild  is  asked,  *^ 

Would  silver  regulate  the  exchange  pre- 
cisely as  gold? — Certainly;  and  in  France  and 
on  the  Continent,  rather  more. 

Yon  have  said,  that  when  any  of  the  Con- 
tinental powers  wish  to  supply  their  military 
chests,  they  always  make,  a  demandfor  gold  ? 
-—Certainly. 

Does  not  that  prodace  considerable  fluctua- 
tion in  the  price  of  gold  ? — Not  very  much, 
because  gold  in  general  is  not  so  much  wanted 
on  the  Continent  as  silver?  silver  is  the 
regular  coinage  of  those  countries. 

Do  you  think  that  the  value  of  silver  is  as 
little  subject  to  variation  as  the  value  of  gold  ? 
— Silver  has  no  variation,  because  there  is  a 
coinage  of  silver ;  so  that  there  can  be  no 
difference  in  silver,  except  at  some  times  when 
it  is  wanted  by  any  European  Government 
for  particular  purposes. 

Has  there  been  a  great  export  of  gold  from 
France  at  different  times,  for  the  purposes  of 
foreign  war? — Certainly:  in  general  the  gold 
is  bought  up  in  France,  before  it  goes  from 
this  country;  and  if  there  is  a  scarcity  in 
France,  then  it  is  fetched  from  here. 

Does  the  demand  for  gold  from  France  pro- 
duce a  scarcity  of  money  in  France  ?— No. 

Why  is  that? — ^Because  the  gold  is  in 
general  in  private  hands ;  it  is  merchandise 
there. 

If  there  was  a  demand  for  silver  from  France, 
would  not  that  produce  a  scarcity  of  money  in 
France  ? — Certainly,  because  it  is  the  coinage 
of  the  country. 

Then  whenever  there  is  a  demand  upon  a 
country  for  a  metal  which  is  the  standard  of 
value,  it  will  produce  a  scarcity,  of  money  7 
—Certainly. 

This  evidence  is  of  great  value  at  the 
present  moment :  gold  is  the  standard  and 
currency  of  this  country,  but  of  no  other 
country  under  the  sun,  unless  Portugal 
have  lately  adopted  it.  Now,  gold  is  the 
most  convenient  for  export,  and  there- 
fore  the  metal  most  in  demand  for  export, 
when  any  balance  of  trade  has  to  be  recti- 
fied, or  when  it  is  wanted  for  army  chests 
in  case  of  war,  or  other  purposes.  Silver 
not  being  required  so  much  for.  these  pur* 
poses,  retains  its  place  as  currency  in  a 
country  where  silver  is  the  standard ;  and 
this  is  of  incalculable  benefit  to  trade,  as  a 
means  of  sustaining  an  equilibrium  of  prices, 
because  every  time  the  staadard  mimeyis 
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^tbdzB^n,  ihe^  paper  abo-  u  witUrawn 
which  dependB  on  the  presence  ai  that 
standard-money  for  its  convertihiHty^— and 
then  prices  ftU.  But  where  gold  is  the 
standard^  it  is  perpetually  exposed  to  fluc- 
tuations. The  Bank  of  England  is  bound 
by  law  to  pay  all  its  notes  in  gold.  It  is 
alarmed^  therefore,  whenever  gdd  is  leay. 
ing  the  country.  This  was  the  cause  of 
the  panic  in  1825.*  That  panic  has  been 
misdiievously  attributed  to  one-pound 
notes.  It  is  true  that  one-pound  notes  had 
an  influence  in  raising  prices,  and  that  had 
a  tendency  to  drive  gold  abroad ;  but  if 
silver  had  been  the  standard,  at  the  old 
standard  price,  no  panic  would  have 
ensued.  It  was  the  gold  standard  that 
caused  the  panic.  The  farmers  want 
one-pound  notes,  but  they  ought  first 
to  have  a  silver  standard  as  a  safe  founda- 
tion for  them. 

There  was  a  rule  laid  down    by  the 
Bank   of   ^igland   in    1832,    that   they 
should    keep    as    much    gold    in     their 
eofiers  as  corresponded  with   one-third  of 
their  liabilities,  that  is,  if  their  liabilities, 
were    30,000,000/.  —  they   would    have 
10,000,000/.  of  gold  in  the  Bank  ready 
to    answer   their    notes    and    other    en. 
gagements ;  and  they  declared  they  should 
not  be  safe  without  this  proportion.    But 
what  is  the  situation  of  the  Bank  at  this 
moment;      their     liabilities     are     near 
30,000,000/.  while  their   bullion  is  only 
6,000,000/.     There  has  been  a  drain  of 
gold  from  this  country  in  consequence  of 
changes  taking  place  in  the  currency  of 
Portugal  and  the  United  States,  for  the 
last  year ;  the  Bank  of  England  are  draw- 
ing in  their  notes,  and  refusing  accommo- 
dation,—all  of  which  is  most  injurious  to 
agriculture  and  trade, — because  they  are 
^urmed  for  their  own  safety.    But  ought 
this  to  be  the  footing  on  which  our  monetary 
system  should  be  baaed?  I  ask  for  achange 
from  a  system  so  perilous  and  destructive  as 
this,  especially  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  supply  of  the  precious  metals  from  the 
mines  for  the  last  twenty  years,  being  only 
in  the  proportion  of  one-half  of  the  supply 
of  the  twenty  years  preceding,  which  is  of 
itself  sufficient  ground  for  requiring  greater 
fiicilitiefl  in  obtaining  the  measure  of  ex- 
change.    We  have  no  means  of  knowing 
the  actual  price  of  gold,  because  we  coin  it 
hereftt  an  arbitrary  meed  price  of  3/.  1  ?'•  lOd. 
per  ounce :  it  is  always  to  be  had  here  at 
tiiat    price.      When    foreigners  want  it, 
therefore,  they  would  be  great  fools  to  eive 
lAore  timn  9A  IJt-  lOfd  for  it>  wheQ  wy 


can  get  it  here  for  that  sum.    The  market 
price  of  gold  is  therefore  always  kept  below 
the  English  Mint  price,  except  under  cir- 
cumstances the  most  extraordinary.     We 
know  not,  therefore,  whether,  in   conse- 
quence of  the  change,  from  silver  and  gold, 
to  gold  alone,  we  have  not  a  standard  at 
this  moment  20  per  cent,  more  appreciated 
than  we  had  last  century — ^in  addition  to 
all  the  far  mater  pressure  occasioned  by 
the  change  mm  paper  to  gold  in  18 19.-* 
In  favour  of  silver  as  a  standard,  there 
is     another     authority     I    shall    quote, 
whose  opinion  has  always  had  gr^t  weight 
with  the  House  on  subjects  of  this  nature 
•—and  deservedly  so — ^because  no  one  has 
been  more  extenrively  engaged  in  trade, 
or  has  prospered  more  in  it,  or  studied 
its  principles  more  deeply:    I  mean  Mr. 
Alexander  Baring,  now  Lord  Ashburton. — 
It  may  not  be   generally  known   to  the 
House,  that  a  Committee  on  Coins  was 
appointed  in  1797>  which  continued  to  sit  at 
various  timesj  and  is  supposed  still  to  be  in 
existence.  They  sat  in  1797^  and  had  various 
meetings,  the  Minutes  of  which  have  been 
preserved,  but  not  printed,  except  those  of 
1828,  when  they  sat  again.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  fMr.  Gknilbum), 
was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
at  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Fnend,  the 
Member  tor  Norfolk    (Mr.    Wodehouse) 
these  were  allowed  to  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  Members.      It  appears  from  the 
Minutes  of  the  Evidence,  that  the  subject 
of  silver  as  a  standard  was  the  main  ol^ect 
of  their  sitting;   and  I  wiU  just  mention 
the  names  of  the  Committee  in  order  to 
show  that  others,  besides  those  who  com- 
plain of  Mr.  Peel's  Bill,  can  entertain  the 
question  of  a  silver  standard  without  being 
taunted  as  friends  of  inconvertible  paper. 
The  Committee,  which  sat  in    1828  was 
composed  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  the 
Earl  of  Dudley,  Mr.  Hnskisson,  Mr.  Peel, 
Earl  Bathurst,  Lord    Eilenbonnigh,  Mr. 
Arbuthnot,    Mr.  Herries,    Lord  Bexley, 
Lord  Maryborough,  Mr.  Grant,  Mr.  Lewis, 
Mr.    Goulbum,   the    Earl  of   Aberdeen, 
Viscount    Goderich,    Lord    Famborougfa, 
Mr.  V.  Fitegerald,  Mr.  Wilmot  Horton. — 
Mr.  Alexander  Baring  was  summoned  be- 
fore this  Committee,  and  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  part  of  his  evidence,  and 
if  I  do  it  largely,  it  is  because  I  attach,  and 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  attach,  much 
importance  to  evidence  from  such  a  source 
on  such  a  subject. 

Is  it  your  impression  that  it  is  poasibte  and 
detimbU  to  nauitain  in  tbia  country  a  ither 
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mnreney  as  a  legtl  teadfliv  found^d^oo  the  pro- 
portion of  silver  to  gold,  estftbliihed  in  tho 
corrency  of  France  ;  or  soinethingvery  near  it, 
at  the  same  time  that  we  maintain  our  present 
silver  currency,  vihich  is  obviously  not  in 
that  proportion,  and  that  there  would  be  an 
advantage  in  that  system  ? — i  have  always 
thought  so,  and  certainly  think  so  still.  I  have 
no  doubt  about  it. 

Mr.  Baring  goes  on  to  say— ~ 
A  sudden  change  from  peace  to  war,  a  bad 
harvest,  or  a  panic  year  arising  from  over 
trading  and  other  causes,  immediately  impose 
upon  the  Bank  of  Bngland,  which  is  the  heart 
of  all  our  circulation,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting itself,  to  stop  the  egress  of  specie, 
sometimes  even  to  bring  in  large  quantities 
into  the  country.  These  indispensable  remedies 
are  always  applied  with  more  or  less  restric- 
tion to  the  circulation,  and  consequent  distress 
to  those  who  have  been  for  some  time  trading 
under  expectations  of  the  ordinary  facilities  of 
circulation  and  banking.  No  care  or  prudence 
can  enable  the  great  Bank,  on  which  all 
smaller  ones  rest  in  the  day  of  trial,  to  avoid 
occasional  resort  to  those  measures  of  self- 
defence  ;  and  that  svstem  of  currency  is  the 
best,  which  admits  of  their  being  made  the 
least  frequently  and  with  the  least  possible 
effort  and  derangement.  Now  it  is  evident 
that  the  Bank,  wishing  to  reinforce  its  supply 
of  specie,  can  do  so  with  infinitely  increased 
facility,  with  the  power  of  either  drawing  in 
gold  or  silver,  than  if  it  were  confined  to  onlv 
one  of  the  metals.  The  choice  is  already  mucn 
but  the  circumstance  that  silver  is  the  practical 
standard  of  Europe,  more  than  doubles  the 
certainty  and  facility  of  procuring  a  supply*— « 
Bills  on  Paris,  Amsterdam,  Hamburgh,  fto., 
once  taken,  secure  silver,  in  which  they  roust 
be  paid ;  but  if  gold  alone  will  answer  the 
purpose  of  the  Bauk,  gold  is  a  merchandise 
which  you  must  go  into  the  market  and  buy. 
It  may  be  forestalled  by  others  speculating 
upon  the  Bank's  known  necessities,  it  will 
afwavs  be  enhanced  in  price  by  them,  and  the 
real  increased  difficulty  acting  in  an  increased 
ratio  upon  the  apprehensions  of  a  body  of 
Directon,  whose  characters  are  at  stake,  will 
lead  to  extravagant  precautions,  the  tendency 
of  which  will  always  necessarily  be  to  cramp 
and  reduce  the  circulation,  and  to  increase 
the  existing  distress.  e  •  e 

That  the  efforts  of  the  Bank  for  self-preser. 
vation  in  1825  made  great  havoc  among  its 
dependents  through  the  country,  is  well  known, 
and  I  believe  it  is  equally  to,  that  while  it 
was  rummaging  every  comer  of  Europe  for 
gold,  which  could  alone  answer  its  purpose,  it 
was  sending  largt  sums  of  silver  from  its  cof- 
fers, which  were  perfectly  useless.  The  wants 
of  the  Bank,  when  they  oeeur,  interest  specu* 
lators  and  jobbers  of  every  description,  and, 
independently  of  operations  to  derive  a  profit 
from  the  price  of  the  gold  wanted,  there  will 
be  persons  interested  in  thwarting  the  Bank 
and  preventing  its  supply.    A  large  capitalist 


Bight  do  ihk  with  effrat,  a  eombioatton  of 
thiee  or  four  might  do  it  almost  with  certaiaty^ 
and  it  should  be  here  stated  that  the  Banks  of 
France  and  of  Amsterdam  both  make  advances 
at  a  very  low  rate  of  interest  on  the  deposit 
of  gold  ?  I  believe  they  advance  the  value 
less  10  per  cent.  By  this  means  an  advance 
of  100«000/.  would  lock  up  1,000,0001.  and 
l,000,000r  would  lock  up  10,000,000/.  It  vritl 
easily  be  seen  what  advantage  this  eiicom* 
stance  affords  for  the  combinations  I  have 
mentioned.  All  this  is  avoided  hy  adopting 
the  same  medium  of  circulation  with  the  rest 
of  the  worid ;  by  that  alone  you  can  go  to  the 
common  stock  tor  that  occasional  aid  which 
no  precaution  can  prevent  your  sometimes 
wanting,  for  it  would  be  uselessly  extravagant 
for  any  country  to  hold  permanently  that  sup* 
ply  of  the  metals  which  occasional  accidents 
may  render  necessary.  To  be  safe,  you  should 
make  yourselves  one  of  the  geneml  commnnity 
of  the  world,  for  this  purpose ;  any  attempt  at 
peculiarity  deprives  you  of  the  benefit  to  be 
derived  in  the  hour  of  need  from  the  unifor- 
mity of  the  thing  needed  and  the  consequent 
facility  with  which  it  can  be  procured.  The 
greatest  fkcility  would  be  attained  by  being 
able.to  use  the  two  metals.  That  they  can  be 
so  used,  the  example  of  France  abundantly 
proves.  But  if  it  be  desired  that  only  one 
should  be  taken,  I  should  certainly  prefer 
silver  for  the  purpose  of  conformity  with  other 
countries,  ana  thereby  opening  to  ourselves  a 
more  certain  supply  when  needed*  It  hat 
been  somewhere  said,  that  the  more  precious 
metals  suited  the  richest  countries.  X  cannot 
understand  the  meaning  of  this.  If  this  country 
has  a  more  than  ordinarily  artificial  extsteneey 
an  enormous  debt,  an  artificial  price  of  fbod, 
a  very  extensive  internal  and  ettemal  trade, 
while  the  precious  metals,  which  are  to  be  the 
basis  which  is  to  carry  and  secure  the  circu- 
lation necessary  for  such  a  bloated  mass,  are 
not  materially  increased ;  if,  above  all,  a  large 
portion  of  this  circulation  must  of  necessity  be 
paper ;  we  should  surely  be  the  last  people  to 
narrow  the  base  of  all  this,  by  refining  upon  a 
question  more  suited  to  philosophers  than 
practical  men,  as  to  the  mathematical  predsion 
of  a  metallic  standard,  and  content  ourtelves 
with  that  which  satisfies  and  answers  the  por^ 
pose  of  the  rest  of  the  worid.  The  difficultiee 
we  make  about  the  possible  variations  between 
Kold  and  silver,  of  an  almost  imperceptible 
traction,  leads  us  to  overlook  the  really  im|>or- 
tant  variations  which  occur  in  the  value  of 
money  as  composed  of  its  two  elements,  paper 
and  metal,  every  time  the  fetters  of  these 
restrictions  lead  the  Bank  to  the  forced  ope« 
rations  which  I  have  described.  These  ope* 
rations,  in  1825,  made  probably  a  real  fluctn* 
ation  in  the  value  of  the  poimd  sterling  of  15 
or  20  per  cent.-— in  many  cases,  perhaps^  much 
more — a  large  portion  of  which  may  be  fairly 
ascribed  to  our  pedantic  attachment  to  the 
supposed  perfection  of  the  standard  of  a  single 
metal. 
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It  if  fiirtber  to  be  reooUeoted,  tbat  tlie  Ittger 
portion  of  the  silver  of  the  New  Woild  passes 
through  our  hands,  which  would  give  us  a 
great  facility  for  that  constant  supply,  which^ 
under  the  system  I  recommend,  would  enable 
us  to  maintain  most  effectually  an  equable 
▼alue  of  the  pound  sterling;  for,  as  I  ha?e 
idready  said,  the  value  of  Uiis  compound  of 
paper  and  specie  is  more  affected  as  compared 
with  oommoditiesy  by  the  sudden  changes  in 
the  amount  of  paper  abroad,  than  by  any  other 
circumstance* 

Justice  between  debtors  and  creditors 
throughout  the  country  is  best  done  by  keeping 
tbe  value  of  money  as  compared  not  to  one 
single  article,  but  to  all,  as  nearly  equal  as 
possible.  Now,  it  is  well  known  that  any 
extent  of  paper  we  can  find  the  means  of 
keeping  in  circulation  must  be  still  inferior  to 
what  has  existed  before  our  return  to  cash 
payments;  further,  we  have  enhanced  the 
value  of  money  in  Europe  by  our  demand  of 
gold  for  that  purpose.  Every  consideration, 
therefore,  of  justice,  of  policy,  and  of  economy, 
recommend  the  encouragement  of  as  much 
paper  as  can  be  suffered  with  entire  safety, 
and  consistently  with  the  avoiding  those 
shocks  and  convulsions  which  are  the  inevitable 
consequences  of  any  material  excess.  I  believe 
this  to  be  best  attained  by  building  upon  the 
base  of  the  double  standard,  or  if  not  of  the 
double,  of  the  single  silver.  With  thisj  I 
believe,  the  Bank  will  work  with  more  ease 
and  confidence,  as  will  consequently  all  those 
subordinate  establishments  which  partake 
sympathetically,  but  iniallibly,  of  its  ease  and 
quiet  as  of  its  ailings  and  apprehensions ;  and 
if  this  be  true,  it  is  equally  so  that  the  Bank, 
iMving  an  easier  reoourse  to  the  means  of  re- 
inforcement, could  safely  afford  to  work  with 
a  smaller  ordinary  deposit  of  specie.  The 
power  of  easily  acquiring  is  equivalent  to  pos- 
session, and  in  this  manner  by  removing 
impediments  to  the  means  of  supply,  you 
make  a  real  increase  of  wealth. 

These  reasons  have  invariably  induced  me 
to  think  that  we  made  a  great  mistake  at  the 
last  eettlement  of  our  currency,  in  departing 
from  our  old  system  of  the  double  legal  tender. 
The  events  in  1825  strongly  confirm  that 
opinion,  and  I  feel  confident  of  the  entire  un- 
sofety  of  our  present  system.  We  should 
acquire  much  present  ease  and  facility  by  the 
change,  and  give  to  our  paper  circulation  that 
power  of  contraction  and  expansion  within 
reasonable  limits,  which  is  essential  to  its 
healthy  action.  Without  it,  1  feel  a  strong 
conviction  that  we  should  not  get  through  two 
years  of  any  expensive  war,  without  a  renewal 
of  the  catastrophe  of  1797,  and  a  people  so 
heavily  laden  as  we  are,  would   not  easily 

recover  a  second  time  from  such  a  misfortune. 
♦        ♦        • 

Would  not  the  weight  and  inconvenience  of 
a  silver  coinage  either  give  a  great  preference 
to  gold,  and  occasion  an  agio  upon  it,  or 
intmoee  a  greater  circulation  of  paper? — 


I  think  it  would.    In  epeaikiog  of  tbe  fceiUtt 
that  a  system  of  this  sort  would  give  the  Bank 

Sand  when  we  talk  of  facility  to  the  Bank,  it  is 
acility  to  the  country),  it  would  be  well  for 
your  Lordships  to  consider  the  increased 
fadlitv  which  has  arisen  to  the  exportation  of 
coin,  irom  the  two  circumstances  of  the  per« 
fection  of  the  present  coin,  and  the  repeal  of 
the  law  which  formerly  prohibited  its  ex- 
portation ;  because,  although  the  change  may 
be  beneficial— and  on  the  whole  I  think  it  is^ 
though  one  is  perhaps  sometimes  a  little  dis* 
posed  to  lose  sight  of  tbe  practical  working  of 
measures  in  favour  of  general  principles— I 
think  we  cannot  well  object  to  the  perfection 
of  the  coin,  and  the  law  which  permits  the  free 
circulation  of  it;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  machine  moving  with  less  friction,  the  coin 
goes  out  of  the  country  much  more  rapidly 
than  it  used  to  do  in  old  times ;  a  person  then 
collecting  the  gold,  with  all  the  imperfection 
of  it  in  weight  and  risk  of  counterfeiu,  was 
materially  clogged  in  his  operations ;  and  if 
you  add  to  Uiis,  that  the  fact  of  its  being 
illegal  to  export  the  coin  prevented  all  persons 
of  character  doing  it,  the  exportation  was 
reduced  to  persons  who  would  violate  the 
law,  the  difference  of  easy  actual  exportation 
under  one  law  and  the  other  must  be  .yery 
considerable*        •        «        • 

I  think  also  the  Bank  would  derive  con* 
siderable  advantage  from  silver  being  less 
easily  moved  and  used  than  gold;  that  the 
facility  with  which  persons  can  carry  off  thou- 
sands of  pounds  in  small  bags  in  the  case  of 
gold,  and  the  difficulty  of  doing  the  same  thing 
in  the  shape  of  silver,  creates  mechanically  a 
security  to  the  Bank,  and.  gives  to  the  insti* 
tution  more  time  for  preparation.       * 

The  consideration  of  the  greater  extent  of 
our  transactions  and  engagements,  as  compared 
with  France,  and  especiaUy  of  our  greater  use 
of  paper  in  them,  lead  me  to  the  conviction 
that  we  require  the  larger  base  of  the  two 
metals.  Undoubtedly,  for  practical  use  and 
comfort,  our  present  currency  is  convenient; 
but  I  cannot  divest  myself  of  the  apprehension 
that  our  present  is  a  fair-weather  system^ 
which  the  first  clouds  will  endanger.  This 
was  proved  in  1825 ;  for  although  that  orisia 
may  in  some  degree  have  been  brought  about 
by  mistakes,  if  we  legislate  on  the  presumption 
of  absolute  wisdom  presiding  over  the  Bank 
and  the  Government  of  the  day,  we  shall  be 
frequently  disappointed.  I  am  convinced  that 
we  shall  not  easily  see  two  campaigns  of  any 
expensive  war,  without  another  suspension  of 
cash  at  the  Bank ;  and  I  am  willing  to  put  up 
with  some  inconvenience  and  apparent  imper* 
fections  in  our  current  coin,  for  the  inore 
essential  security  to  property,  which  I  believe 
to  be  connected  with  the  essential  permanency 
of  our  standard. 

I  fear  I  have  wearied  the  attention  of 
the  House  by  maldng  these  large  selectioni 
from  Mr.  Baring's  evidenee ;  but  it  was  of 


387      AgricuUmd^Diiiress-^      {COUMOHtS}         A  Mver  Siand4ird: >       iH 


imporianbe  to  my  Motion  that  tltis  House 
should  not  he  in  ignorance  of  the  opinion 
of  80  hish  a  practical  authority.  There  is 
more  of  the  evidence  which  is  well  worth 
attention ;  hut  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
hy  going  further  into  it.  To  my  mind« 
the  great  principle  of  our  legislation  on 
this  subject  should  be^ — and  this  view  is 
coxTohorated  by  the  authority  I  have  just 
quoted — to  secure  the  certainty  of  ultimate 
convertibility,  but  to  place  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  a  conspiracy  of  individuals,  arising 
either  out  of  panic  or  design,  coming  sud- 
denly on  the  Bank  with  demands  too  large 
for  the  Bank  to  pay  at  once  in  gold.  The 
legal-tender  clause  in  the  late  Bank  Charter 
Act  was  intended  to  prevent  any  internal 
drain  upon  the  Bank,  that  is,  through  the 
country  banks.  No  one  now  has  a  right 
to  demand  gold  at  a  country  bank  for  any 
sum  above  five  guineas,  being  obliged  to 
receive  Bank  of  England  notes  in  its  place. 
This  very  efiectually  protects  the  Bank  of 
England,  and  yet  is  perfectly  satisfactory 
to  the  public ;  for,  as  Mr.  Baring  said, 
facility  to  the  Bank  of  England  is  facility 
to  the  public  The  right  hon*  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tam worth,  was  very  de- 
termined in  his  opposition  to  this  legal- 
tender  clause,  saying,  that  it  struck  at  the 
root  of  convertilnlity.  Who  does  not  now 
see  that  this  was  an  extravagant  and 
theoretical  alarm?  He  also  said  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  it  to  be  carried 
into  operation  without  the  re-introduction 
of  one-pound  notes.  There  again  he  was 
mistaken.  At  the  same  time  I  shall  not  be 
sorry  if  it  in  any  way  tend  to  bring  back 
the  one*pound  notes ,-  but  I  wish  them  to 
be  on  a  sure  footing.  Greater  facility  to 
the  Bank  of  England  in  conducting  its 
operations — the  great  and  constant  plenty 
of  silver  on  the  continent  of  Europe, 
where  it  is  the  general  currency — ^the  less 
liability  to  export,  and  so  standing  in  the 
way  of  those  fluctuations  in  the  quantity 
of  the  circulating  medium  which  have  such 
an  effect  upon  prices,  and  are  so  ruinous  to 
trade,  and  which  are  the  bane  of  the  pre- 
sent system;  these  seem  to  be  the  chief 
advantages  of  a  silver  over  a  gold  standard. 
Sir,  there  is,  however,  another  reason  why 
some  change  is  necessary  in  the  present 
system,  and  in  the  present  standard.  I  ask, 
what  is  the  state  of  the  Bank  of  England 
at  the  present  moment?  Last  Friday, 
Exchequer  bills  were  at  par,  having  been 
at  a  premium  of  47'«  two  or  three  months 
before— an  occurrence  which  has  not  been 
known  since  19S5. 


'   The  Chancellor  cf  the  Exchequer  (across 
the  Table) :  That  was  an  accident 

Mr.  Cayley  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  it  was  a  mere  accident.  It  was  no 
accident:  it  was  the  result  of  a  vicious 
system.  Whenever  the  Bank,  it  is  well 
known,  wishes  to  enlarge  its  circulation,  it 
buys  up  Exchequer  buls,  sending  out  its 
notes  in  their  place.  On  the  other  hand, 
when  it  wishes  suddenly  to  diminish  its 
circulation,  it  sells  Exchequer  bills.  It  has' 
lately  been  selling  them,  because  its  gold 
has,  for  the  last  twelve  months,  been  gradu. 
ally  reduced  from  1 0,000,000/.  to6,000,000L 
To  sell  Exchequer  bills  is  the  last  resort  of 
the  Bank  under  such  circumstances.  It 
has  been  unable  to  recover  its  gold.  At 
last  it  resorted  to  the  sale  of  Exchequer 
bills,  in  such  quantities  as  to  lower  their 
price,  and  to  cause  them  to  sink  to  par. 
But  it  did  not  get  the  gold  for  them  after 
all.  Such  is  the  absence  of  profit  in  any 
productive  investment,  that  there  are  about 
12,000,000/.  of  deposits  in  the  Bank  of 
England,  lying  there  without  interest, 
watching  every  opportunity  in  the  market 
to  make  some  profit.  These  depositors, 
finding  Exchequer  bills  falling  in  value, 
and  coming  down  nearly  to  par,  buy  them 
as  the  most  profitable  speculation  ,*  but  they 
pay  the  Bank  not  in  gold,  but  by  a  check, 
on  itself,  in  consideration  of  the  whole  or 
some  part  of  their  own  deposits  with  the. 
Bank.  Thus  the  deposits  have  greatly 
diminished,  without  increasing  the  Bank's 
hoard  of  gold.  All  these  difficulties  would 
be  lessen^  by  a  silver  standard. 

It  is  no  theory  of  mine,  that  the  Bank  is 
in  an  unsafe  position.  What  is  the  lan- 
guage even  of  its  own  officers  ?  At  the 
meeting  of  the  Bank  proprietors,  in  March 
of  the  present  jear,  the  Governor  said-— 

There  was  no  doubt  that  the  efforts  ^ich 
the  Bank  of  England  had  been  making  during 
the  last  twelve  months  to  prevent  the  drain  of 
gold,  by  contracting  its  circulation,  had  bean 
counteracted  by  the  course  pursued  by  other 
banks  of  issue.  During  the  period  to  which 
he  had  referred,  the  circulation  of  those  banks 
had  increased  in  the  same  pr^ortion  as  that 
of  the  Bank  of  England  had  decreased.  If 
this  state  of  things  should  continoe-^if  some- 
thing should  not  be  done  to  remedy  the  evil— ^ 
it  certainly  would  throw  a  heavy  responsibility 
upon  the  Bank  of  England,  and  render  it 
almost  impossible  for  them  to  go  on  under  the 
existing  regulations. 

No  wonder  that  the  Bank  is  in  a  state  of 
alarm.  What  is  the  amount  of  bullion  ia. 
its  coffers  at  this  moment?  .Their  returns 
say  6,000»OOOAi  others,  appareptly  on  good 
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{[raiinds^  assert  that  it  is  nearer  5,000,000/.; 
when,  according  to  their  own  principles,  it 
ought  to  he  10,000,000/.;  and  hon.  Gentle. 
men  talk  of  the  security  of  immediate  con- 
▼ertihility  under  the  present  system ! 
Why,  the  depositors  at  the  Bank  alone 
eould  cause  it  to  stop  payment  in  three 
days.  Let  us  compare  the  present  amount 
of  its  hullion  with  a  period  even  when 
there  was  no  practical  necessity  for  its 
having  a  store  d  it  at  all.  The  amount, 
according  to  the  statement  rendered  hy  the 
Directors  to  the  Bank  Charter  Committee, 
stood  in  several  of  those  years  as  follows : — 

Average  amount  of  Coin  and  Bullion  held 
by  the  Bank  of  England  in  the  years 

1798 ^6,187.520 


)799 
1800 
1801 
1802 
1803 
1804 
1R05 
1806 

1807 
1808 

1809 


•• 


7,282,340 
5,647.350 
4,487,690 
4,022,365 
3,684,625 
4,625,665 
6,754,150 
6,101,106 
6,313,595 
6^35,705 
4,070,590 

12)66,112,700 


5,509,39!  Aths. 

What  a  dangerous  state  of  things !  not 
only  for  the  Bank,  but  the  country — a  few 
days  may  produce  all  the  evils  of  the  panic 
of  1825.  The  mischief,  I  repeat,  of  the 
present  system,*is,  that  it  affords  too  great 
facilities  for  ill-disposed  and  mercenary 
individuals  running  to  the  Bank  for  gold ; 
it  does  not  in  the  least  secure  ultimate 
convertibility,  better  than  another  system ; 
it  affords  facility  for  the  mischief,  and  no 
better  security  for  the  good.  Now,  silver, 
although  equally  as  good  a  security  for 
convertibility,  would  be  an  obstacle  either 
to  sudden  or  frequent  runs  upon  the  Bank, 
and  thus  prices  and  commerce  would  fluc- 
tuate less.  I  do  not  deny  that  part  of  my 
object  is,  that  a  larger  Bank  circulation 
could  safely  esiist  on  a  silver,  than  on  a 
gold  standard  ;  for  higher,  as  well  as  less 
fluctuating  prices,  are  my  object.  But  one 
mode  of  inducing  the  Bank  to  issue  more 
notes,  would  be  a  security  against  these 
runs  upon  them.  It  is  related  by  the 
Chevalier  de  Johnstone,  in  his  History  of 
the  Rebellion  of  17^5,  that  in  consequence 
of  a  rumour  of  the  Pretender  marching 
straight  up  to  London,  there  was  a  run 
upon  the  Bank,  which  was  staved  ofl^by  their 
paying  in  sixpences.  Before  the  sixpences 
were  half  gone,  the  Pretender  w^  gone, 
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too ;  »nd  nobody  thought  of  coming  upon 
the  Bank  any  more  for  coin.  If  they  had 
been  compelled  to  pay  rapidly  in  gold,  in- 
stead of  slowly  in  sixpences,  there  would 
have  been  a  panic ;  and  the  danger  to  the 
country  from  the  Rebellion  would  have 
been  tenfold. 

Again,  during  the  three  days  of  July, 
the  Revolution  of  Paris  in  1830 — there 
was  a  great  run  on  the  Bank  of  France,  it 
was  staved  off  by  paying  in  crown  pieces ; 
if  payment  could  have  been  demanded  in 
gold,  the  store  would  have  been  gone  in 
one.fourth  of  the  time.  And  all  are  agreed, 
that  if  the  public  are  determined  to  press 
for  payment  in  coin,  and  continue  to  press 
for  it,  no  effort  of  any  Bank  or  Govern- 
ment can  resist  it.  Only  conceive  all  the 
paper  out  circulating  in  this  country — 
Bank  of  England  notes,  country  bank 
notes,  bills  of  exchange,  checks,  and  all 
other  species  of  paper,  amounting  at  least 
to  ^00,000,000/.,  all  demanding  payment 
in  gold;  besides  the  national  debt  of 
800,000,000/.,  which  is  all  by  law  conver- 
tible into  gold ; — only  let  us  conceive  even 
a  hundredth  part  of  this  demanded  in  goldj 
on  any  sudden  emergency  !  The  Bam:  of 
England  has  6,000,000/.  of  gold  to  answer 
this  demand.  The  property  of  the  parties 
issuing  the  paper  might  be  all-sufficient,  if 
time  were  given,  but  in  gold,  each  party, 
if  all  had  an  equal  share,  would  get  about 
three-pence  in  the  pound  of  it.  And  yet, 
for  a  system  like  this,  we  sacrifice  the  best 
interests  of  the  country.  I  remember  the 
great  objection  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  (Sir  R.  Peel,) 
to  the  legal  tender  clause  in  the  last  Bank 
Charter  Act  was,  that  it  stood  in  the  way 
of  immediate  convertibility. 

I  have  before  shown  how  immediate 
convertibility  of  all  the  paper  circulating, 
is,  by  the  confession  of  all  parties  possessing 
any  knowledge  on  the  subject,  wholly  im- 
possible, if  all  are  resolved  on  pressing  for 
it.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  venture  to 
differ  in  principle  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. I  maintain  that  having  ultimate 
convertibility  always  in  view,  that  is  the 
best  medium  of  exchange,  or  standard, 
which  throws  obstacles  in  the  way  of  any 
sudden  caprice  for  a  run  upon  the  Bank. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  it 
highly  expedient  that  the  public  should 
be  accustomed,  in  ordinary  times,  to  deem- 
ing paper,  of  a  certain  description,  secure 
of  convertibility;  because,  when  an  ex- 
treme crisis  arrives,  instead  of  looking  for 
gold,  which  cannot  be  had,  they  wUl  b$ 


291      jigrkutiural  Distresi^     {COMMONS}         A  SUver  Standard.         292 

satisfied  with  this  paper,  wUch  is  morally 
certain  of  coovertibilitv,  and  so  the  panic 
will  be  staid  in  its  progress.     Silver  would 
facilitate  the  operation  of  this  principle — 
it  would  prevent  many  a  crisis  arriving^ 
and  would  impede  it  in  its  progress  when 
it  did  arrive.     The  United  States  have 
just  fitted  the  price  of  their  gold  to  that 
of  their  silver  standard^  at  a  sacrificei  I 
believe,  of  six  or  seven  per  cent  without  a 
murmur  upon  the  subject     It  is  upon  no 
abstract  principle,  I  ask,  therefore,  for  this 
Committee,  as  Lord  Liverpool   asked  for 
and  obtained  the  gold  standard  in  1816, 
without  any  one  desiring  it ;  but  it  is  with 
a  view  to  alleviate  the  misery  which  now 
exists,  and  has  existed  so  long.     My  firm 
conviction  is,  that  we  shall  see  no  material 
rise  at  present  in  the  price  of  agricultural 
produce,  without  some  modification  of  the 
present  standard  of  value,  which  alone  has 
caused  the  great  fall  in  all  prices.    We 
neither  can,  nor  is  it  safe,  to  go  on  as  we 
are.     It  is  our  duty  to  tell  the  farmers 
whether  we  have  the  means  of  relieving 
them  or  not ;  and  if,  after  having  exercised 
our  best  judgments  upon  the  question,  we 
find  that  there  are  no  means  whatever  of 
producing    effectual    relief,   then    excited 
hopes  would  no  longer  be  disappointed. 
But  if,  on  the  contrary,  we  find  that  there 
is  a  mode  of  relieving  the  distress,  it  is  not 
for  us,  but  for  the  people  themselves,  to 
judge  whether  they  will  have  it  adopted. 
The  refusal  of  a  Committee  will  only  look 
like  a  fear  to  have  the  subject  investigated. 
Sir,  there  is  no  safety  m  standing  still ; 
the  whole  of  the  home  trade  is  affected  by 
the  ruined  state  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
which  is  the  foundation  of  the  whole.     My 
opinion  is,  .  that  the  numbers  connected 
directly  and  indirectly  with  the  agricultural 
interest  is  very  much  underrated,  in  order 
to  eive  undue  importance  to  the  export 
trade.  I  contended  last  year  that  20,000,000 
out  of  25,000,000  of  the  people  of  these 
islands  are  directly  interested  in  the  well- 
being  of  agriculture,  and  in  its  relief  from 
its  present  depressed  state,  in  consequence  of 
the  fall  in  prices.    I  did  it  on  these  grounds, 
taken  from  the  Population  Returns  of  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wales: — 

Agricultural  occupiers      1,500,000 

Agrtculturallabourers       4,800,000 

Mining  interest         600,000 


6,900,000 
Manofiicturet     ••     •• 9.400.000 


Millers,  bakers,  and  batchers  .. 


900,000 


Artificers,  builders,  &c 650,000 

Tailors,  shoemakert,  and  batten    ..  1,060,000 

Shopkeepers       S,  100,009 

Clerical,  legal,  and  oitdical      ••     ••  450,000 

Disabled  paupers      110,000 

Proprietors,  annuitants 1,116,398 

6,406,998 

Now,  taking  the  manufacturers  at 
2,400,000  in  round  numbers,  as  one-third 
of  the  6,900,000  agriculturists  and  miners, 
I  apportion  the  6,406,398  individuals  last 
mentioned  as  interested  in,  or  employed, 
two-thirds  by  the  agriculturists,  and  one- 
third  by  manufacturers.  This  will  add 
4,077.000  to  theagriculturi8t8,and2,Sl6,000 
to  the  manufacturers ;  making  10,977,000 
agriculturists,  and  4,716,000  manufac- 
turers. But  of  this  number  of  manufac- 
turers, half,  at  least,  are  employed  (it  is 
generally  ssid  four.fifths)  by  the  agricul- 
tural body  and  its  dependencies;  this 
will  deduct  2,.S58,000  from  the  aggregate 
manufacturing  interest,  and  leave  only 
2,358,000  as  the  purely,  or  rather  export, 
manufacturing  body,  whilst  it  makes  the 
agricultural  body  and  its  dependencies 
amount  to  13,83.5,000.  But,  here,  Ireland 
is  left  out  of  the  question,  which  may  be 
called  a  strictly  agricultural  country — 
Ireland,  whose  very  existence  almost  de- 
pends upon  supplying  us  with  com.  Add 
8,000,000,  the  population  of  Ireland,  to 
the  above  13,335,000,  you  have  a  total 
of  21,335,000  as  the  real -amcultural  in- 
terest  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  com. 
pared  with  not  more  than  3,000,000,  at  the 
outside,  of  the  export  trade.  And  the 
whole  of  this  body  of  21,000,000  is  in- 
terested in  a  remunerating  price  for  agri- 
cultural produce;  and  yet  we  hear  nothing 
but  "  monopoly,"  when  anythiug  is  said  of 
protection  to  agriculture.  If  it  be  a  mo. 
nopoly,  the  monopolists  are  21,000,000  out 
of  24,000,000 ;  and  it  will  be  difficult  for 
the  minority  to  persuade  them  out  of  the 
monopoly.  The  3,000,000,  whom  I  have 
stated  to  be  the  strictly  export  manufac- 
turing body,  have  undoubtedly  an  interest 
in  exchanging  their  produce  for  foreign 
com,  and  they  have  an  interest  separate 
from  the  great  body  of  the  community, 
which  consists  of  upwards  of  20,000,000, 
and  whose  interests  are  strictly  identified, 
as  they  supply  each  other  with  the  neces* 
saries,  comforts,  and  luxuries  of  life.  Of 
this  great  body,  British  agriculture  is  the 
basis;  and  thus  is  the  whole  bound  up 
with  remunerating  prices  to  our  agricuU 
tural  produce ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  asserts  that  this  is  essentially 
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.a  manufacturing  country^ — by  wliich  he 
means  that  everything  is  to  be  conceded  to 
the  export  trade.  Ij  on  the  contrary^  on 
grounds  which  1  think  indisputable,  con- 
tend that  its  essential  basis  is  agriculture, 
and  that  the  encouragement  of  agriculture 
should  be  our  first  consideration,  being  the 
source  of  employment,  as  it  is,  to  20,000,000 
of  our  population. 

These  are  the  numbers  that  are  afiected 
by  our  present  ruinous  policy ;  and  can  it 
be  safe  to  stand  thus  doggedly  out  against 
them  and  their  prosperity.  In  my  heart, 
I  believe  that  the  present  unsettled  temper 
of  the  minds  of  the  middle  and  working 
classes,  springs  from  nothing  so  much  as 
from  their  poverty  and  distress.  To  them, 
the  institutions  of  their  country  are  worth 
nothing,  but  as  they  produce  comfort  and 
competence ;  when  they  fail  to  obtain  these, 
they  become — and  reasonably  become — dis- 
satisfied with  their  institutions — ^first  with 
those  that  really  require  reform,  next  with 
those  that  cannot  be  improved.  But  we 
have  been  governed  by  men  who  have  only 
export  theories,  or  who  consult  only  those 
interested  either  in  the  export  trade,  or  for 
increasing,  more  and  more,  the  value  of 
money.  I  have  before  shewn,  that  the  ex^ 
port  trade  is  no  test,  and  that  it  has  been 
proved,  on  three  separate  occasions,  to  be 
no  test  of  the  prosperity  of  the  home- trade, 
and  especially  of  the  agricultural  interest. 
I  implore  the  country  Gentlemen,  in  this 
House,  to  protest  against  the  export  trade 
being  made  the  test  of  their  welldoing ;  at 
least,  if  they  do  not  wish  to  see  the  trans- 
fer of  their  estates  into  the  hands  of  the 
mooied  interest  finally  consummated. 

Such,  then,  is  the  condition  of  the  major- 
ity in  this  country. .  The  fanner  bank- 
rupt ;  the  landlords  in  the  way  to  be  ex. 
patriated;  many  of  them  gone;  the  la- 
bourer thrown  out  of  employment;  the 
shopkeepers  without  custom.  These  par- 
ties cry  aloud  for  relief ;  but  if  they  ask  for 
it  in  the  only  mode  in  which  it  can  come  to 
them,  they  are  taunted  with  a  breach  of 
public  faith.  Sir,  they  seek  only  public 
justice.  They  have  been  crueUy  dealt 
with ;  publicly  robbed ;  their  estates  and 
their  labour  confiscated.  They  appear  at 
the  Bar  of  this  House ;  at  the  Bar  of  a  re- 
formed House  of  Commons,  to  have  that 
justice  conceded  to  them :  they  ask  not  for 
full  redress,  but  for  some  palliation  merely 
of  their  misery.  And  I  trust  they  ask  not 
to  represent  the  House  afiecting  not  merely 
in  vain  from  opinions,  but  a  House  pur- 
p(Wting  to  be  resolute  in  its  determination 


to  remove  the  grievances  of  its  constituents, 
— grievances  now  of  twenty  years'  standing, 
—grievances  which  have  no  parallel  to  them 
in  a  free  country,  in  the  annds  of  history,-^ 
grievances  which,  in  point  of  cruelty  and 
oppression,  throw  those  of  Nero  and  Cali- 
gula altogether  into  the  shade.  These  par- 
ties now  demand  redress  at  your  hands: 
you  may  refuse  it ;  but  let  us  not  delude 
ourselve  with  the  idea  that  they  will  cease 
in  their  efforts  to  obtain  it.  Never  tiU 
lately  have  they  been  aroused  to  the  con. 
viction  of  what  the  real  cause  of  their 
misery  was  ;  the  opinions  which  they  held 
before  of  the  cause  were  founded  in  error. 
As  the  errors  were  successively  discovered, 
they  ceased  to  press  for  relief  in  those  ways. 
Already  have  the  farmers  of  Cambridge, 
shire,  Kent,  Suffolk,  Sussex,  Warwickshire^ 
Leicestershire,  Yorkshire,  and  others,  de- 
clared their  conviction  that  the  change  in 
the  currency  is  at  the  bottom  of  their  dis- 
tress ;  and,  in  proportion  as  they  are  right, 
will  they  gather  strength  to  back  their 
opinion,  until  he  will  be  not  merely  a  bold 
MinisteT,  not  merely  a  powerful  one,  but  in 
the  last  degreei  short-sighted  and  insane, 
who  shall  persist  in  saying  nay  to  their  just 
demands.  You  may  tell  me  you  cannot  re- 
lieve the  distress :  I  contend  that  you  can ; 
and  I  ask  to  have  the  truth  of  my  assertion 
disproved  before  a  Select  Committee.  If 
you  can  relieve,  and  won't,  it  is  fit  the 
country  should  know  it ;  if  you  cannot  re- 
lieve, as  I  said  before,  you  will  not  only 
free  the  distressed  from  suspense,  but  prove 
that  you  have  done  your  utmost  for  them. 
But  it  is  in  our  power  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tress. Mr.  Pitt  was  anticipating  some 
great  reductions  in  the  returns  of  industry, 
when  he  said — 

At  such  a  crisis,  Parliament|  if  it  be  not 
then  sitting,  ought  to  be  called  together ;  and 
if  it  cannot  relieve  you,  its  powers  are  at  an 
end.  Tell  me  not  (continued  Mr.  Pitt)  that 
Parliament  cannot  protect — ^it  is  omnipotent  to 
protect. 

Sir,  in  seeking  this  mode  of  relief  for  the 
agricultural  interest,  I  seek  it  at  the  ex- 
pense of  none  of  the  other  productive  iiv* 
terests ;  on  the  contrary,  they  would  all  re- 
ceive a  stimulus  and  encouragement.  If  I 
look  back  to  the  year  1821-2, 1  findmanu* 
factures,  and  commerce,  and  labour  gene* 
rally  languishing  under  the  depression  of 
agriculture.  I  find  all  of  them  springing 
up  invigorated  and  refreshed  by  the  in- 
creased currency  of  1823-4-5.  All  was 
then  prosperity;  there  was  no  dissentient 
voice.    I  propose  to  produce  the  same  re« 
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suite  hy  different  means,-— means  that  shall 
'secure  us  from  the  fatal  effects  of  the  panic 
of  1825.     That  panic  was  foreseen  by  all 
who  understood  the  subject  of  currency, 
and  was  the  consequence  only  of  ignorant 
legislation.     I  know  I  shall  be   taunted 
with  the  '^  breach  of  national  faith."     Sir, 
I  seek  no  breach  of  national  faith ;  faith 
has  been  broken  with  the  public,  and  I  seek 
to  palliate  the  effects  of  that  injustice.     It 
will  be  said,  the  fixed  annuitant  will  suffer 
from  a  rise  of  prices.     From  the  rise  of 
prices  which  I  am  aiming  at,  he  will  have 
no  reason  to  complain.     Wholesale  prices 
have  fallen  one-half;  it  is  those  which  I 
wish  to  raise,  for  these  employ  labour,  and 
wages    would  rise   in  proportion  to  the 
fulness  of  employment ;  on  the  contrary, 
retail  prices  have  only  fallen  one-fourth,  so 
that  the  rise  in  articles  of  consumption 
would  not  be  near  in  proportion  to  that  in 
articles  of  production ;  and  it  is  the  good  of 
'producers  generally  which  I  am  seeking. 
In  this  way,  the  fixed  annuitant  will  suffer 
far  less  than  the  producer  will  gain;  for 
his  income  is  spent  on  retail  articles.     Be- 
sides, whatever  change  takes  place  in  prices, 
only  affects  the  income  of  his  fixed  annuity. 
Now,  under  any  of  the  changes  which 
I  am  about  to  state^  the  annuitant  would 
have  had  no  reasonable  ground  of  com- 
plaint.    Parliament  passed  a  corn-law  in 
1815,  making  80s.  the  standard  price  for 
wheat:  it  is  true  it  neglected  to  secure 
this  price  to  the  agriculturist,  or  rather 
took  effectual  means  to  prevent  it,  by  the 
change  in  the  currency ;  but  if  Parliament 
had  substantially    secured    80s.    for    the 
quarter  of  wheat,  whether  by  a  change  of 
currency,    or  by  any  other    means,    the 
annuitant  would  have  had  no  just  cause 
for  complaint ;  for  the  prices  before  1815 
were  higher  than   805.,  so  that  he  first 
received  his  annuity  under  the  expectation 
of  prices  equivalent   to  at  least   80s.  for 
wheat     Again  in  1 822,  the  parliamentary 
basis  of  the  wheat  price  was  made  70s.  per 
quarter.     Any  Act  of  Parliament  that  had 
really  and  effectually  secured  that  price  to 
the  farmer,    would  have   committed    no 
injury  on  the  annuitant,  because  he  had 
no  reason  to  expect  a  less  price.  Then,  in 
1828,   64s.   was  made  the  parliamentary 
basis  of  the  wheat  price:  for  three  or  four 
.years  subsequent  to  that  period,  deficient 
harvests  created  a  price  equal  to  64s.,  and 
it  is  only  the  last  two  or  three  years  that 
the  annuitant  has  began  to  expect  a  lower 
rate  of  prices  than  64s.  for  wheat.     Any 
change,  therefore^  now,  which  affected  that 


price,  would  commit  no  real  injury  upop 
any  party;  while  to  the  whole  body  of 
producers  it  would  be  an  incalculable  good, 
and  would  prevent  the  sweeping  away 
from  their  homesteads  full  half  the  farm- 
ers of  the  country,  who  are  now  living  on 
them  merely  by  sufferance. 

In  conclusion,  the  mere  monied  interest 
although  so  sanguine  in  its  gain  from  the 
continuance  of  the  present  system,  would 
not  lose,  because  the  rate  of  interest,  driven 
down  by  the  absence  of  profit  in  all  pro- 
ductive investments,  to  2^  and  3  per  cent 
would,  by  the  change  proposed,  rise  to  4} 
and  5  per  cent,  the  moment  there  was  a 
prospect  of  profit  in  agriculture  and  the 
home  trade.  I  have  proposed  the  experiment 
of  a  silver  standard  in  the  hope  of  its  pro. 
ducing  these  beneficial  effects.  Some 
change  is  absolutely  necessary,  for  the 
country  cannot  go  on  as  it  is ;  nor  ought 
we  to  allow  it ;  for  I  contend  with  Mr. 
Burke,  ''that  the  foremost  consideration  of 
a  Government  is  the  property  of  the 
citizen ; — the  first  creditor  of  the  State  is 
the  plough."  Sir,  I  beg  to  thank  the  House 
for  its  kind  and  patient  attention,  and  to 
move, — ''That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap» 
pointed  to  inquire  if  there  be  not  effectual 
means  within  the  reach  of  Parliament  to 
afford  substantial  relief  to  the  agriculture 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  especially  to 
recommend  to  its  attention  the  subject  of  a 
silver,  or  a  conjoined  standard  of  silver 
and  gold." 

Mr.  Wadehouse  rose  to  support  it,  and 
expressed  his  conviction  that  all  other  re- 
medies than  those  which  it  proposed  woold 
prove  utterly  ineffectual,  although  he  knew 
that  it  would  be  objected  that  that  argu* 
ment  came  too  late.  The  present  Ques- 
tion involved  the  whole  question  of  the 
pressure  of  taxation,  and  it  was  his  opin- 
ion, that  it  was  not  only  idle  to  expect  that 
remonstrances  on  this  subject  should  cease, 
but  also  that  they  should  be  from  time  to 
time  repeated  with  increasing  importunity. 
He  had  been  one  of  the  Committee  which 
sat  in  1822  upon  this  subject,  and  he  had 
been  one  of  a  small  minority  who  were 
opposed  to  the  adoption  of  their  Report, 
on  the  ground  put  forward  by  Mr.  Hus- 
ktsson,  that  it  did  not  suflBciently  take 
into  consideration  the  altered  value  of 
money.  He  had  been  impressed  with  the 
necessity  of  that  point  being  duly  consi- 
dered from  reading  the  opinions  which 
had  been  advanced  by  Mr.  Haskisson 
several  months  before,  and  especially  ia 
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his  celebrated  treatise  of  1810  upon  the 
Bullion  question.  It  had  been  the  policy 
of  that  House  hitherto,  unfortunately,  to 
reject  every  measure  in  the  shape  of  relief 
to  the  country  upon  that  point — as  when, 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  withdrawal  of 
the  country  bank  notes^  the  proposition 
had  been  made  that  the  Bank  of  England 
small  notes  might  be  allowed  to  circulate. 
When  the  question  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider wasy  whether  it  would  appoint  a 
Committee  with  the  view  of  altering  the 
present  standard  of  value  in  this  coun- 
try, he  could  not  help  referring  to  the 
opinions  pronounced  upon  the  Question  of 
the  Currency  by  those  who  were  considered 
perfectly  conversant  with  the  subject. 
He  referred  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hors- 
ley  Palmer  and  Mr.  Baring,  now  Lord 
Ashburton ;  the  former  of  whom  stated, 
when  a  proposition  was  made  for  (as  we 
understood)  the  withdrawal  of  small  notes 
in  Scotland,  that  if  we  could  be  sure  of 
procuring  and  maintaining,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, a  sufiBciency  of  gold  for  the 
whole  empire,  he  should  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  a  circulating  medium 
of  gold  ought  to  be  generally  adopted ; 
but  he  was  bound  honestly  to  confess, 
notwithstanding  the  new  lights  which  had 
been  attempted  to  be  thrown  on  the  sub- 
ject, that  he  had  strong  doubts  upon  the 
question ;  and  it  was  for  that  reason  that 
he  thought,  in  his  poor  judgment,  it  was 
better  to  leave  the  Scotch  currency  undis- 
turbed. This  was  the  opinion  of  a  Gen- 
tleman whose  testimony  on  this  point 
should  have  great  weight  with  the  House, 
for  he  had  been  the  confidential  adviser 
of  the  Bank  of  England  for  a  long  series 
of  years.  It  was  in  consequence  of  the 
high  opinion  which  he  (Mr.  Wodehouse) 
entertained  of  the  advantage  which  would 
result  from  making  the  opinions  of  Mr. 
Horsley  Palmer  generally  known,  that  he 
bad  pressed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  liave 
his  evidence  published  and  distributed. 
The  sentiments  which  Mr.  Baring  then 
expressed  strongly  confirmed  the  opinions 
of  Mr.  Palmer;  for  he  contended  that 
situated  as  this  country  was,  with  its  enor- 
mous debt,  with  an  artificial  price  of  corn, 
and  having  most  of  its  large  mercantile 
transactions  carried  on  through  the  me- 
dium of  a  paper  currency,  it  should  be 
the  last  to  send  representatives  to  that 
House  to  divide  on  questions  more  suited 
to^  phUosophen  than  practical  men— 


namely,  the  expediency  of  adopting  a' 
metallic  standard ;  and  that  it  would  be  a 
much  wiser  course  to  rest  content  with 
that  species  of  currency  which  was  then' 
established,  and  which  seemed  to  be  essen- 
tial under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  country.  He  was  perfectly  conscious 
that  he  was  incapable  of  making  any  but 
a  feeble  attempt  to  impress  upon  the  House 
the  views  which  he  entertained  on  this 
question  in  seconding  the  motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend ;  but  he  could  not  hesitate  to 
do  all  in  his  power  to  accomplish  the  ob- 
ject which  they  had  both  at  heart,  con- 
vinced as  he  was  that  the  present  state  of 
the  currency  had  already  done  incalcula- 
ble mischief,  particularly  to  those  con- 
nected with  agriculture,  and  still  threat- 
ened to  overwhelm  them  with  immeasurable 
ruin.  He  had,  therefore,  cheerfully  come 
forward  to  second  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  under  the  firm  persuasion 
that  it  would,  if  assented  to,  be  the  means 
of  arresting  those  evils  under  which  those 
connected  with  agriculture  had  so  long 
suffered. 

Mr.  Poulett  Tliomson  said,  that  before 
he  made  the  few  observations  which  he 
intended  to  address  to  the  House,  he  was 
desirous  that  the  Resolution  which  had 
been  come  to  by  the  House  upon  this 
subject,  in  the  year  ]  833,  should  be  read. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  accordingly 
read  the  following  Resolution  :— > 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
that  any  alteration  of  the  monetary  system 
of  the  country  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  lowering  the  standard  of  value,  would 
be  highly  inexpedient.** 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  resumed  : — He 
had  thought  it  right  to  recall  this  Resolu* 
tion  to  the  memory  of  the  House,  as  there 
were  many  Gentlemen  present  who  might 
not  have  been  Members  during  the  last 
Parliament,  and  therefore,  perhaps,  might 
be  unacquainted  with  it.  That  Resolution 
was  adopted  by  the  House  after  three 
nights'  debate,  and  after  a  solemn  and 
important  discussion.  He  had  more  par- 
ticularly called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it,  because,  although  it  had  been 
difiicult  for  him,  though  he  had  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  with  the 
utmost  attention,  to  make  out  definitively 
what  the  hon.  Member's  object  was,  sup- 
posing the  House  granted  the  Committee 
he  proposed,  still  it  had  seemed  to 
him,  if  he  was  aiming  at  anything,  that 
the  hon.  Member  must   be  aiming  at 
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a  change  in  the  monetary  system,  or 
the  standard  of  value  of  the  country.  He 
must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  it  had 
always  appeared  to  him,  and  he  believed 
it  had  always  been  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  that  when  any  Gentleman  made 
a  Motion  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  he 
was  bound  to  show  the  object  he  had  in 
Tiew,  and  what  plan  he  would  wish  to  see 
adopted  by  the  Committee  ;  but  he  must 
say,  that  he  was  nearly  as  much  in  the 
dark  now  as  to  what  the  hon.  Member's 
object  really  was,  as  he  was  at  the  be- 
ginning of  his  speech ;  and  he  believed 
there  was  no  hon.  Member  who  did  not 
find  himself  in  nearly  the  same  situation. 
There  might  be  many  Gentlemeu  indeed, 
wiihin  the  House,  who  had  vague  notions, 
that  some  change  was  to  take  place, 
either  in  the  paper  currency,  or  in  the 
standard  of  value  in  this  country ;  they 
might  think  they  could  distinguish  the 
object  to  be  obtained  by  the  Committee; 
but  he  did  not  believe,  from  anything 
which  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend, 
they  could  tell  whether  it  formed  part  of 
his  intention  or  not — and  yet  it  was  not 
possible  to  suppose,  except  he  had  had 
some  such  an  object  in  view,  as  a  change  in 
the  standard  leading  to  depreciation  that  he 
could  hope  to  obtain  any  benefit  from  his 
inquiry.  What  was  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  ?  He  proposed  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  agricultural  distress,  and 
especially  to  turn  their  attention  to  the 
propriety  of  adopting  a  silver  standard, 
or  a  silver  conjointly  with  a  gold  standard. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  devoted  by  far  the 
greater  part  of  his  speech  not  only  to  a 
statement  of  the  agricultural  distress 
which  existed  at  present,  but  to  the  history 
of  that  which  had  unfortunately  pre- 
vailed in  past  times.  No  one  felt  for  or 
sympathized  with  that  distress  more 
tnan  himself,  and  those  with  whom  he 
had  the  honour  to  act,  and  he  was 
sure  there  would  be  no  objection  on  the 
part  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
accede  to  the  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
provided  its  labours  were  to  be  limited  to 
an  inquiry  into  that  distress,  and  they 
could  hope  that  any  benefit  would  arise 
therefrom.  But  what  was  the  language 
repeatedly  held  in  the  House,  and  even 
10  lately  as  within  the  past  week,  with 
reference  to  an  inquiry  into  this  subject? 
In  the  year  1833,  a  solemn  inquiry  took 
place  into  the  state  of  agriculture — 
the  Oprnmittee  wai  well  atiended'««the 


inquiry  was  conducted  with  the  greatest 
possible  care — and  a  Report  was  drawn 
up  and  agreed  to  by  them ;  and  what  was 
the  opinion  of  that  Committee?  Why, 
they  reported,  that  more  relief  was  to  be 
expected  from  the  forbearance  of  Parlia- 
ment, than  from  any  active  measure  of 
interference.  [**  Hear^  hear,^]  The  Gen- 
tleman who  cheered,  might  differ  from 
him — but  that  Committee  was  composed  of 
Members  most  deeply  interested  in  the 
agricultural  interests  of  this  country— of 
those  who  might  justly  be  considered  to 
be  its  best  friends — and  after  a  solemn 
and  deliberate  inquiry,  they  themselves 
came  to  the  Resolution  he  had  mentioned 
to  the  House.  He  was  not  quoting  any 
opinion  of  his  own,  he  was  quoting  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee,  which  was 
solemnly  registered  in  the  Records  of  the 
House.  Another  Committee  had  been 
subsequently  appointed  on  this  subject- 
one  which  was  not  less  well-attended — 
whose  inquiries  were  not  less  carefully 
conducted.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tam worth,  was  some  time 
Chairman  of  it,  as  well  as  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment; and  after  having  considered  if 
any  practical  relief  could  be  afforded^ 
they  only  came  to  the  determination 
which  was  read  in  the  House  the  other 
night,  relating  to  county  rates,  and  the 
Government  was  prepared  with  a  mea* 
sure  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  that  re« 
commendation  into  effect.  These  things 
considered,  then,he  asked  any  friend  to  the 
landed  interests — any  Gentleman  repre- 
senting the  agricultural  interests  in  that 
House — whether  he  would  think  it  desirable 
to  have  a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  the  agricultural  aistresS| 
which  at  present  unhappily  existed,  pro- 
vided the  Committee  were  to  be  limited  to 
that  object,  and  to  that  alone.  He  appre- 
hended that  all  would  say,  they  did  not* 
Having  disposed  thus,  as  he  thought,  of  that 
portion  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
would  come  to  that  which  was  now  adjunct 
to  it — namely,  that  the  Committee  should 
have  power  to  inquire  into  the  propriety 
of  adopting  a  silver  standard,  or  a  standi* 
ard  conjointly  of  gold  and  stiver.  He 
would  presume  the  discussion  to  be  con- 
fined  to  this  point — and  he  must  say,  that 
he  had  been  in  hopes  the  advice  so  properly 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet^  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  on  a  precediog 
night)  would  have  been  listened  to )  bf 
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WM  in  hopes  that  the  House  would  have 
beeo  told  by  the  hoc.  GeDtlemant  deBni- 
tively,  what  It  was  he  wanted;  that  he 
would  not  have  connected  this  Motion 
with  agricultural  distress  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  rendering  it  palatable  to  the 
tastes  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  so 
catch  a  few  more  votes  by  it,  and  that  if 
he  did  really  intend  to  propose  a  depreci- 
ation of  the  standard,  that  he  would  have 
come  prepared  to  state  plainly  and  man- 
fully what  that  was  to  be.  He  was  in 
hopes  that  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
enabled  the  House  to  understand  whether 
such  were  his  purpose,  if  !t  was,  whether 
be  had  coupled  it  with  the  subject  of  agri- 
cultural distress  (which  the  whole  tenor  of 
bis  speech  seemed  to  imply)  for  the  purpose 
of  making  that  distress  a  ground  for  the 
depreciation,thehon.Member'8desire  being 
to  disturb  that  Resolution  to  which  the 
late  Parliament  came,  and  plunge  the 
House  into  either  an  inquiry  respecting  a 
depreciation  of  the  standard,  or  an  issue  of 
paper  to  an  extent,  of  which  his  Motion 
furnished  no  clue  as  a  panacea  for  all  that 
suffering.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
done  nothing  of  this  kind — he  had  only 
entered  into  a  long  argument  to  show 
that  the  silver  standard  was  preferable  to 
the  gold  standard ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done  him  the  honour  to  quote  his  opin- 
ions upon  that  point,  delivered  in  1 833.  He 
adhered  to  the  opinion  he  then  expressed, 
and  he  should  take  now  precisely  the 
same  course  he  took  then.  If  they  were 
called  upon  to  discuss  the  question  of  the 
respective  merits  of  a  gold  and  a  silver 
standard,  and  if  they  had  now  to  fix  either 
upon  one  or  the  other,  he  should  be  in- 
clined to  prefer  silver.  That  was  his 
opinion  then,  and  was  his  opinion  still ; 
but,  if  the  hoo.  Gentleman  thought  that 
that  circumstance  would  make  the  slightest 
difference  in  the  vote  he  should  give, 
which  would  be  the  same  as  that  he  then 
gave,  he  was  mistaken  most  completely. 
The  question  of  the  respective  merits  of 
gold  or  silver,  as  the  standard  of  value, 
was  one  thing,  and  the  views  and  objects 
of  the  hoo.  Gentleman  in  proposing  a 
change,  were  quite  another*  The  first 
was  a  question  (as  Mr.  Baring  stated  in 
his  evidence  before  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  quoted  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Norfolk),  of  almost  phi- 
ICMophical  nicety.  It  did  not,  except  in 
a  very  slight  d^ree,  include  the  QoettioD 
of  depredMioo*    If  either  metal  were 


exposed  to  the  chanoe  of  depreciation,  or 
the  reverse,  he  should  say,  that  that  would 
be  a  good  reason  for  excluding  it  as  a 
standard ;  because  the  greatest  desidf  ratum 
in  fixing  that  by  which  all  other  things 
were  to  be  measured,  was  the  least  possible 
fluctuation  in  its  real  value.  The  su-^ 
periority  of  one  of  these  metals  over  the 
other,  as  a  standard,  was  in  his  opinion, 
to  be  decided  solely  with  reference  to  that 
consideration,  and  to  another — namely, 
the  ereater  or  less  facility  afforded  to  the 
Bank,  in  case  of  a  drain  of  specie,  for 
meeting  that  demand.  The  first  of  these 
properties — the  greater  fixity  of  the  real 
value  of  the  metal — depended  upon  the 
production  of  the  mines,  upon  which  there 
was  but  very  meagre  information ;  and, 
certainly — measuring  the  fluctuations  by 
the  relative  value  of  one  metal  to  the  other, 
during  many  years  past— one  being,  as 
regarded  this  country,  a  mere  article  of 
commerce — he  could  not  say,  that  he  saw 
much  reason  to  believe  that  the  real  value 
of  either  had  much  varied,  and  on  this 
ground  he  did  not  see  much  reason  for 
giving  silver  the  preference  to  gold.  Ou 
the  second  point,  he  certainly  saw  some 
advantage  from  using  silver,  and  that,  as 
well  as  the  consideration,  that  gold  is 
more  frequently  wanted  on  a  sudden  for 
military  chests,  in  the  event  of  any  Euro* 
pean  hostilities,  led  him  rather  to  give  the 
preference  to  sUver  as  a  measure  of  value, 
and  would  incline  him,  if  the  whole  system 
were  now  to  begin,  to  adopt  it  instead  of 

Sold.  But  these  were  nice  and  subtle 
istinctions,  and  there  was  no  reason  to 
consider  them,  for  we  had  fixed  gold  at 
our  standard ;  and  to  attempt  to  change 
it,  would  bring  consequences  with  it,  far 
outweighing  any  trifling  and  distant  ad* 
vantages  attending  the  greater  security  of 
the  other  metal.  They  were  points,  too, 
which  had  nothingincommon  with  the  great 
and  important  object  which  the  hoo.  Gen* 
tieroan  asserted  he  had  in  view — namely  to 
afford  apanaceafor  thedistressof  the  landed 
interest.  It  was  impossible,  indeed,  to  sop* 
pose  that  the  hon.  Member  proposed  a 
change  from  one  standard  to  another 
simply,  on  either  of  the  grounds  which 
were  discussed  before  the  Committee  to 
which  he  had  alluded ;  but  the  hoo.  Gen* 
tleman's  view  appeared  to  be  clearly  to 
obtain  some  advantage  by  a  change — ^be 
had  told  the  House  so,  for  be  bad  stated, 
'*  it  it  impoisible  that  the  preieot  price 
of  wheat  can  go  oo,  andi  therefore,  I 
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forward  my  Motion  ;"  so  that,  it  appeared, 
he  aimed  at  a  depreciation  by  the  change 
he  proposed  to  effect,  and  through  that 
step  to  agricultural  relief.  But  what,  in  that 
case,  did  the  hon.  Member  mean  to  do  ? 
Why  had  he  not  told  the  House  whether 
he  meant  to  take  silver  at  60s.  or  at  62s.? 
— the  only  standard  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred;  or  whether  he  meant 
to  go  to  the  present  rate  at  which  silver 
was  coined,  and  at  which  it  was  not  a 
legal  tender,  namely,— 66s.?  He  con- 
cluded that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  effect  his  own  purpose,  that  was  the 
standard  to  which  he  must  resort;  but 
then  they  came  again  to  the  old  question 
of  depreciation,  and  the  hon.  Member 
must  be  prepared  to  shew  this  House 
(which  he  had  yet  failed  to  do),  that  the 
agricultural  interests  would  be  benefited 
by  such  a  change,  and  that  he  would  not 
be  producing  a  general  mass  of  confusion 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other, 
and  adopting  a  course  by  which  the 
creditor  would  be  defrauded,  and  the 
debtor  a  gainer  in  the  same  proportion. 
He  should  like  to  know  on  what  principle 
the  hon.  Member  would  advocate  a 
standard  of  66s.,  —  it  certainly  would 
benefit  the  debtor  about  10  per  cent.; 
but  upon  what  possible  principle  of  justice 
could  it  be  done?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham,  who  had  given  notice  that  he  in- 
tended to  propose  an  equitable  adjustment, 
would  step  in  and  say,  **  Before  you  pre- 
tend to  take  that  as  an  arbitrary  measure 
of  depreciation,  let  me  bring  my  plan  of 
equitable  adjustment  before  you.  Let  me 
show  what  would  be  a  just  and  fair  depre- 
ciation, and  one  which  would  act  equally, 
in  every  way,  upon  all  classes."  Now,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  a  standard 
of  66s.  was  not  his  proposition,  and  that 
he  means  to  take  the  old  standard  of  62s. 
which  would  produce  a  difference  of  only 
about  Zi  per  cent.,  was  that,  he  asked,  a 
consideration  for  which  he  would  derange 
all  contracts  that  had  been  entered  into, 
and  all  the  calculations  on  which  pro* 
perty  had  been  settled,  since  the  year 
1819  ?  And  what  benefit  did  those  Gen- 
tlemen who  advocate  this  proposftion,  on 
the  ground  of  benefiting  the  agricultural 
interests,  expect  to  derive  from  it  ?  If  they 
expect  that  it  would  raise  the  price  of 
wheat,  let  him  tell  them  that  a  sun-shiney  or 
a  rainy  day  would  make  more  difference 
than  any  proposition  connected  with  a 
aiiver  standard  could  possibly  effect.  ['^JVo, 


no .'"]  The  hon.  Gentleman  behind  hiu 
said,  ^'  No,  no !"  but  what,  he  asked,  was 
the  argument  urged  with  regard  to  the  price 
of  oats  and  of  barley  ?  Why,  they  had 
been  told  to-night,  that  the  high  price  of 
those  articles  was  caused  by  the  scanty 
supply;  and  why  was  one  argument  to 
apply  to  oats  and  barley,  and  another  to 
wheat  ?  If  they  were  told  that  the  price 
of  oats  and  barley  was  high  because  there 
was  a  deficient  quantity,  might  we  not,  in 
our  turn,  say  that  if  the  price  of  wheat 
was  low,  it  was  because  there  was  a  re- 
dundancy. Why,  was  it  not  notorious 
that  the  price  of  com  had  acted  as  a 
barrier  against  any  importations  for  the 
last  three  years  ?  Was  it  not  notorious 
that  the  price,  then,  must  depend  upon 
the  quantity  grown  in  the  country  ? 
He  was  correct,  therefore,  in  stating,  that 
one  sun-shiney  or  rainy  day,  or  anything 
which  would  tend  to  affect  the  quantity 
of  wheat  produced,  would  have  more  effect 
than  any  change  of  2|  or  3{  per  cent, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman's  plan  pro- 
posed to  make.  But,  how  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  benefit  the  farmers 
by  his  plan?  Did  he  suppose,  that  if  he 
could  succeed  in  nominally  raising  the 
price  of  wheat,  for  they  could  do  nothing 
more  than  nominally  raise  it,  he  would 
not  nominally  raise  the  price  of  other  com* 
modities  also,  and  that  the  price  of  wheat 
would  not  bear  the  same  proportion  to  the 
price  of  all  other  commodities  which  it 
did  now  ? — if  so,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  himself  mistaken ;  for  the 
quantity  of  wheat  which  purchased  a 
certain  quantity  of  commodities  would 
only  purchase  an  equal  quantity  under 
any  change  which  he  could  effect  by  al- 
tering the  currency.  If  the  farmer  got 
41s.  instead  of  40s.  for  his  wheat,  in  conse- 
quence  of  a  change  in  the  standard,  he 
would  not  be  able  to  command  any  more 
labour,  any  more  clothing,  or  any  more 
food  than  at  present.  If  he  was  under 
lease,  it  was  true  he  might  be  benefited 
for  the  remainder  of  his  term,  but  then  it 
would  cease.  He  was  free  to  admit,  that 
the  Bill  of  1819  pressed  very  hard  upon 
the  debtor ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  Parliament  would  not 
have  consented  to  any  other  measure  than 
a  return  to  cash  payments  at  the  old 
standard,  for  when  a  proposition  was  only 
talked  of  to  lower  the  standard  down  to 
4/.  10s.  or  5/.,  the  proposition  was  scouted 
oat  of  the  House.    Whatever  miachief  was 
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done>  was  done  in  1819;  though  he  de- 
nied that  any  injustice  was  done ;  because 
it  was  always  the  declared  intention  of  the 
Legislature  to  return  to  cash  payments. 
He  admitted,  that  there  was  some  hard- 
ship inflicted  at  the  time;  but  because 
they  then  inflicted  a  hardship,  were  they 
to  turn  round  and  inflict  a  tenfold  hard- 
ship, not  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  to 
those  who  suffered  at  the  time,  that  which 
they  were  deprived  of,  but  to  inflict  a  new 
injury  upon  entirely  new  parties,  and  to 
give  a  new  benefit  to  parties  who  then  re- 
ceived no  injury?  He  regretted,  that 
this  Question  was  not  brought  forward 
boldly  on  the  only  grounds  on  which  it 
could  stand — namely,  a  measure  for  the 
relief  of  debtors  ;  if  so,  he  should  have 
been  prepared  to  meet  it,  as  an  act  of  the 
grossest  injustice  and  impolicy ;  but  it 
was  mixed  up  with  a  question,  with 
which,  in  his  opinion,  it  had  no  connexion 
whatever,  he  meant  the  distress  of  the 
agriculturists,  with  a  view,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  of  exciting  a  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  in  the  minds  of  those  who,  if  they 
would  take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the 
subject  and  carry  it  out  in  all  its  bearings, 
would  not  be  otherwise  inclined  to  sup- 
port it.  But  the  hon.  Member  had  quoted 
the  language  of  Mr.  Pitt,  when  he  said, 
that  Parliament  was  omnipotent  But 
Parliament  was  not  omnipotent  in  the 
price  of  wheat;  it  could  not  determine 
what  the  price  of  wheat  should  be.  He 
did  not  wish  to  go  beyond  the  immediate 
point  under  discussion — he  had  not  at- 
tempted to  say  one  word  about  the  Com- 
laws, — they  did  not  come  into  this  ques- 
tion,— but  it  was  in  vain  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Yorkshire  to  appeal  to  Par- 
liament as  omnipotent  and  bound  to  raise 
the  price  of  wheat — he  must  appeal  to  a 
different  and  to  a  higher  power  than  any 
Parliament,  and  not  rely  upon  any  change 
which  could  be  effected  in  the  monetary 
system  of  this  country.  He  begged,  now, 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  in- 
evitable consequence  of  acceding  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member.  Let 
them  imagine  the  Committee  named  upon 
his  suggestion,  and  the  hopes  which  would 
be  raised  in  the  minds  of  the  whole  body 
of  agricolturists  in  this  country;  into 
what  a  delusion  would  they  be  led,  if 
they  were  induced  to  believe  that  this 
Committee,  by  a  change  in  the  stand- 
aid,  oooid  afford  them  the  necessary 
lelief.    What  womld  be  the  effect  in  the 


Money-Market  to-morrow,  should  it  be 
understood  that  the  question  was  to  be 
agitated  in  Parliament,  whether  the 
standard  of  value  were  to  be  changed  or 
not,  and  whether  the  depreciation  should 
be  3^  or  10  per  cent.,  or  whether  there 
should  be  any  depreciation  at  all.  The 
probable  result  of  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Committee  would  be,  that  for 
six  weeks  or  two  months  everything 
would  be  in  such  a  state  of  uncer- 
tainty, that  a  creditor  having  100/. 
owing  to  him,  when  he  went  to  bed  at 
night,  would  not  know  whether  he  was 
to  rise  with  only  90/.  owing  to  him  to- 
morrow. That,  then,  was,  of  all  others, 
the  last  subject  which  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  consideration  of  a  Com- 
mittee. If  it  were  deemed  advisable  to 
adopt  a  silver  standard,  let  the  advo* 
cates  of  that  measure  bring  down  a 
plan  to  the  House ; — let  them  state  whe- 
ther they  proposed  a  standard  of  60s.  or 
of  66s,f  and  let  the  subject  be  discussed 
within  these  walls ;  and  if  the  Resolution 
were  carried,  let  the  news  of  the  dect^ 
sion  of  the  House  be  conveyed,  as  fast 
as  the  post  conld  carry  it,  over  the 
country.  If  the  House  were  willing 
(which  God  forbid !)  to  rescind  the 
Resolution  of  1833,  and  should  think 
it  proper  to  alter  the  standard  of  value, 
let  the  matter  be  decided  at  once,  and 
let  not  the  country  be  kept  in  suspense 
from  week  to  week  during  the  delibera- 
tions of  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  Money 
Market,  and  he  asked  what  must  be  its 
state  when,  on  such  a  day.  Exchequer  Bills 
were  at  par ;  but  was  not  this  an  argument 
to  deter  the  House  from  tampering  with 
the  monetary  system  ?  And  was  it  not  a 
proof  that  we  ought  not  too  hastily  to  adopt 
the  plan  of  submitting  a  measure  of  this 
importance  to  a  Committee  of  the  House? 
He  contended,  and  he  hoped  a  large 
majority  of  the  House  would  affirm  the 
proposition — that  nothing  could  be  so 
dangerous  as,  on  the  one  hand,  to  hold 
out  fallacious  hopes  of  relief  which  could 
not  be  realized — or,  on  the  other,  to  in- 
troduce into  the  complicated  pecuniary 
concerns  of  this  country  an  element  of 
insecnrity,  which  must  pervade  the 
whole  of  our  monetary  system— (  a 
system  which  entered  into  every  trans- 
action)—  and  which  would  tend  to  the 
almost  immediate  ruin  of  many  of  the  moit 
important  defies  of  the  oommttnity. 
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Mr.  CUw  was  convinced,  thai  a  large 
majority  of  the  Members  had  been  much 
surprised^  and  that  a  larffe  majority  of 
persons  out  of  doors  would  oe  much  more 
surprised  at  the  explanations  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Yorlsshire  had  ac- 
companied his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Clay) 
had  supposed,  when  the  notice  of  the 
Motion  w&s  given,  that  it  related  to  some 
particular  protection  to  be  given  to  agricul. 
ture ;  and  he  was  greatly  surprised,  there- 
fore, to  find  that  the  proposition  was  to 
make  an  alteration  in  the  currency,  which, 
if  productive  of  good  at  all,  might  be 
productive  of  it  to  the  whole  community ; 
but  he  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how 
it  could  be  exclusively  productive  of  good 
to  agriculture.  He  would  not  follow  the 
hon«  Member  into  his  details  respecting 
a^cnltural  distress;  but  would  confine 
himself  to  the  question,  how  the  mode  pro* 
posed  would  tend  to  the  alleviation  of  that 
distress;  and  even  on  that  point  be  had 
been  anticipated  by  the  admirable  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade*  There  were  one  or  two  small 
matters  left,  however,  to  which  he  would 
odvert.  He  must  say,  that  after  listening 
most  attentively  to  tiie  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Yorkshire,  he  had  been  uoable 
to  discover  the  precise  nature  of  its  bearing, 
or  how  the  measure  proposed  could  have  a 
beneficial  effect  on  agriculture.  If  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  merely  to  return  to  the 
old  English  silver  standaord,  and  to  coin  the 
pound  of  standard  silver  into  60s.,  the 
chanee  would  not  exceed  a-half  per  cent, 
or  about  4d*  in  the  sovereign.  He  was 
^uite  ready  to  admit,  that  he  should  prefer 
a  standard  of  silver  to  a  standard  of  gold ; 
and  that  he  thought  aa  error  had  been  com- 
mitted in  181 6,  m  not  establishing  a  silver 
standard.  If,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member 
confined  his  proposition  to  such  a  measure, 
without  committing  any  breach  of  national 
&ith  by  departing  from  the  ancient  English 
silver  standard,  ne  would  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member,  but  it  was  evident  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  intended  much  more  than 
that.  As  he  had  before  said,  a  return  to 
the  ancient  silver  stsmdard  would  not 
produce  a  change  of  more  than  1|  per  cent. 
By  the  most  accurate  calculation  ever  made 
of  the  relative  value  of  our  gold  and  silver 
coinage  prior  to  1816)  it  was  ascertained 
lliat  &e  proportion  of  fine  gold  to  fine  silver 
in  our  eobis,  was  as  1«15-H^ ;  in  other 
wordSi  that  a  given  weight  of  gold  was 
OMisidned  eonal  to  1 5iV  its  weight  of  silver, 
gy  tht  ciledrtion  of  the  FrenA  Mint  it  is 


15^,  the  differenoe  between  the  two  cal- 
culations being  -^ ;  and  it  being  generally 
understood,  that  the  French  calculation 
was  nearer  to  the  relative  value  of  the 
metals  than  any  other,  it  might  be  assumed 
that  the  proportion  of  15f  to  1  was  the 
average  of  the  market-price.  This  would  give 
a  difference  between  the  goldstandard  and 
the  old  silver  standard  of  about  3  per  cent, 
a  necessary  deduction  from  which,  for  the 
expense  of  coinage,  or  for  seignorage, 
would  reduce  this  3  per  cent  to  If  per  cent, 
or  about  4c?.  in  the  sovereign.  Again,  the 
present  value  of  standara  silver  in  the 
English  market  was  |  under  5s.  per  ounce. 
With  IQs.  lid.  therefore,  four  ounces  of 
silver  might  be  bought,  which  would, 
under  the  old  Mint  regulations,  have  been 
coined  into  dO«.  Sd. :  there  would  he,  there- 
tore,  an  apparent  difference  of  Qd*  in  tha 
sovereign  between  our  gold  and  silver 
standardr--»but  a  deduction  of  l*!  per  cant^ 
or  about  4(2.  in  the  sovereign  being  made 
(and  it  would  be  absurd  that  it  should  not 
be  made  for  seignorMje :)— by  another 
process  the  same  resuU  was  reached—* 
namely,  that  a  return  to  the  o]d  silver 
standard  would  not  occasion  a  greater 
difference  in  the  price  of  commodities  thaa 
about  4<f.,  or  at  most  5d.  in  the  sovereign* 
This  advantage  of  4»flf.  or  4|<i.  in  the  sove- 
reign, which  a  return  to  the  old  silver 
standard  would  produce,  was  the  utmost 
then,  that  could  be  attained  by  the  change; 
and  'it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  no  more  than  to 
return  to  the  ancient  standard,  but  he 
must  mean  either  to  resort  to  the  plan  of 
66s.  to  the  pound,  or  to  some  other  standard, 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  that  in  181& 
66s,  was  not  taken  as  the  standard  by  the 
Committee,  for  coin  of  that  measure  of 
value  was  considered  only  in  the  light  of 
tokens.  But  if  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
by  a  larger  amount  of  circulation  than  there 
was  at  present,  to  raise  the  price  of  com^ 
the  hon.  Member  ought  to  show,  that  there 
was  that  connexion  between  the  currency 
and  the  price  of  grain,  on  which  alone,  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Motion,  any  plan  of 
that  description  ought  to  be  based.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Member  for 
Wiltshire,  charged  him  on  a  former  evening, 
with  being  the  only  person  in  the  country 
who  did  not  know  why  it  was  that  the 
prices  of  barley  and  oats  were  not  equally 
affected  with  that  of  wheat;  and  the  hon^ 
Gentleman  informed  the  House,  that  the 
price  of  barley  and  cats  were  kept  up 
sokly  bjdeficwnt  harreite;  bat  the  uctii^ 
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t^t  almost  evex7  other  article,  and  not  barley 
and  oats  only  bad  risen  in  price.  Cotton^  for 
example,bad  risen  since  theiast  year  from  ^d• 
to  d^tf .  per  Ib.-^  rise  of  SO  per  cent  Now, 
this  rise  could  not  bave  taken  place  in  con- 
sequence of  any  diminution  of  tbe  quantity, 
because  tbe  quantity  also  bad  increased 
from  ^68,000,000  of  lbs.,  tbe  quantity  im- 
ported in  1 833,  to  308,000,000  lbs.,  im- 
ported in  1834.  Moreover,  during  tbe  last 
ftve  or  six  years,  tbe  price  of  wbeat  bad, 
as  if  purposely  to  confound  tbe  tbeory  of 
tbe  bon.  Gentleman,  made  it  a  point  not  to 
agree  with  tbe  fluctuations  of  tbe  currency. 
In  1829,  the  amount  of  tbe  Bank  curnrency 
was  ]9t70O,O0O^ ;  and  tbe  price  of  wbeat 
was  6&.  Sd.  In  1830,  tbe  Bank  currency 
bad '  increased  one-sixth  per  cent,  or  to 
20,000,000/. ,  but  tbe  price  of  wbeat  bad 
fallen  to  6^s,  3d.  In  1831,  tbe  currency 
bad  decreased  again  to  1 9^000,000/. ;  but 
the  price  of  wbeat  bad  risen  again  to  66s, 
4cf.  In  1 832,  tbe  currency  certainly  bad 
decreased  to  18,500,000/. ;  and  tbe  price  of 
wheat  was  5Ss.  Sd. ;  but  in  1833,  tbe  Bank 
circulation  increased  again  to  19>000,000/.; 
while  wheat  fell  to  5^s.  lid.  In  1834, 
the  Bank  circulation  was  18,800,000/.; 
but  tbe  price  of  wheat  bad  fallen  to  46^^. 
2c/.;  tbe  currency  of  tbe  country  banks 
also,  haying,  in  1834,  increased  500,OOOL 
The  facts,  therefore>  were  opposed  to  the  po- 
sition of  ^e  bon.  Gentleman.  Tbe  price  of 
almost  everything  but  wheat  bad  risen,  up 
to  the  present  day  ;  and  the  currency  did 
not  increase,  but  decreased  concurrently 
with  the  rise  in  the  price  of  wheat,  when 
the  price  of  that  article  rose.  In  con- 
nexion with  this  subject  he  might  allude 
to  a  memorial  that  was  presents!  to  Earl 
Grey  in  the  year  1831  from  the  ironmasters 
of  Staffordshire,  setting  forth  tbe  then  de- 
pressed state  of  that  trade.  They  repre- 
sented that  pig  iron  had  fallen  from  8/.  to 
3/.,  and  bar  iron  from  1 51.  to  5/. ;  that  the  trade 
had  practised  every  species  of  economy; 
but  tnat  still  their  profits  were  falUng-off, 
and  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  me- 
morialists, that  all  their  distresses  and  diffi- 
culties arose  from  the  attempt  that  was 
made  to  render  the  engagements  and  obli- 
gations of  the  country  convertible  by  law 
according  to  a  standard  value  of  3/.  IBs. 
for  gold.  It  was  prophesied  at  that  time 
by  the  memorialists,  and  many  others,  that 
the  prices  of  Iron  could  never  again  rise. 
Yet  before  twelve  months  had  elapsed, 
without  any  alteration  of  tbe  currency, 
piff  iron  rose  to  61. 10s,,  and  bar  iron  to  71*$ 
wt  be  believed  that  no  Gentleman  would 


deny  that  at  present  the  iron  trade  was  in  a 
most  prosperous  condition.  His  own 
opinion  was— and  he  should  set  up  bis 
prophecy  upon  the  point,  in  opposition  to  any 
of  the  other  propheaes  that  had  been  thrown 
out — that  unless  some  alteration  was  made 
in  the  Corn-laws;  tbe  effect  of  those  laws 
in  the  end  would  be  to  throw  away  all  the 
wealth  and  prosperity  of  the  countij-  Tbe 
reduction  in  tbe  value  of  the  standard  of 
currency  would  tend  undoubtedly  to  in- 
crease die  wages  of  labour  and  the  rents  of 
lands,  perhaps  10  per  cent,  but  it  was  a 
most  mistaken  notion  to  suppose,  that  it 
would  fidve  any  stimulus  to  trade.  Hume 
in  his  Essays,  said)  that  the  effect  of  a 
stimulus  of  this  nature  was  only  to  produce 
a  temporary  prosperity,  but  no  lasting 
benefit  to  a  country.  It  might  mitigate 
for  a  time  the  pressure  of  taxation,  but  it 
would  not  enable  the  Government  to  take 
off  any  taxes.  He  was  fixed  in  the  opinion, 
that  the  worst  thing  that  could  happen  in 
any  country  was  a  breach  of  faith  with  the 
national  creditor.  Such  a  measure  had 
never  been  resorted  to  even  in  the  most 
barbarous  nations,  except  under  the  pressure 
of  severe  necessity — a  case  that  could  never 
arise  in  this  country.  With  reroect  to  what 
thehon .  Member  who  introduced  this  Motion 
had  said  as  to  the  effects  of  tbe  transactions 
of  the  Bank  of  England  upon  public  credit, 
be  should  leave  that  to  be  answered  by  bis 
bon.  Friend,  the  Governor  of  the  Bank ;  but 
he  would  remark,  in  passing  the  subject,  that 
since  the  Bill  of  1819>  the  average  circu« 
lation  of  tbe  Bank  was  greater  in  propor- 
tion to  tbe  price  of  wbeat  than  it  bad  been 
before.  At  the  same  time,  if  the  bon. 
Member  for  Yorkshire  were  to  propose  a 
regulation  of  the  Bank  issues,  he  (Mr. 
Clay)  would  join  with  him.  The  bon. 
Member  concluded  by  reading  a  passage 
from  Locke,  reprobating  the  injustice  of 
causing  a  depreciation  orthe  currency. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  that  tbe  ingenious 
speech  which  they  had  heard  from  the 
nght  bon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  have  been  of  much  greater 
value  had  it  been  delivered  in  the  year 
1816  or  in  I8I9.  Nobody  thought  any* 
thing  then  about  the  robbery  that  waa 
committed  upon  the  debtor,  although  so 
much  was  now  said  about  robbing  the  cre« 
ditor.  The  poor  man  was  then  robbed 
without  remorse ;  but  now  the  rich  creditot 
must  not  be  touched.  He  denied  that  the 
present  Motion  was  calculated  or  intended 
to  depreciate  the  standard  of  value.    By 

goingback  to  a  silrer  currency  no  such  eflbeft 
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could  be  produced.  The  object  of  tbe  Mo<* 
tion  was  tviro-fold :  to  prevent  tbe  appre- 
ciation of  the  gold  standard^  which,  in  fact^ 
was  nothing  but  a  gambling  standard^  for 
as  wealth  increased  the  demand  for  gold 
increased  accordingly^  and  that  demand 
might  go  on  until  every  ounce  of 
gold  should  be  swallowed  up.  There  was 
not  so  much  gold  to  be  had  as  would  pay 
off  the  National  Debt  of  England^  while^ 
on  the  other  hand^  silver  was  to  be  had  in 
abundance.  If  a  silver  currency  were 
established  there  would  be  no  occasion  for 
the  Bank  of  England  to  keep  such  large 
stores  of  that  metal  in  its  coffers  as  it  did 
at  present  of  gold.  The  great  evil  of  a 
contracted  currency  was,  that  it  raised  the 
value  of  fixed  payments.  He  was  not 
arguing  for  a  depreciation^  but  against  an 
appreciation,  and  therefore  in  favour  of  a 
nlver  currency.  To  this  he  felt  satisfied 
they  must  come  at  last,  for  gold  would 
become  so  scarce  that  it  must  be  given  up 
as  a  general  circulating  medium.  As  to 
the  agricultural  interests,  nothing  had  been 
done  for  years  to  relieve  them,  and  they 
were  well  entitled  to  this  attempt  in 
their  favour ;  and  the  Motion,  if  for  this 
reason  alone,  should  have  his  support. 

Mr.  Richards  said,  that  it  was  with  ex. 
treme  regret  he  heard  the  opinions  expressed 
by  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  (the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade)  in  opposition  to  the 
present  Motion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  expressed  his  sympathy  for  the 
condition  of  the  agricultural  interests ;  but 
if  he  felt  this  sympathy,  why  did  he  oppose 
inquiry  P  He  expressed  his  sympathy,  but 
he  resisted  inquiry,  because,  as  he  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Yorkshire  had  laid  no 
grounds  for  his  Motion.  Who  was  it,  he 
would  ask,  that  looked  at  the  disturbances 
that  prevailed  in  the  agricultural  districts 
of  the  country — who  was  it  that  looked  at 
the  fires  in  Kent  and  other  counties,  or  who 
tiritnessed  the  misery  and  distress  of  the 
lupicultural  labourers  —  that  did  not  see 
that  there  was  ample  ground  for  the  present 
motion  ?  Surely  this  deep  distress  ought 
to  be  i^ttended  to  by  the  House.  When  he 
Came  down  to  the  House  that  evening  he 
inquired  what  was  the  cause  of  such  a  full 
attendance  of  Members  that  he  could  scarcely 
get  a  seat,  and  he  was  told  that  it  was  the 
expected  discussion  on  the  Wolverhampton 
riots.  He  had  great  deference  for  the  judg- 
ment and  discretion  of  the  House,  and 
therefore  could  not  think  of  doubting  the 
propriety  of  everything  it  did.  He  found 
that  the  inquiry  demanded  as  to  the  Wol- 


verhampton transaction  had  been  conceded, 
and  was  the  House  prepared,  he  would  ask, 
to  refuse  an  inquiry  into  the  agricultural  in- 
terests of  the  country,  applying  for  some 
relief  in  forma  pauperis  ?  Did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that  the  far- 
mers were  paying  their  rents  out  of  their 
capital?  The  landowners  had  waited 
patiently,  hoping  for  some  legislative  relief, 
but  time  and  patience  had  done  nothing 
for  them.  They  must,  if  not  reliev^ 
shortly,  retire  from  the  seats  of  their  an- 
cestors, to  make  way  for  Jews  and  jobbers.' 
Every  Committee  that  had  been  hitherto 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  dtuation  of 
the  agriculturists,  arising  'out  of  the  mea- 
sure of  1816,  had  been  bound  hand  and 
foot.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
there  was  something  wrong  in  the  educa- 
tion of  Gentlemen — as  connected  with  this 
subject.  Why  else  was  all  their  compassion 
wasted  upon  creditors,  and  none  reserved 
for  the  poor  debtors?  He  believed  that 
when  the  present  standard  was  adopted  it 
was  not  understood.  The  late  Mr.  Ricardo,' 
for  example,  who  had  supported  the  BiU  of 
1819,  upon  the  supposition  that  the  very 
utmost  effect  which  .  the  changes  product 
by  it  in  the  existing  burdens  of  the  country 
would  be  no  more  than  3{  per  cent.,  ac- 
knowledged some  time  before  his  death  to 
a  learned  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Richards),  who 
was  formerly  a  Member  of  that  House, 
that  its  effects  had  extended  to  upwards  of 
SO  per  cent.,  and  that  had  he  foreseen  such 
an  extensive  alteration  he  would  never  have 
lent  the  Measure  his  countenance.  The 
real  fact  attendant  upon  the  passing  of  that 
Bill  was,  that  it  was  wholly  prepared  and 
drawn  up  by  Mr.  Huskisson  and  Mr. 
Ricardo,  in  conjunction,  and  it  was  then 
committed  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  Peel),  whose  talents  and  eloquence 
highly  qualified  him  to  be  the  agent  and 
spokesman  on  its  behalf.  He  was  at  a  loss 
to  understand  upon  what  principle  it  was 
denied  that  any  fluctuations  or  changes 
were  now  produced  by  large  commercial 
and  influential  bodies  upon  the  circulating 
medium,  when  it  was  notorious  that  the 
Directors  of  the  Bank  of  England  daily 
afforded  people  the  broad  fact  that  they 
were  constantly  tampering  with  the  cur. 
rency  by  making  at  one  period  large  issues 
of  their  paper,  and  at  another,  and  closely 
following  epoch,  restricting  their  issues 
within  the  very  narrowest  bounds.  Nay, 
was  it  not  now  said,  that  the  recent 
fluctuations,  agitation,  and  panic  that  had 
occurred  in  the  Stock-market  were  'caused 
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.altogether  by  the  operatioDs  of  the  Banl^ 
and  was  he  not>  therefore,  justified  in  look. 
*ing  at  them  as  the  chief  instigators  of  these 
changes.    In  support  of  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  a  depreciation  of  the  currency  it 
might  be  observed  that  David  Hume  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that  a  depreciation  of 
the  currency,  although  it  might,  and  most 
probably  would,  affect  the  non.productive 
classes,  yet  would  produce  very  beneficial 
results  to  all  the  labouring  and  productive 
classes,  inasmuch,  as  while  the  price  of  pro^ 
visions  was  concomitantly  altered,  therate 
of  wages  was  very  much  raised.     The  real 
question  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  House  was,  whether  the  agriculturists 
were  not  in  a  wretched  state,  and  whether 
also  the   prospects  before  them  were  not 
much  worse  ?     If  such  was  acknowledged 
to  be  the  case,  was  it  not  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  institute  an    inquiry  into  the 
causes  of  distress  and  the  means  of  relief? 
Had  not  such  been  the  constant  practice 
of  the  House  ?     Indeed  were  they  to  re- 
fuse to  grant  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  so  important  an  agricultural  district 
as  that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
brought  forward  the  Question  represented, 
he  should  leave  the  House  in  a  state  of  the 
deepest  astonishment  that  night.    He  be- 
lieved the  House  was  much  too  honourable 
'and  disinterested  to  regard  the  deme  of 
interest  which,  taken  as  individual,  they 
'had  in  the  question  of  renta  and  prices,  oi 
j>roduce  and  labour ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
if  they  persisted  in  n^;lecting  to  institute 
an  inquiry  as  was  demanded,  he  woold 
.for  once  turn  prophet  and  dedaxe  that  the 
time  would  come  when  wheat  would  be  at 
4i^.the  bushel,  that  after  ruining  tDcoeanvely 
the  landlord,  farmer,  and  labourer,  to  the 
utter  disorganization  of  all  society,  it  would 
then  rise  to  the  cost  of  production,  and  a 
famine  would  ensue,  not  because  of  the 
.comJaws,  not   because  of  the  ports  not 
being  open,  but  because  of  the  burden  of 
those  fixed  payments  to  the  imblic  annui. 
tants  and  othm,  which  render  it  otterly 
•  imposrible  for  the  farmer  to  get  badk  the 
price  which  the  com  costs  him  in  producing 
it,  and  thus  depriving  him  of  all  stimulus 
to    grow  iL      The  question  whidi  next 
chiefly  called  for  an  inquiry  was  the  cause 
of  this  state  of  things  and  to  this  be  did 
not  hesitate  to  reply  that  it  was  entinJy 
caused  by  the  Bill  of  ISJp*  That  bill  be  re* 
peated,  had  wheXij  failed  to  aomrer  the  an- 
dcipationa  even  of  its  supporters,  and  Pro. 
.feasor  M'CuDoch,  in  bis  evidence  before  the 
Committee  wludi  aat  upon  the  solject  of 


poor  laws  for  Ireland,  had  declared  that  if 
Mr.  Ricardo  were  now  living,  he  would 
have  the  candour  to  admit  that  such  was 
the  hcL  When  the  bill  was  introduced 
in  1819t  it  was  said  that  the  alteration 
whidi  in  its  operation  the  measure  would 
efiect  would  not  be  more  than  three  or 
three  and  a  half  per  cent.  But  the  expe. 
rience  of  sabsequent  years  had  shown  that 
the  alteration  brought  about  by  the  mea- 
sure of  1819  ^ow  exceeded  30  per  cent., 
and  would,  perhaps,  reach  40  per  cent. — 
Sudi  was,  however,  the  state  of  things, 
and  in  spite  of  the  supposed  relief  to  be 
derived  horn  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  fiirmen 
of  Uiis  country  successfully  to  raise  wheat. 
That  being  so,  the  next  question  was, 
what  was  die  remedy  ?  He  mig^t  here 
enter  into  an  elaborate  view  of  the  various 
modes  by  which  to  relieve  that  distress,  but 
he  would  refrain,  because  that  was  the  pro- 
per subject  of  inquiry  before  such  a  Qns- 
mittee  as  the  present  motion  demanded.—* 
One  of  the  reasons  ur»ed  by  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  P.  Thomson),  as 
a  ground  for  refusing  the  Committee  wai^ 
that  the  Tcry  fact  £at  such  a  Committee^ 
with  such  an  object  in  view  had  been  ^ 
pointed,  woold  tend  to  Aakt  all  oonraier. 
dal  confidence,  and  woold  reduce  the  mer* 
cantile,  funded,  and  commercial  world  to  a 
state  cf  constant  alarm  and  floctuatioD«^«> 
Now  he  looked  opon  all  such  objections, 
comiuf  from  the  quarter  whence  these  pnv 
ceedeo,  to  be  so  many  cocfc-and-boll  stories^ 
to  amnse  and  divert  attention.  He  himself 
was  a  merchant,  and  he  knew  something 
of  the  Money-market,  and  he  would  there* 
fore  state  of  hia  own  knowledge,  upon  50 
years'  experience,  that  none  of  the  eHecU 
predicted  by  the  ru^t  hon.  OentletiMui 
would  ensoe  from  me  appmntment  of  the 
Committee.  If,  however,  this  fear  was  so 
great  as  to  be  unconqueralile  in  the  minda 
«  hon.  Memben,  let  the  proceedinga  of  the 
Ccanmittee  be  kept  secret  from  the  puUSe 
at  lam,  and  let  the  rcauU  of  their  laboun 
and  inqoiriea  ahnie  he  made  knotrn  when 
they  had  terminated  them.  Thai  tliera 
was  something  rotten  in  the  monetary 
system  cooU  not  he  doohted  when  it  was 
obvious  to  an,  that  the  miblie  MnnultanU 
and  the  fixed  egeditw*  m  iSut  tstmniry  an* 
joved  advanta^c^  t/¥tr  thK  prrMtiictivf?  amim, 
which  rtwU^isA  tfie  latter  wbollv  oriat/br  Uf 
apmpeu  with  ihtm.  He  na^l  ulrtmlf 
ottered  one  prn^h^j,  and  ha  wm$M,  iiuhin^ 
not  in  the  hal^t  t4  Mn%  so,  of&f  mu9i)mf, 
which  waa^  that  if  tba  yrmmi  MowWs  of 
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Crovenuoent  penbted  in  refusing  a  Coou 
mittee  of  Inquiry,  they  would  not  long  sit 
upon  tbe  benches  now  occupied  by  tbem. 
They  surely  did  not  think  that  the  countiy 
would  defer  to  their  superior  wisdom  upon 
a  point  like  the  present,  nor  could  they 
surely  think  that  they  had  been  preferred 
personally  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tarn  worth  and  his  colleagues  ?  No^  the 
causes  for  those  changes  were  to  be  found 
in  the  pressure  which  existed  throughout 
the  agricultural  classes^  and  which  made 
them  anxious  to  support  any  Government 
which  would  attena  to  and  redress  their 
grievances.  He  would  therefore,  plainly 
tell  the  Government  that  if  they  were  not 
prepared  to  brine  forward  some  distinct 
plan  for  the  relief  of  the  agricultural  dis- 
tress, they  would  not  long  keep  their  pre- 
sent places,  and  he  most  certainly  in  such 
case  hoped  to  God  they  might  not. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
take  my  share  of  any  unpopularity  that 
may  attach  to  the  refusal  of  this  Committee. 
The  hon*  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
has  made  a  strong  appeal  to  the  feelings  of 
the  House,  and  has  expatiated  on  the  dis- 
tress of  the  agricultural  interest — which 
distress  I  admit.  The  hon*  Gentleman 
also  dwells  on  the  hardships  of  a  refusal  to 
inquire  into  tbe  distress.  But,  Sir,  the 
bon.  Gentleman  knows,  as  well  as  I  do, 
that  tbe  main  object  of  this  Motion  is  not 
inquiry  into  that  distress,  but  that  the  pur- 
pose of  it-^not  avowed  in  direct  terms,  but 
in  the  escape  of  those  candid  confessions 
which  have  fallen  unawares  from  every 
speaker  in  its  favour — is  the  depreciation  of 
the  standard  of  the  currency.  By  every 
Gentleman  who  has  spoken  it  is  admitted, 
that,  try  what  remedies  you  please^  unless 
you  give  relief  to  the  productive  classes,  by 
diminishing  the  fixed  and  permanent  bur* 
dens  of  the  oountry,  through  an  alteration 
of  tbe  standard,  no  other  remedy  will  give 
relief.  What  is  the  natural  inference  to 
be  drawn  from  this  language,  but  that  de- 
preciation  is  intended?  If  I  resist  the 
granting  of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
Agricultural  Distress,  it  is  because  I  know 
that  no  eiTeotual  relief  would  result  from 
it.  We  had^  in  1832,  a  Committee  fully 
and  faurly  appointed  on  this  very  subject. 
They  directed  their  best  attention  to  the 
state  of  the  agricultural  interest.  Every 
possible  evidence  was  afibrded  to  that 
Committee.  That  evidence  received  the 
amplest  consideration,  and  the  result  was, 
that  the  Committee  tendered  their  advice 
to  the  House,  that  they  should,  above  all 


other  things,  abstain  from  interfering  witih 
the  currency  of  the  country.  Tlie  hon* 
Member  has  referred  to  the  Bill  of  ISlpy 
and  has  again  kindly  attempted  to  relieve 
me  from  the  re^nsibility  attached  to  that 
measure.  He  says  that  those  who  are  con- 
vinced of  their  errors,  ought  to  be  candid 
enough  to  admit  them.  I  do  not  deny 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman;  but 
there  can  be  no  reason  why  persons  not 
believing  themselves  in  error,  are  to  be 
called  upon  to  make  confessions  of  repent- 
ance. That  the  Bill  of  181 9  did  increase 
the  distress  of  the  country  to  a  certain  de- 
^e,  I  do  not  deny ;  but  it  was  utterly 
impossible  to  escape  from  the  evils  of  an 
inconvertible  paper  currency,  continued 
for  above  twenty  years,  without  the  inflic- 
tion of  some  pressure  and  distress  on  the 
country.  The  question  was,  whether  we 
should  submit  to  a  temporary  evil  and 
occasional  injustice,  which  a  return  to -a 
better  system  of  currency  would  at  first 
produce,  or  continue  and  persevere  in  a 
course  which  would  ultimately  lead  to  ruin  ? 
It  is  not  just  to  attribute  to  the  Act  of  I8I9 
the  whole  of  that  reduction  in  prices, 
which  has  taken  place  in  agricultural,  and, 
in  fact,  in  almost  every  other  description  of 
produce.  There  was,  certainly,  concuo* 
rently  with  the  resumption  of  cash  pay- 
ments, a  great  reduction  in  prices,  and  the 
distress  of^the  agriculturists  was,  in  part* 
aggravated  by  that  reduction.  But  a  great 
reduction  in  the  price  of  agricultund  pro., 
duce  was  inevitable,  even  ir  cash  payments 
liad  not  been  resumed.  It  must  have  fol- 
lowed the  cessation  of  that  monopoly 
which  had  been  enjoyed  by  agriculturists 
during  the  war, — the  cessation  of  that  sti- 
mulus to  agricultural  speculation,  which 
was  peculiariy  the  effect  of  a  war,  such  as 
that  in  which  this  country  was  engaged 
from  179s  to  1815.  The  return  of  peace, 
had  there  been  no  inconvertible  paper 
currency,  no  practical  depreciation  of  the 
standard  during  the  war,  must  have  mate- 
rially affected  the  agricultural  interests. 
Nearly  concurrently  with  the  return  of 
peace  the  restoration  of  the  standard  took 
place.  It  aggravated,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  pressure  which  arose  from  another 
cause  that  came  into  simultaneous  opera- 
tion ;  but  many  assigned  the  whole  effect 
to  the  restoration  of  the  standard,  and  will 
make  no  allowance  for  the  consequences  of 
the  other  and  more  powerful  agent  in  the 
reduction  of  prices,  and  in  the  disappoint- 
ment of  those  who  had  speculated  on  their 
continuance.     The    question  to-night,   is 
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not  whether  we  shall  inquire  into  agricul- 
tural distressj  hut  whether  we  shaU  now 
attempt  to  remedy  the  alleged  evils  caused 
hy  the  Bill  dl  I8I9.  The  mode  hy  which 
relief  can  be  given,  must  either  he  hy  re. 
turning  to  an  inconvertible  paper  cur»- 
tency,  or  hy  a  depreciation  of  the  standard. 
The  first  method  is  disclaimed  by  many« 
the  whole  tenor  of  whose  reasoning  is  in 
its  favour;  the  second^  if  it  were  a  just 
measure,  and  an  expedient  one,  could  only 
he  enforced,  with  any  prospect  of  advantage, 
hy  some  sudden  act  of  authority,  which 
should  leave  no  time  for  deliberation  as  to 
its  probable  results.  Under  a  perfectly 
despotic  form  of  government,  a  depreciation 
of  the  standard  may  take  place,  which,  no 
doubt,  will  inflict  iiyustice  on  all  creditors, 
hut  need  not  cause  that  utter  coufiision  in 
all  commercial  dealings,  which  would  be 
the  inevitable  result  m  depreciation  to  be 
adopted  after  long  previous  warning  of  the 
intention. to  depreciate,  and  as  the  result  of 
a  protraeted  investigation  before  a  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  j  ust 
spoken*  being  aware  of  this  evil,  say^*- 
"  let  us  have  a  Committee,  the  result  of 
which  shall  never  be  known  to  the  public*" 
There,  certainly,  can  be  no  objection  to  a 
Committee  which  is  never  to  have  a  result. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  corrects  me,  and  says 
he  means  that  the  proceedings  in  the  Com- 
mittee should  not  be  known.  But  I  say, 
that  it  is  the  expectation  of  the  result  that 
would  agitate  the  public  mind.  It  is  of  no 
use  to  conceal  the  daily  proceedings  of  the 
G;»nmittee  from  the  public,  if  you  let  them 
know  beforehand  the  end  you  have  in  view. 
If  depreciation  is  to  be  the  result  of  the 
inq,uixy,  it  is  useless  to  conceal  the  progress 
of  the  inquiry  from  the  public  If  the 
public  mind  is  led  to  expect  that,  after  three 
months'  sitting,  the  result  of  the  Com*^ 
mittee  will  be  a  depreciation  of  the  stand- 
ard, of  what  avail  will  it  be  that  the 
Committee  should  conduct  in  secret  the  in- 
quiries which  are  to  lead  to  that  result  ? 
What  would  he  the  case  of  every  debtor 
and  creditor,  if  the  public  knew  that  the 
payment    of   existing    debts    would    be 

g laced  on  a  different  footing  after  the 
ipse  of  a  given  time ;  —  that  debts 
contracted  in  one  currency  were  to  be  paid 
in  another  ?  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pect that  any  transaction  would  take  place 
in  tho  mean  time  ?  Does  he  not  know  that 
the  result  would  be  the  demand  of  eveiy 
debt  which  could  be  promptly  demanded,.-.* 
m  total  paralysis  of  commerce, — and  a  total 
cessation  of  all  dealings  on  credit?    The 


hon.  Gentleman  asks,  why  we  have  so  much 

Sity  for  the  creditor,  and  none  for  the 
ebtor?  and  argues,  in  the  same  spirit 
which  dictates  the  question,  that^  creditors 
are  generally  rich  men,  and  entitled  to  a 
smaller  share  of  indulgence.  Now,  can 
such  a  proposition  be  generally  affirmed  as 
to  creditors  throughout  the  country?  Every 
person  who  has  advanced  money  to  the  pub- 
lic, from  confidence  in  the  public  faith— 
every  one  entering  into  any  commercial 
transaction  where  money  is  not  forthwith 
paid — ^is  a  creditor ;  liable  to  be  affected  in 
the  recovery  of  a  just  demand  by  a  depre- 
ciation of  the  standard.  How  absurd  to 
class  all  creditors  together,  and  to  dlsre* 
gard  their  interests  on  the  assumption  that 
they  are  comparatively  a  rich  body  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  made  the  Motion,  em- 
ployed rather  a  curious  argument.  He 
maintains  that  the  person  who  has  specu. 
lated  in  the  purchase  of  land,  has  as  good  a 
right  to  expect  an  adequate  return,  as  he 
who  emplovs  an  equal  amount  of  capital  in 
the  public  ^unds.  But  is  not  there  a  pal- 
pable difference  between  the  two  transac- 
tions ?  The  latter  lends  a  thousand  pounds 
to  the  public,  and  the  public  credit  is 
pledged  to  him  for  the  repayment  of  his 
debt ;  in  the  case  of  the  former  it  is  a  mere 
speciJation  without  any  guarantee  a^inst 
failure  given  to  him  by  the  public.  It  shows 
a  great  confusion  of  ideas  to  place  a  mere 
pecuniary  speculation  on  the  same  footing 
with  a  positive  contract,  and  to  contend 
that  I  have  the  same  right  to  be  guaranteed 
against  loss  when  I  make  a  purchase,  as  I 
have  when  I  lend  mon^  with  a  promise  of 
repayment.  I  affirmed  that  the  express 
object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Richards) 
—of  my  hon.  Friend,  if  he  will  allow  me 
so  to  call  him) — is  a  depreciation  of  the 
currency*  My  hon.  Friend  does  not  admit 
this-^but  what  did  he  mean  when  he  said 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wiltshire  has 
thrown  greater  light  on  the  effect  of  this 
measure  than  anybody  dse  ?  Wliat  was  the 
light,  thus  thrown  by  the  Member  for  Wilt- 
s^re,  illustrating  so  clearly  the  conse- 
quences  of  his  Motion  ?  It  was  this,  that 
the  agricultural  interest  would  be  benefited, 
because  the  fixed  engagements  and  incum- 
brances of  this  country  would  he  diminished* 
But  how  could  they  be  diminished  in  this 
sense,  excepting  by  discharging  them  in  a 
depreciated  currency  ?  Well,  indeed,  may 
my  hon.  Friend  say,  that  the  Member  for 
Wilt^ire  has  stripped  the  Motion  of  its 
false  colours,  and  exhibited  it  in  iu  true 
.light*     This  propodtion,   so  far  at  cur- 
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rency  is  concerned,  directs  itself  to  one 
or  other  of  two  objects :  either  it  has  in 
view  the  correction  of  the  defects  of  the 
existing  system  of  currency  apart  from  any 
project  of  depreciation,  or  it  means  to  give 
relief  to  the  debtor  by  a  depreciation  of  the 
standard,  and  a  diminution,  pro  tanto,  of 
the  public  burthens  caused  by  the  amount 
of  the  national  debt.  Let  us  examine 
separately  each  of  these  objects,  and  submit 
each  to  the  test  of  fair  reasoning.  First, 
then,  is  there  any  defect  in  an  existing 
monetary  system  }  I  remember  it  was  pro. 
phesied,  that  if  we  returned  to  what  was 
caUed  the  antiquated  standard,  there  would 
be  an  end  of  the  commerce  of  the  country ; 
but  I  have  seen,  that  since  the  resumption 
of  that  antiquated  standard^  the  commerce 
and  manufacture  of  the  country  have  been 
carried  on  to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
at  any  former  period.  1  repeat^  that  under 
the  present  monetary  system,  there  has 
been  a  greater  amount  of  commercial  trans- 
actions—  there  has  been  more  manufac- 
turing industry  employed — a  greater  ex- 
port trade — a  greater  spirit  of  local  im. 
provement— 'than  at  any  former  period ; 
even  than  at  that  of  inconvertible 
pi^r.  I  do  not  apprehend  that  the  state 
of  our  manufactures  is  such  as  to  require 
any  change  in  the  monetary  system  of  the 
country,  and  I  cannot  conceive  what  in- 
terest Uie  agriculturist  can  have  in  lower- 
ing the  standard,  apart  from  the  considera- 
tion of  relief  from  debt  by  depreciation. 
I  am  keeping  that  matter  distinct.  It 
in  said,  indec»d,  that  all  interests  prosper 
under  a  constantly  depreciated  currency; 
and  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hume  has  been 
referred  to  in  support  of  such  a  position. 
Bui  no  sane  man  —  much  less  a  philo* 
sopher  of  the  acuteness  and  intelligence 
of  Mr.  Hume— could  ever  have  meant  to 
advocate  the  constant  and  indefinite  de. 
predation  of  the  standard.  Mr.  Hume 
was  speaking  of  the  stimulus  to  trade 
which  progressive  reduction  in  the  value 
of  the  precious  metals  would  afford,  but 
this  is  a  matter  totally  distinct  from  ac- 
tual depreciation  of  the  standard  by  au. 
thority.  If  such  depreciation  is  to  be 
indefinite,  where,  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member,  is  such  a  system  to  find  an  end  ? 
If  Parliament  were  to  make  a  declaration, 
not  only  that  the  standard  shall  be  altered 
now.  but  that  the  value  of  the  currency 
shall  be  continually  lowered  by  a  constant 
future  depreciation,  it  would  be  tantamount 
to  a  declaration,  that  there  shall  be  no 
credit,  and  no  commercial  dealing  in  this 


country.  If  paper  is  not  to  be  inconvertible^ 
and  if  there  is  to  be  no  depreciation  of  the 
standard,  what  separate  interest  can  agri« 
culture  have  in  a  change  of  the  monetary 
system— and  why  connect  the  proposal  for 
a  change  with  inquiry  into  agricultural 
distress  ?  Some  Gentlemen,  indeed,  argue, 
that  a  silver  is,  abstractedly,  preferable  to  a 
gold  standard ;  and  there  might,  possibly, 
be  some  reason  for  that  preference,  if  the 
whole  matter  were  res  integra,  and  we  had 
now  to  choose,  unfettered  by  any  previous 
choice,  between  a  gold  and  a  silver  standard. 
But  suppose  we,  had  adopted  a  silver  stand, 
ard  in  the  year  1819t  and  made  paper 
convertible  into  silver  instead  of  gold,  the 
same  pressure  and  distress  would  have  oc- 
curred as  that  which  followed  the  re. 
sumption  of  the  gold  standard.  I  see  no 
advantage  in  the  substitution  of  a  silver 
for  a  gold  standard.  It  appears  to  me 
that  at  present  our  system  of  currency  is 
as  nearly  perfect  as  it  can  be.  We  have 
gold  as  a  sole  standard,  and  we  use  silver 
coin  as  a  token.  You  coin  a  pound  of  silver 
into  66s.  instead  of  62s.  the  Mint  price,  or 
60s,  the  real  price,  at  present ;  but  you  do 
not  permit  it  to  be  a  legal  tender  far  any 
sum  above  40s.  Now,  if  we  proceed  to 
alter  the  currency,  the  first  question  would 
be,  shall  we  have  a  double  standard  of  gold 
and  silver  conjointly,  or  shall  we  simply 
alter  our  standard  from  gold  to  silver  ?  I 
cannot  see  any  advantage  derivable  from 
the  institution  of  a  double  standard,— ^you 
cannot  make  a  double  standard  without  first 
defining  the  ratio  which  is  to  exist  between 
the  nominal  values  of  the  two  metals.  To 
say  that  every  man  shall  pay  his  debt  in 
silver  or  gold,  whichever  he  might  please, 
without  defining  their  relative  value,  would 
be  absurd  and  impracticable.  We  might, 
certainly,  have  a  double  standard,  defining 
the  relative  values  of  gold  and  rilver,  and 
leaving  it  to  the  option  of  a  party  who  had 
money  to  pay,  to  make  his  payment  either 
in  gold  or  silver.  But  this  very  option 
seems  defeating  the  object  of  a  standard, 
and  introducing,  unnecessarily,  uncertainty 
into  contracts.  It  appears  to  me  a  much 
less  simple  course  than  that  of  adhering  to  a 
single  standard,  and  a  course  unaccompanied 
by  any  advantage,  countervailing  the  loss 
of  simplicity.  Gold  and  silver  seem  to 
have  some  necessary  connexion,  from  being 
so  frequently  united  in  common  parlance ; 
but  there  is  no  more  reason  that  they  should 
be  united  in  a  standard,  than  that  gold  and 
lead,  or  gold  and  copper,  should  be  so 
united.    To  unite  two  metals,  the  value  of 
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whidi  18  not  in  a  fixed  ratio^  and  cannot  be 
•—in  a  double  standard,  is  to  diminish  the 
value  and  advantage  of  a  standard*  The 
more  simple  the  standard  the  better — the 
very  name  implies  unity  and  simplicity.  It 
is  the  measure  of  value — and  why  not  have 
one  measure  of  value,  as  well  as  one  mea- 
sure of  length  or  capacity  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  take  silver  as  the 
standard,  leaving  gold  to  find  its  own  value. 
I  know  that  the  subject  is  a  dry  one,  and 
that  the  attempt  to  argue  it,  without  having 
recourse  to  any  exciting  topics  of  party  in- 
terest, must  weary  the  patience  of  the 
House — but  I  will  be  as  concise  as  possible. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  then,  is  inclined  to 
take  silver  as  the  standard,  and  to  leave  gold 
to  find  its  own  value,  in  the  same  way  as 
copper,  or  lead,  or  coin,  or  any  other  article 
of  commercial  traffic.  Now  what  does  he 
gain  by  this  for  agriculture  ?  At  what  rate 
is  silver  to  be  estimated  ?  At  the  former 
mint  rate  of  6Zs.  to  the  pound,  or  at  its 
present  value  in  the  market — namely,  about 
60#.  to  the  pound?  To  take  the  silver 
standard  at  669.  the  rate  at  which  the 
silver  token  circulates,  would  be  barefaced 
depreciation  of  the  standard,  and  certainly 
if  you  are  determined  to  depreciate  your 
currency,  the  best  and  simplest  mode  of  de. 
preciation  will  be  to  do  it  openly  and 
avowedly.  Do  not  attempt  to  cover  your 
design,  but  declare  at  once  that  the  sove. 
reign  shall  in  future  pass  for  25j.  or  30s.  or 
any  other  sum  you  prefer.  Such  a  plan 
would,  at  least,  have  this  advantage — it 
would  save  the  expense  of  calling  lu  the 
present  and  of  issuing  a  new  coinage.  And 
it  would  also  have  another  advantage — it 
would  be  doing  that  openly  and  feanessiy, 
if  not  honestly,  that  is  often  proposed  to  be 
done  under  other  pretences.  Whenever 
the  House  shall  determine  upon  a  depre. 
dation  of  the  standard  of  value — or  in  other 
words,  whenever  you  determine  that  the 
public  creditor  shall  be  defrauded,  and  that 
the  debtor  shall  not  pay  what  he  has  en- 
gaged to  pay, — depend  upon  it,  the  best 
and  simplest  mode  will  be  to  say,  that  the 
sovereign  shaU  remain  a  sovereign  in  name, 
but  that  it  shall  pass  current  for .  a  larger 
amount  than  20s.  To  adopt  66s.  for  the 
value  of  silver  as  a  standard,  because  it  has 
now  that  value  as  a  token,  would,  I  again 
repeat  it,  be  a  dear  depredation  of  the 
standard.  I  do  not,  however,  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  for  taking  66s.  as 
bis  standard  for  silver,  when  the  price  of 
silver  is  at  present  only  about  60«.  The 
sole  object  fbr  whieh  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
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fesses  to  want  his  Committee  is,  to  inquire 
whether  it  is  expedient  to  substitute  nlver 
at  60^.  or  62s.  as  a  standard,  instead  of  gold 
at  3/.  17'*  lO^d.  the  ounce.  To  estimate 
silver  as  a  standard,  at  62^.  when  its  value 
is  only  60s.  would  be  depreciation  on  a 
small  scale.  The  gain  would  be  hardly 
worth  the  odium.  If  depredation  be  dis- 
avowed altogether-*-andif  silver  be  adopted 
as  a  standard  at  its  present  market  value 
in  relation  to  gold — I  doubt  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  make  a  good  bar- 
gain, even  with  his  own  views  of  a  good 
bargain,  for  the  agriculturist.  I  doubt  it, 
because  if  the  sul^titution  of  the  standard 
took  place,  there  would  be  an  immediate 
rise  in  the  value  of  silver.  Those  who  are 
the  roost  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  181 9,  should  be  the  persons  least 
sanguine  in  their  expectations  of  great  bene- 
fits to  be  derived  from  the  substitution  at 
present  of  a  silver,  for  a  gold  standard.  If 
stiver  be  substituted  for  gold,  as  a  standard, 
there  must  be,  according  to  their  doc- 
trines, a  material  rise  m  the  price  of 
silver.  Gold  bdng  no  longer  required  for 
coin,  might  leave  the  country,  and  might  be 
depreciated  in  value, — ^for  England  would 
not  then  want  the  millions  of  gold  which 
are  now  necessary  for  its  circulation.  Silver, 
on  the  other  hand,  bdng  wanted,  instead  of 
gold,  having  been  substituted  as  the  stand- 
ard— as  the  sole  legal  tender, — England 
would  appear  in  the  market,  as  a  purchaser 
of  silver,  which  would,  therefore,  be  more 
in  demand,  and  would,  consequently,  rise  in 
price.  If  this  should  be  the  case  to  any 
extent  whatever,  where  would  be  the  re- 
lief, to  the  debtor  or  mortgager,  from  an 
alteration  in  the  standard  ?  It  may  be  said 
that  there  is  a  greater  probability  that  silver 
will  fall  in  value,  on  account  oif  increased 
production  from  the  mines,  than  that  gold 
will.  I  doubt,  however,  whether  a  refer- 
ence to  the  productiveness  of  mines,  would 
not  prove  that  gold  has  been  of  late  years 
produced,  relatively,  in  much  greater  quan- 
tities than  silver.  If  hon.  Members  will 
consult  the  works  of  Baron  Humboldt, — ^if 
they  will  advert  to  the  returns,  imperfect  as 
they  must  be,  obtained  from  our  consuls 
and  diplomatic  agents  in  South  America— 
if  they  will  look  at  the  statements  contained 
in  Mr.  Jacob's  work, — they  will  probably 
see  reason  to  doubt  whether  gold  is  not  now 
produced,  taking  into  account  the  new 
supply  from  North  America,  from  Russia, 
and  from  Siberia,  in  larger  quantities,  re 
lalively  to  8ilver,than  it  has  been  heretofore. 

I  doubt  whether  the  hon*  Memberi  if  be 
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were  to  attain  his  object  of  introducing,  not 
a  conjoint^  but  a  silver  standard,  sing^^  at 
the  present  rate  of  sUver,  would  not  find 
that  his  efforts  had  been  productive  of  more 
harm  than  good  to  the  interests  v^hich  he 
hopes  to  serve;  and  whether  he  would  not^ 
ere  long,  be  awakened  to  the  conviction 
that  he  had  made  a  worse  bargain  for  those 
of  the  agriculturists  who  are  sufifering  from 
debts  and  incumbrances^  than  that  which 
exists  at  present.     So  much  for  alteration 
of  the  standard  of  value  unconnected  with 
depreciation,     Now^  let  us  consider  it  in 
connexion  with  depreciation.    By  depre- 
ciating the  standard,  the  prices  of  all  com- 
modi  ties  would  be  raised;  the  agriculturist 
would  receive  a  greater  price  for  the  com 
which  he  has  to  sell,  but  he  will  also  have 
to  pay  a  greater  price  for  all  the  articles 
which  be  has  to  purchase  for  himself  and 
his  family;  and  thus,   the  apparent  and 
nominal  advantages  which  he  would  reap 
as  a  seller,  will  be  counterbalanced  by  the 
greater  prices  which  he  will  be  obliged  to 
pay  as  a  purchaser.     There  is,  however,  one 
point  in  which  he  would  undoubtedly  be  a 
gaioer  at  first  from  the  depreciation  of  the 
currency.    The  rate  of  labour  would,  for  a 
time, — perhaps    a  considerable    time,    be 
lower;  but  in  that  case,  who  would  be  the 
fufferer?     Who  but  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer ?     I  say,  the  sufferer  by  the  depre- 
ciation of  the  currency  is  sure  to  lie  the  la- 
bourer.    The  rate  of  wages  would  not  be 
increased  simultaneously  with  the  reduced 
value  of  money.     I  know  the  argument 
that  is  used  with  regard  to  the  general 
prosperity  which  is  to  revisit  the  land,  and 
the  demand  for  labour  which  would  be  the 
consequence  of  it :  I  know  that  the  advo« 
cates  of  depreciation  attempt  to  supply  the 
deficiency  of  their  arguments  by  the  magni- 
ficence of  their  prophecies ;  but  the  truth 
is,  the  price  of  labour  does  not  vary  so 
rapidly  as  the  price  of  commodities;  and 
depend  upon  it  that  the  first  and  chief 
sufferer  by  depreciation  of  the  currency  is 
he  who  is  supported  by  the  wages  of  manual 
labour.    All,  then,  that  the  agriculturist 
would  gain  from  depreciating  the  standard 
would  be  the  amount  of  his  savings  by  de- 
frauding the  public  creditor,  and  pinching 
the  agricultural  labourer.^  "  But,"  said  the 
hon.  Gentleman, ''  the  agricultural  interest 
has  a  claim  to  the  advantages  which  may 
arise  from  depreciating  the  currency,  and 
from  diminishing  the  pressure  of  the  public 
burthens ;  because  the  Members  of  it  con- 
tracted their  debts  in  one  currency,  and 
are  now  called  upon  to  pay  them  in  another." 


Much  has  been  said  of  the  injustice  done  to 
those  who,  having  made  their  engagementg 
in  a  depreciated,  were  called  upon  to  fulfil 
them  in  an  improved^  currency ;    and  no 
doubt  there  has  been  hardship  in  peculiar 
cases:  but  was  it  possible  to  devise  any 
just  scheme  of  general  adjustment.^     It 
clearly  is  not  fair  to  take  one  period  only 
into  account,  or  one  class  of  sufferers  firom 
fluctuations  in  the  value  of  the  currency* 
If  there  is  to  be  an  attempt  at  the  equitable 
adjustment  of  contracts,  it  must  be  on  a 
very  comprehensive  principle,  and  extend 
over  a  very  long  period.     We  hear  much  of 
the  injustice  inflicted  on  the  man  who, 
having  borrowed  money  during  the  period 
of  a  depreciated  currency,  has  been  called 
upon  to  repay  it  in  one  of  increased  value. 
But  what  say  you  to  the  case  of  those  who» 
having  lent  money  previously  to  the  year 
1797«  that  is,  previously  to  the  suspension 
of  cash  payments,  were  compelled  to  receive 
their  principal  or  their  interest  in  that  very 
currency,  the  depreciation  of  which  is  said 
to  have  been  so  great  ?    Were  not  they,  at 
least,  as  great  sufferers  as  the  others  ?  and 
can  you  open  one  of  these  accounts  for 
equitable  adjustment,  and  close  the  other? 
Tne  question  is, — '^  Can  justice  be  done* 
now,  by  altering  the  arrangement  to  whidi 
Parliament  came  in  the  year  1819?"    In 
1819?     No ;  I  have  already  said,  that  that 
arrangement  was  decided  on  by  Parliament 
in  the    year    1816.     I   repeat^    that  the 
arrangement  was,  in  reality^  made  in  181 6. 
I  do  not  mean  that  cash  jpayments  were 
legally  established  in  181D;  but  I  mean 
that,  owing  to  natural  causes,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  return  of  peace — the  cessa- 
tion of  the  stimulus  of  war — the  free  inter* 
course  in  all  commodities — and  the  improve, 
ment  in  machinery,  common  to  all  manu- 
facturing   countries  —  that    reduction   of 
prices,   and  that  contraction  of  currency, 
took  place  in  18l6,  which  are  attributed 
almost  exclusively  to  the  Act  of  I8I9.   It 
is  necessary  to  separate  the  operation  of  that 
Bill  from  these  effects,  which  were  pro- 
duced by  the  natural  causes  which  I  have 
enumerated,  and  by  the  engagement  into 
which  Parliament  had  entered,  to  revert  to 
cash  payments  on  the  conclusion  of  peace. 
Nineteen  years   have  now  elapsed  since 
18 16,  and,  with  trifling  exceptions,  all  oou*« 
tracts  now  in  existence  were  formed  under 
the  existing  system  of  currency,  and  in  full 
confidence  that  this  system  would  be  oon^ 
tinned.    Those  who  formed  them  had  not 
only  the  faith  of  ordinary  law  to  depend  on« 
but  had  also  the  knowled^  that  repeated  at- 
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tempts  were  made  in  tliis  House  to  obtain 
an  alteration  of  that  law,  and  were  as  re- 
peatedly resisted  and  refused.  The  Act 
lor  the  actual  resumption  of  cash  payments 
passed  in  I819.  In  1821,  the  House  came 
to  a  solemn  resolutiony  that  it  would  not 
consent  to  any  alteration  in  the  standard. 
In  I8269  it  repeated  that  declaration;  and, 
again,  in  1883.  What  justice,  then,  I  ask, 
would  there  be  in  now  depreciating  the 
standard,  and  in  making  aU  contracts  formed 
since  18 19  conform  to  a  depreciated  cur- 
rency? So  far  from  redressing  any  in* 
justice  inflicted  by  former  fluctuations,  how 
many  parties  are  there  who  would  be  double 
suflTerers — who  have  closed  the  transactions 
— *who  have  paid  the  debts  in  respect  to 
which  the  former  hardship  was  sustained-— 
and  have  entered  into  new  contracts,  by  the 
derangement  of  which  they  would  again 
sufier  ?  How  small  a  portion  of  the  con- 
tracts formed  before  I8I6  remain  now  un- 
fulfilled, compared  with  the  number  which 
have  been  formed  since?  In  how  many  cases, 
to  which  law  did  not  reach, — ^leases,  for  in- 
stance, and  contracts  for  fixed  payments,—* 
has  compensation  been  made  by  volun- 
tary compacts  between  the  parties  ?  What 
injustice  would  you  not  inflict  on  those 
wno  have  entered  into  contracts  on  the 
faith  of  your  acts  and  of  your  resolutions, 
solemnly  made^  and  as  solemnly  reiterated, 
if  you  now  compel  the  derangement  of 
them,  by  depreciating  the  currency  in 
which  they  were  formed  ?  For  these  oon- 
siderations,  and  without  troubling  the 
House  by  the  introduction  of  extraneous 
topics— believing  that  the  agriculturists 
have  no  real  interest  in  the  proposition, 
apart  from  a  depreciation  of  the  currency, 
and  thereby  robbing  the  public  creditor,-— 
and  feeling  it  to  be  inconsistent  with  the 
honour  and  integrity  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  lend  itself  to  any  measure  that 
would  have  that  result-^I  shall  not  permit 
the  pretext  of  a  vague  inquiry  into  agricuU 
tural  distress  to  blind  me  as  to  the  real  oIh 
jects  of  this  proposition,  which  is  neither 
more  nor  less  than,  through  a  depreciation 
of  the  standard,  to  seek  a  relief  which  would 
not,  I  believe,  be  efieotual ;  and  which,  if 
efieotual,  would,  I  am  sure,  be  dishonest 

Mr.  ffCannell  said,  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronef B  views  were  right,  an  inquiry 
ooulddo  no  harm ;  hot,  if  they  were  wrong, 
it  was  natural  that  those  who  entertained 
them  should  shrink  from  inquiry.  If  the 
House  looked  back  to  the  <»lamities  pro- 
dtteed  by  the  Bill  of  the  year  1819>  they 
would  feel  the  neoessity  of  the  inquiry  now 


caUed  fbr.  A  more  destructive  BUl^-a 
more  iniquitous  Bill  than  that  of  I8I9  had 
never  b^  introduced,  lliere  never  had 
been  a  measure  more  fatal  to  this  country 
— *there  never  had  been  a  measure  so  fatal 
to  Ireland.  From  the  year  1 797  we  had 
had  a  paper  currency,  and  all  contracts  were 
made  under  that  system.  In  18 19  an  altera 
ation  was  made.  The  right  houi  Baronet 
had  played  rather  fast  and  loose  with  dates. 
The  change  was  not  in  I8I6.  It  was  said 
that  the  persons  who  made  contracts  in  that 
currency  were  apprised,  tbat  at  one  time 
or  other  we  must  come  back  to  a  gold 
standard.  That  was  very  true;  but  had 
not  the  very  same  Parliament  declared  that 
a  guinea  in  gold  and  a  pound  note  and  a 
shilling  were  of  equal  value  ?  Therefore 
the  people  must  naturally  have  thought 
that  the  Parliament  could  have  no  motive 
in  altering  the  standard.  That  was  the 
situation  of  the  country  in  1819;  but  that 
was  not  alL  We  owed  9OO  millions  in  the 
currency  of  that  period.  There  was  no 
pressing  necessity  for  the  measure  of  1819« 
It  appeared  to  him  absolutely  as  if  con- 
cocted in  insanity,  and  for  no  ether  pur- 
pose than  to  make  a  mighty  experiment  on 
the  power  of  human  sufierine,  to  see  what 
weight  it  could  bear.  He  knew  well  tlio 
load  of  suflTering  which  that  Bill  had  oausedi 
He  remembered  persons  having  valuable 
interests  in  land  leased  to  others^  who  had 
also  interests,  and  all  were  swept  from  the 
face  of  the  land  by  the  effects  of  that  Bill 
as  by  a  plague  or  pestilence.  To  be  sure, 
Ireland  was  peculiarly  circumstanced.  It 
was  a  debtor  country.  She  felt  the  effects 
of  that  Bill  to  this  hour.  The  more  becausej 
she  being  an  agricultural  oonntryi  when 
there  was  but  a  small  price  given  fbr  agri« 
cultural  produce,  a  streater  proportion  of  it 
must  be  exported.  Thus  a  man,  instead  of 
reserving  three  pigs  out  of  six  for  his  own 
use,  was  obliged  to  send  the  whole  of  them 
out  of  the  country,  and  hence  it  ensued 
that  misery  was  brought  home  to  every 
cabin  door.  As  to  the  public  debt,  could 
it  be  denied  that  the  amount  of  that  debt 
had  been  dotibled?  And*  that  beinffthecasei 
was  it  not  clear  that  the  monied  interest 
had  a  strong  motive  for  upholding  the  pre* 
sent  system  ?  Her  however,  must  protest 
agamst  it.  The  right  hon*  Baronet  had 
said,  that  those  wholought  knds  wereipeou* 
latorsiand  that  those  w&  invested  money  la 
the  funds  were  not.  Now^  was  this  the  fact? 
Why,  those  who  lent  the  OovefnmenC 
1,000/.  expected  to  get  S,000/.  for  iti  that 
was,  those  who  puyehased  three  per  cebtsi 
M2* 


327      AgrieuUural  DUtrm^     {COMMONS}         A  SOver  Standard:        328 


at  50L  expected  to  get  100/.  instead  of  50/. 
by  employing  their  capital  in  that  way^ 
and,  therefore,  if  this  proved  anything,  it 
went  to  show,  that  the  man  who  dealt  in 
money  was  as  much  a  speculator  as  the 
man  who  dealt  in  land — that  there  was 
really  no  distinction  whatever  between 
them.  He  maintained  that  the  public 
creditor  was  as  much  a  speculator  as  the 
person  who  had  purchased  land ;  and  that, 
if  there  was  any  difference  between  them, 
the  industry  of  the  country  was  left  to 
make  good  that  difference.  But  what  was 
the  remedy  proposed  ?  Now  he  was  not 
uncandid  enough  to  deny,  that  the  remedy 
proposed  must  of  necessity  effect  a  depre- 
ciation to  a  certain  extent;  but  then,  it 
was  his  opinion  that  the  country  at  large 
would  derive  very  great  advantage  from  a 
cheap  currency.  It  was  said,  however, 
that  a  depreciation  of  the  currency  would 
prejudice  existing  contracts;  but  for  his 
part,  he  should  l£ke  to  know  how  it  could 
affect  contracts  which  were  made  in  the 
year  1819*  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said,  that  1816  was  the  period  when  paper 
and  sold  were  at  par ;  but  did  he  forget 
that  m  the  following  year,  1817i  the  issue 
of  paper  was  greater  than  in  the  previous 
year,  although  both  1817  and  1818  were 
years  of  agricultural  prosperity  ?  For  those 
three  years,  then,  he  had  a  right  to  take 
credit.  But  did  the  Government  go  back 
to  a  metallic  currency  in  1818  ?  Undoubt- 
edly they  did  not,  for  in  that  year  the  Bank 
of  England  issued  no  less  than  four  mil- 
lions of  paper,  and,  of  course,  the  currency 
was  by  that  means  increased.  Well,  then, 
in  1816  there  was  distress ;  1817  and  1818 
were  years  of  prosperity ;  but  in  1819  that 
prosperity  was  checked.  In  1821  they  had 
their  resolution  against  a  paper  currency. 
And  then  came  1826,  when  it  was  resolved 
that  they  should  go  to  a  gold  standard. 
But  he  would  ask  them  whether  there  had 
been  one  year  of  prosperity  since,  or  if 
agriculture  had  prospered  from  1826  down 
to  the  present  hour?  The  evidence  was 
dedsive  on  the  point,  and  he  would  defy 
any  man  to  deny  that  since  they  had  re. 
solved,  in  1826,  not  to  alter  the  currency, 
agricultural  distress  had  been  constantly  on 
the  increase.  •  From  that  period  to  the  pre- 
sent that  House  had  done  literally  nothing, 
and,  it  would  seem,  meant  to  do  nothing. 
To  be  sure  in  IHSS  they  passed  a  resolu- 
tion, but  what  was  the  ^ect  of  that  reso- 
lution? Why  it  was  as  much  as  to  say 
that  the  play  of  Handei  waiB  to  be  played 
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cular  desire— for  the  subject  of  the  cur- 
rency was  altogether  passed  over.  In  short 
they  had  done  nothing ;  they  had  afforded 
no  relief;  and  1835  had  come,  and  what 
was  the  result?  Why,  that  wheat  was 
from  4f.  to  4^.  6d.  the  bushel  But  was 
that,  he  should  like  to  know,  any  relief  to 
the  agricultural  interests  ?  Now  he  was 
^ad  that  this  was  not  a  party  question. 
The  Government  took  part  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite,  and  the  great  monied 
aristocracy,  and  he  regretted  it ;  but  this 
he  could  tell  them,  that  although  it  was 
not  a  party  question  in  that  House,  it  was 
considered  so  out  of  doors.  Many  a  vote 
had  been  canvassed  against  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  of  agriculture,  and  he 
must  therefore  say  that  he  was  sorry  they 
should  allow  the  monied  interest  a  species 
of  domination  which  rendered  them  unable 
to  do  as  they  would  wish ;  but  would  this 
feed  the  hungry,  or  afford  that  relief  to  the 
country  which  was  expected  at  the  hands 
of  the  present  Ministers  of  the  Crown? 
By  their  own  admission  the  agricultural 
interests  had  been  going  back  year  after 
year  for  the  last  eleven  years ;  and  in  ISSS 
that  House  went  the  length  of  declaring 
that  they  could  do  nothing  with  a  view  to 
relief,  although  they  admitted  the  distress. 
Let  them  deny  the  existence  of  distress  in 
England  if  they  pleased,  but  he  would  go 
to  Ireland,  and  show  them,  that  there,  at 
least,  distress  prevailed.  Indeed  the  fact 
with  respect  to  Ireland  could  not  be  denied; 
and,  that  being  so,  he  would  ask  if  that 
House  would  so  far  stultify  itself  as  to  re- 
peat the  declaration  of  former  years,  that  it 
would  pass  no  measure  for  the  aUeviation 
of  this  distress?  He  acknowledged  that  a 
change  in  the  present  system  would  give 
relief  to  the  debtor,  and  to  that  extent 
diminish  the  means  of  the  creditor— not, 
however,  the  mercantile  creditor — ^for  it 
could  not  operate  prejudicially  to  the  man 
who  was  both  a  buyer  and  a  seller.  On 
this  head  he  differ^  from  the  sentiments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough,  as 
he  did  upon  many  others,  and  he  must  say 
that  the  fair  way  to  take  the  inquiry  was 
as  between  debtor  and  creditor.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  there  was  something 
wrong  about  a  gold  standard — that  it  was 
injurious  in  a  variety  of  ways  besides  ren- 
dering dear  the  rate  of  exchange.  It  had 
a  sensible  effect  upon  the  productive  labour 
of  the  country ;  and  it  was  his  belief  that 
without  a  cheap  currency  productive  in- 
dustry could  not  be  put  into  such  active 
motioQ  as  would  increase  the  Vftlue  of  pro* 


d29        Agticuiftti^cU  Dis&eis —        {Jukk  1}  A' Silver  SiandarcL 


33d 


perty  to  an  extent  which  would  oompen- 
88te  for  the  loss  which  the  change  might 
produce.  In  proof  of  this  he  would  adduce 
a  familiar  illustration.  Suppose  in  the  hack 
settlements  of  America  it  were  declared 
that  no  man  should  cut  down  a  tree  except 
with  a  golden  hatchet,  what  would  he  the 
result  ?  Why,  that  little  ground  would  he 
cleared  and  brought  into  a  state  of  pro- 
ductiveness. But  suppose  another  Act 
were  passed  by  which  it  was  said  that  none 
but  good  Birmingham  steel  hatchets  should 
be  used  in  clearing  the  woods,  what  would 
the  case  be  then  ?  Why,  that  trees  would 
he  rapidly  cut  down,  and  land  brought  un- 
der cultivation,  so  that  the  man  with  the 
gold  hatchet  would  throw  it  out  of  the 
window  and  betake  himself  to  the  more 
useful  implement.  A  paper  currency  was 
designated  by  all  sorts  of  contemptuous 
epithets.  Vile  rags — worthless  assignats, 
were  the  terms  applied  to  it.  He  recol- 
lected Mr.  Canning  in  his  figurative  lan- 
guage, speaking  of  "  a  mountain  of  paper 
irrigated  with  gold  at  the  base."  He  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  would  irrigate  it  with  silver. 
He  would  have  a  metallic  currency  to  act 
as  a  check  when  the  paper  exceeded  a  pro. 
per  quantity.  It  was  impossible  to  suppose 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  in  the 
introduction  of  his  measure,  could  have 
been  influenced  by  any  other  than  a  lauda- 
ble motive.  His  fame  and  his  fortune 
were  too  intimately  bound  up  with  the 

Srosperity  of  the  country  to  suppose  that 
is  motives  could  have  been  otherwise  than 
pure.  But  the  experiment  which  he  origin- 
ated was  a  most  dangerous  one,  the  effects  of 
which  had  been  already  felt — which  were 
at '  present  in  operation,  and  which,  he 
feared,  many  would  yet  have  to  deplore. 
He  was  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  he  regretted  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  did  not.  agree  with .  him  in  the 
view  which  he  took  upon  the  subject.  He 
wished  that  they  would  even  hold  out  a 
hope  by  the  appointment  of  a  Committee, 
that  something  might  be  done  to  remedy 
the  evils  which  at  present  existed.  Then 
they  might  disregard  the  clamour  which 
had  been  raised  against  them  in  the  distant 
counties,  of  indinerence  to  the  agricultural 
distress.  What  interest  could  they  have 
except  in  the  prosperity  of  the  entire  coun- 
try ?  He  disagreed  with  the  observations 
of  the  Member  for  Knaresborough,  with 
respect  to  the  Ministry,  and  deprecated 
their  tendency. 

The  Chancelhr  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  after  the  arguments  which  had  been 


adduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite, 
there  remained,  practically  speaking,  but 
little  for  him  to  say ;  at  the  same  time  he 
must  beg,  in  the  first  instance,  to  advert  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough,  the  whole  current  of  whose 
argument  was,  that  in  all  his. Majesty's 
Ministers  did,  and  in  all  they  proposed » 
they  evinced  a  determination  to  refuse  all 
relief  to,  and  withhold  all  sympathy  from, 
the  agricultural  interest.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  mixed  up  a  variety  of  propositions, 
which  were  in  themselves  entirely  different 
and  distinct.  They  were  not  now  refusing 
any  application  for  inquiry  into  agricultursd 
distress,  with  a  view  to  its  relief;  on  the 
contrary,  the  very  same  individuals  who  ac- 
quiesced in  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
for  that. purpose,  were  now  opposing  an 
inquiry  into  the  standard,  whidi,  as  had 
been  ^ready  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin,  meant  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  a  depreciation,  for  the  purpose 
of  paying  less  than  they  had  promised  to  pay. 
That  was  the  practical  question  at  issue, 
and,  on  which  the  division  would  be  taken. 
He  must  say,  in  behalf  of  that  interest, 
with  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  con- 
nected, the  agricultural  interest,  of  which 
he  never  could  speak  but  in  terms  of  the 
highest  respect,  that  it  belonged  less  to 
them  than  to  any  other  class  to  advocate  a 
depreciation  of  the  standard,  because,  by 
reason  of  the  transactions  connected  with 
lands,  mortgages,  contracts,  family  settle- 
ments, and  on  jointures,  they  were  the  in- 
dividuals of  all  others  in  the  whole  com- 
munity who  had  to  answer  the  largest 
claims  on  account  of  fixed  engagements,  and 
in  whom,  therefore,  it  would  be  infinitely 
less  creditable  and  honourable  than  for  any 
others  to  come  forward  and  ask  for  relief 
by  depreciating  the  currency.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  referred  to  the  Resolution  of 
1833.  It  was  not  the  only  one  upon  the 
subject.  In  former  and  earlier  times,  and 
under  nearly  similar  circumstances,  the 
reign  of  King  William,  in  I696,  the  House 
of  Commons  had  the  honour  and  the 
honesty  to  come  forward  aud  to  refuse 
their  assent  to  such  a  proposition  as  the 
present,  in  the  following  Resolution : — 
"  That  the  House  would  not  alter 
the  standard  of  the  gold  and  silver 
coin  of  the  realm  in  value,  weisht,  or 
denomination."  The  same  Resolution  was 
afterwards  moved  as  an  Amendment,  on  a 
similar  proposition  by  Mr.  Huskisson ;  and 
one  to  pretty  nearly  the  same  effect  had 
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been  movfd  by  his  noble  Friend  in  ]  893. 
It  was  wid  th^t  tb«y  were  paying  tbe 
pubUc  creditor  more  than  they  h«d  con* 
tracted  to  piy.  He  denied  the  fact  abao* 
lutely.  the  ban  had  been  contracted  at  a 
period  of  the  greatest  depreciation!  and 
they  were  now  ^ying  in  gold,  at  sl  19$, 
^Qid;  and  had  it  not  been  a  special  article 
of  the  contract  with  the  public  creditor^ 
that  within  a  certain  period  after  the  re» 
storation  of  peace^  he  should  be  paid  in 
full  ?  If  the  principle  now  sought  to  be 
established  were  once  adopted^  what  was 
the  situation  in  which  he  niight  chance  to 
find  himself  placed  ?  Let  the  House  but 
once  affirm  the  prinoiple  that  they  had  a 
right  to  deal  with  these  contracts^  and  to 
pay  the  public  creditor  less  than  they  had 
contracted^  and  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  it  might  be  his  duty  to  apply  to 
that  monied  interest  which  had  been  spoken 
of  to  raiae  a  loan  with  which  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  State.  But  how  could 
England  hope  to  raise  such  a  loan  if  the 
British  Parliament  were  to  set  to  the 
nations  of  the  earth  the  example  of  violating 
her  contracts,  and  departing  from  her  most 
solemn  and  long-recognisea  engagements? 
At  what  period*  too^  were  they  caUed  upon 
to  take  this  step  ?  Why  just  at  that  time 
of  all  others  wnen  other  nations  had  been 
setting  a  better  example,  and  pursuir^;  a 
far  nobler  course  even  in  danger  and  in 


difficulties.  Portugal  herself  bad  been 
making  efforts  for  the  improvement  of  her 
currency«~*and  Americai  a  free  state,  bad 
been  making  one  of  the  greatest  and  most 
difficult  efforts  ever  made  by  a  nation  lo 
restore  the  charaeter  of  her  QurreQoy« 
Was  this  the  moment  for  England^  theftn^ 
of  all  nations  in  a  commercial  point  of 
view,  to  set  an  example  to  all  who  lived 
within  its  dominions^  and  to  the  nations  of 
the  earthj  for  the  first  time  in  her  modem 
history,  of  a  violation  of  faith }  Was  thia 
theperiixi  for  acceding  to  such  a  pvopo- 
sitiouj  when  they  bad  just  accomplished,  by 
legitimate  means»  the  reduction  of  the  in** 
terest  on  the  national  debt,  and  after  in-* 
ducing  the  public  creditor  to  keep  up  the 
value  of  the  securities,  to  turn  upon  him 
at  last,  and  by  forcible  robbery  deprive 
him  of  his  fair  and  just  remuneration^ 
Gentlemen  who  talked  about  pressure 
would  have  them  believe  that  it  rested  eiu 
dusivdy  with  the  landed  interest.  Was 
that  the  only  interest  tliat  suffered ) 
Gentlemen  connected  with  commerce  would 
tell  them  that  there  had  been  no  incon-» 
siderable  reduction  in  pro6t8  generally. 
Let  them  look  to  the  condition  even  q(  the 
public  creditor;  a  paper  he  held  in  hia 
hand  showed  that  since  the  peace  a  saving 
of  ^,355,845/.  had  been  effected  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  debt  in  the  annual  paymentsi 
The  following  was  the  paper  referred  to  :«— 


An  Account  of  the  Saving  accrued  to  the  Public  by  the  Conversion  of  Stock  from  a 

higher  to  a  lower  rate  of  Interest. 


"^I^»^^»— '^W 


■^r^»»*«^|«|»"'  I   ••••i^-^wn** 


1822. 
Capital  £5  per  Cents.j  after  dedactieg 

X2,794,ai8  dissents  , . , , 

Capital  oithe^New  Stock,  4  per  Cents., 
including  dia  bonus  of  £r,481,393... 
1826. 
Capital  £4  per  Cents.,  after  deducting 

£6,149,e46  dissents 

Capital  £$  lOf.  par  Cents.,  the  same. 

1830. 
Capital  £4  per  Cents.,  after  deducting 

£2,649,306  dissents  • . . . , 

Capiul  £3 10s.  per  Cent... .150,344,051 

Pitto    £5  per  Cent 474,374 

1834.  ' 

Capital  £4  per  Gents. 

The  same  Capital  in  £3  lOt.  per  Cents. 


Capital. 


Interest  on  the  Capital. 


At  the 

highest 

rate  of 

Interest. 


149,627,825 
157,109,218 

70,105,403 


151,021,728 

150,8189425 

10,622,911 


I 


7,481,391 


t . 


%804,216 


6,040,889 


•  • 


424|916 


At  the 

lowest 

rate  of 

Interest. 


•  • 


} 


6,284,368 


2,453>619 


"  } 

»>285,r5Q  J 
371,800 
ToTA&..£ 


Saving. 


^ 


1,197,022 


850^97 


755,110 
53,116 


-^•^•m^ 


■*• 


$mmt 


MM 


2,855,845 
■  I       ■  ■■  s 
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It  aiidit  be  fldd»  tlmt  evcoy  olher  mtereit 
vmild  derive  an  equal  benefit  from  the  re- 
duction. He  denied  that  it  oould  take  effect 
exeept  upon  fixed  engi^ements.  Again^ 
did  Gentienien  pay  the  same  interest  now 
on  mortgam  aa  they  had  done  in  pest 
timea?  Tne  hon.  Member  for  Wilt^ire 
(Mr.  Benett)  had  addressed  the  House 
upon  thia  subject.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  account  the  hon.  Member  for  WHt- 
ahiie  (Mr.  Benett),  when  he  came  freely 
to  discuss  this  measure  with  his  consti- 
tuents, would  give  them  of  the  opinion 
whidi  he  had  expressed  that  night.  What 
reply  would  he  give,  when  asked  as  to  the 
amount  of  benefit  which  he  would  receive, 
and  the  amount  which  the  agricultural 
labourers  would  obtain?  All  purchasers 
would  be  called  upon  to  pay  higher  money 
prices,  and  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  prepared  to  pay 
them  wages  of  a  greater  amount  than  he 
now  paid  ?  Every  one  knew  that  wages 
were  ibe  last  to  rise  after  an  alteration  in 
the  currency;  and  the  agricultural  labourers 
would  therefore  be  pinched  just  in  propor- 
tion to  the  extent  of  the  change.  What 
waa  the  result  of  the  depreciation  in  1797  ? 
Was  it  not  the  act,  which  of  all  other  acts, 
produced  the  greatest  agricultural  distress 
and  misery,  and  was  there  any  ground  for 
doubting  that  a  similar  depreciation  now 
would  not  be  attended  by  the  same  results? 
His  hon.  Friend  could  only  reply,  that 
those  who  had  fixed  engagements  would  be 
better  off  after,  than  tl^y  were  before,  the 
change.  But  what  oould  he  say  of  those 
who  had  no  such  engagements,  and  who 
were  only  able  to  earn  a  daily  livelihood, 
and  who,  in  eonaequenee  of  the  change, 
were  taxed  by  a  general  rise  in  the  price  of 
all  proviriona  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Doblin  (Mr.  OConnell)  had  alluded 
to  the  state  of  Ireland,  as  having  exhibited 
since  the  year  1819  great  agricultural  dis- 
tress. He  did  not  mean  to  deny  that  the 
Irish  agriculturists  had  felt  the  chance  in  a 
manner  pecniiariy  severe,  but  then  he  was 
also  bound  to  remember  that  the  agricultur- 
ist  had  now  no  war  prices,  nor  the  benefit 
of  pis^lic  contracts,  nor  any  of  those  advan- 
tages which  during  the  war  were  possessed 
mofe  than  by  any  other  class  in  the  United 
Kincdom,  by  the  Irish  fiirmers.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  refer  all  the 
exiaCing  distress  to  the  depreciation  of  the 
paper  cnrreney,  he,  in  return,  wonld  refer 
him  to  the  time  when  Ireland  had  a  paper 
cnrreDcy— a  time  wfaidi  tiie  hon.  and  learned 
Ofadeom  nraet  leooOeei  wdl^-^and  to  nU 


that  that  piper  euifeney  ptoduoed.  Eveiy 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  on  this  sulnect 
had  referred  to  the  fluctuations  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  currency,  as  the  greatest 
of  public  calamities;  they  had  alluded  to 
1797>  1816,  1819,  1822,  and  1826.  Many 
of  these  Gentlemen  had  deplored  the  la- 
mentaUe  effects  of  these  fluctuations;  and 
then  they  concluded  by  calling  on  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  the  very  step  which  must 
open  the  door  to  a  repetition  of  the  same 
fioctuations  and  the  same  effects.  More- 
over, they  would  do  this  and  unsettle  the 
whole  of  the  public  interests  without  the 
concomitance  of  any>  or  at  least  but  a  very 
slight  degree,  of  the  advantages  for  which 
former  sacrifices  were  made.  It  was  not 
to  the  year  1819>  that  they  were  justified 
in  looking  back,  it  was  to  the  year  1797> 
when  that  measure  was  passed,  which,  how- 
ever necessary  it  might  have  oeen  at  the 
time,  although  upon  that  point  there  ex- 
isted much  difference  of  opinion,  had  led  to 
the  many  subsequent  changes  and  distresses 
which  all  concurred  in  admitting  and  de- 
ploring. That  measure,  which  was  not  passed 
at  the  denre  of  the  Bank  of  England  itself, 
but  for  the  convenience  of  the  then  Govern- 
ment— vested  an  enormous  power  in  an  irre- 
sponsible body,  and  gave  them  an  unlimited 
authority  to  vary  at  their  own  will  and  plea- 
sure, all  the  contracts  of  the  country.  True 
it  was,  that  power  had  not,  according  to 
expectation,  been  abused,  an  instance  of 
moderation  which,  perhaps,  of  all  the  mira- 
cles in  modem  times  stood  forth  as  the 
greatest.  No  one  could  deny  the  distress* 
ing  consequences  of  that  measure.  Let 
them  travel  on  to  1819>  and  then  they 
viewed  the  multi|died  pressure  and  cases  of 
misery  which,  although  he  thought  much 
exaggerated  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen, 
were  yet  of  considerable  magnitude.  Wellj 
what  was  the  dedsioD?  Why,  notwith- 
standing all  your  distress  and  all  your  prea. 
sure,  you  determine  to  fulfil  your  engage^ 
ments.  And  after  this  settlement  would 
you,  in  1834,  resolve  up^  a  violation? 
Would  you  take  a  step  which,  %ough  hon. 
Gentlemen  recommended  it  by  arguments 
rekting  to  the  state  of  the  country  in  1797 
and  at  the  time  of  depreciation,  had  no 
direet  connexion  with  that  period,  it  being 
weU  known  that  ninety-nine  out  of  one 
hundred,  nay  nine  hundred  and  ninety* 
nine  out  of  one  thousand,  or  any  greater 
proportion  of  numbers,  were  not  afi^ed 
in  their  contracts  by  the  depreciation  of 
the  last  century.  On  these  grounds  he 
inwted  that  t»  prnerve  the  publio  eiedH 
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and  the  public  honour  a  strong  majority 
would  declare  their  opinion  as  to  the  neces. 
sity  of  adhering  to  the  present  standard. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  had  represented 
the  fundholders  as  the  monied  interests — a 
mistake  which^  before  he  sat  down^  he 
thought  it  fitting  to  rectify.  The  fund- 
holders  did  not  belong  to  the  great  and 
wealthy  classes^  but  to  the  middle  ranks  of 
society — as  was  evident  in  the  first  glance 
at  a  paper  showing  what  interest  the  mo- 
nied men^  or  leviathans  of  wealth,  possess- 
ed, and  what  the  middle  classes  had  in  the 
public  funds.  He  would,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  refer  to  one  paper, 
from  which  it  would  appear  how  small  a 
portion  of  this  property  was  possessed  by 
the  great  leviathans  of  wealth  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  supposed  to  be  the 
objects  of  their  exclusive  protection.  It 
was  to  the  following  effect : — 

Dividends  payable  5th    June,  1834... 
181,469  persons 
Not  exceeding    5/. .  • .  •  56,236 
Not  exceeding  10/..  •  •  .29,202 
Not  exceeding  50/.  • . .  •  63,482 

148,920 


Not  exceeding  SOl 32,549 

The  middle  classes  then,  it  appeared, 
were  the  great  proprietors  in  the  funds, 
and,  therefore,  he  had  a  right  to  tell  his 
hon.  Friend  that  if  the  object  of  the  motion 
were  efiTected  it  would  be  the  destruction 
not  of  the  large  monied  interest,  but  of 
those  whose  stake  individually  was  little, 
but  which  little  comprised  their  all.  He 
should  not  further  trespass  on  the  patience 
of  the  House,  being  mindful  of  the  pledge 
which  he  had  given  in  the  outset. 

Mr.  Gillon  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  and  the  gallery  was  deared  for 
a  division. 

Strangers  were  excluded  for  some  time. 
Mr.  Gillon  consented  to  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  addressed  the  House, 
and  read  an  extract  from  the  late  Sir  R. 
Peels  pamphlet  on  the  currency,  in  which 
the  advantage  of  an  abundant  over  a  re. 
stricted  currency,  was  pointed  out,  with  a 
view  to  the  promotion  of  national  prosper- 
ity. The  ill  effects  occasioned  by  a  di. 
minution  of  the  currency  in  1819  had  been 
foreseen,  and  it  was  justly  argued  that  dis- 
tress must  arise  from  taking  3,200,000/.  out 
of  circulation  in  the  space  of  a  single  year. 
No  country  but  this  could  have  stood  the 
shock  thus  occasioned,  and  we  were  now 
suffering  severely  from  its  effects.     He 


could  only  look  for  relief -to  an  exIeDtton 
of  the  currency,  a  measure  in  which  he. 
thought  that  the  fundholder  himself,  was 
interested,  and  by  which  he  would  ulti- 
mately benefit,  for  though  he  might  suffer 
a  temporary  loss  of  interest  and  capital, 
even  he  would  be  compensated  by  improved 
security,  and  by  the  general  improvement  of 
which  he  must  be  a  partaker.  On  these 
grounds,  as  a  benefit  to  the  agricultural 
and  other  classes  of  the  community,  he 
supported  the  Motion. 

Mr.  John  Maxwell  rose  merely  to  pro- 
test against  the  stigma  which  was  con- 
stantly applied  to  Members  who  supported 
inquiry  into  the  monetary  system.  The 
motion  was  always  narrowed  into  personal 
interests,  into  a  question  of  Gentlemen 
creditors  and  Gentlemen  debtors ;  and  the 
condition  of  24  millions  of  industrious 
persons,  whose  means  of  employment  have 
been  wrested  from  them  given  to  iiarties 
living  on  the  taxes,  is  wholly  overlooked  He 
(Mr.  Maxwell)  as  a  representative  of  those 
24  millions,  demanded  that  any  mistake 
which  had  deprived  them  of  employment, 
by  taking  away  part  of  the  means  of  their 
employers,  should  be  inquired  into,  and,  if 
possible,  rectified.  He  wished  that  no  part 
of  the  funds  which  gave  them  work  and 
bread  should  be  transferred  unjustly,  or 
from  erroneous  legislation,  to  others — more 
particularly  to  placemen,  pensioners  and 
fundholders,  who  had  no  right  to  them* 
Many  of  the  working  classes  who  had  by 
their  savings  built,  or  purchased  a  house, 
had  all  swallowed  up  by  the  increased 
value  of  money.  It  could  never  be  too 
late  to  discover  truth  and  to  do  justice,  and 
whatever  stigma  might  follow,  his  vote,  it 
should  be  given  to  an  inquiry  to  relieve 
agriculture,  by  relieving  those  who  con- 
sume, as  well  as  those  who  produce  agri- 
cultural produce. 

Mr.  Cayley :  Sir,  I  know  thai,  according 
to  the  strict  rules  of  the  House,  1  have  not 
—  as  my  motion  is,  in  fact,  an  amendment 
on  going  into  a  Committee  of  Supply — the 
right  of  reply;  1  trust,  however,  to  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  to  allow  me  to 
say  a  few  words  in  explanation.  I  have 
been  taxed  with  a  desire  to  injure  the  work- 
ing-class by  ft  rise  of  prices.  Sir,  I  repel 
the  charge  with  indignation.  If  there  be 
a  class  in  the  community  to  whom  I  wish 
well — for  whose  benefit  I  would  labour  day 
and  night — and  whom  I  seek  more  than 
another  to  benefit  by  the  measures  I  pro- 
pose— it  is  the  working-class.  What  is 
the  value  of  low  prices  to  that  dasBii  with* 
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out  empluyuieat,  and  without  wagies?  I 
challenge  inquiiy  into  their  condition  now, 
and  wben  pnoes  were  higher. 

The  Speaker :  I  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  is  exoeedinir  the  limits  of 
an  explanation. 

Mr.  Cayleyi  Then,  Sir,  since  I  am  not 
allowed  to  say  more— although  there  are 
many  points  to  which  I  should  have  wished 
to  address  myself— I  will  only  add,  in  two 
words— the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  spol;en  against  the  Motion  have  en- 
tirely misapprehended  or  perverted  its 
object.  Whatever  my  opinion  of  the 
necessities  of  the  case  may  be,  my  motion 
does  not  ask  for  a  depreciation  of  the 
standard  of  value;  and  whatever  their 
opinion  may  be  of  the  results  of  the  mea- 
sure I  propose  to  the  labouring  class,  my 
firm  conviction  is— that  that  class,  and  their 
employers,  would  be  equally  benefitted 
by  it. 

The  House  divided,  on  the  motion  :— 
Ayes  126;  Noes  2l6;  Majority  90. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Agnew,  Sir.  A. 
Allsager,  Captain 
AlstOD,  R. 
A'stley,  Sir  J. 
Atwood,  T. 
Bailey,  J. 
Barlow,  H. 
Baniavd,E.G. 
Barrow,  li.  W. 
Bell,  M. 
Benett,  J. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Brid  groan,  H. 
Bradenell,  Lord 
Bruen,  F. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Borrell,  Sir  C. 
Cbandos,  Marquess  of 
Cbetwynd,  Captain 
Gayton,  Sir  W.  R. 
Codrington,  C. 
Corbett,  T. 
Crawfoid,  W.  S. 
Crawley,  S. 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dare,  H. 

Darlington,  Earl  of 
Dillwyn,L.W. 

Dagdale,  W.  S. 
Dvncombe,  Hon.  W. 
Dundas,  R. 
DykesyF.UB. 


Eastnor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Edwards,  Col.  J. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Fellowes,  Hon.  N. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finch,  G. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
Grimston,  Hon.  £.  H. 
Hallyburton,  D.  G. 
Handley,  H. 
Hanmer,  Col.  H. 
Hanroer,Sir  J. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Heathcote,  R.  E. 
Hector,  C. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hindley,  C. 
Holland,  E. 
Holdsworth,  T. 
Irton,  S. 
Jones,  W. 
Kelly,  F. 
Knigbt,  G. 
Locke,  W. 
Long,  W. 
Lewis,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  B. 
Maxwell,  J. 
M'Cance.  J. 
M'Lean,  D. 
i,W. 


Neeld,  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
0*ConneU,  D. 
Owen,  H. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parrott,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pelham,  J.  C. 
Pelham,  Hon.  C.  A. 
Pigot,  R. 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Plumptre,  J. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Praed,  J.  B. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pryme,  G. 
Pusey,  P. 
Richards,  J. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rusbbrook,  R. 
Ruthven,  £. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  Sir  £. 
Scourficld,  W.  H. 
Sheldon,  E. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 


Smith,  A. 
Stanley,  E. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trevor,  Hon.  A. 
Tuft,  C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Tamer,  T.  F. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  R. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Wallace,  R. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Weyland,  Major  R. 
Wilks,  J. 
Wilkins,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilmot,  Sir  £. 
Winnington,  H.  J. 
Wodebouse,  E. 
Yorke,  £. 
Young,  Sir  W.  L. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLBBS. 

Cayley,  E.  S. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 


Paired  Off. 


voa. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R. 
Duffield,  T. 
Euston,  Earl  of 
Fitzroy,  I/>rd  C. 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Foley,  E. 

Grimston,  Viscount 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Scholetield,  J. 
Sinclair,  G. 


AOAIHST. 

Ainsworth,  P. 
BuUer,  E. 
Clements,  Viscount 
Denistoun,  A. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kerry,  Earl  of 
North,  F. 
Paget,  Captain 
Pojrnti,  W.  S. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  S. 
Thomson,  P.  B. 
Westenra,  Hon.  H. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 


HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday 9  June  2,  1835. 

Mnnnrn.]  PMttioiif  praMitiid.  Bf  thaDukeoTRorLAirB, 
ftom  mwmal  PImci  ia  UAomUnhtn,  tmc  RaUeT  to  the 
AcricultUTsl  Intereit.— By  the  Duke  of  Sutmmlaits* 
tram  Gotopie  end  Loth,  tat  fttrther  Aceommodettoa  la 
Seolgi  ChnnhM^  end  ibf  PlioCMtioB  to  Che  Cbimh  ot 
Seotlend. 

FoBBioM  Apfair8-»Spain.^  The  Mar. 
quesB  of  Londonderry  wished  to  repeat  the 
question  he  had  put  last  nig^t,  and  whidi 
the  noble  Viscount  had  promised  this  night 
to  answer. 

Viscount  Melbourne  sud,  that  there  had 
been  one  vessel  repaired  in  the  doduyards 
of  his  Majesty.  The  vessel  was  now  called 
the  Isabella  2nd,  and  the  repairs  cost  the 
sum  of  1,943/.,  to  be  defrayed  by  the 
Spanish  govemnient.  There  we^e  also  miis« 
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kets  and  stofes  of  rarious  sorts,  amoniit- 
^iog  in  value  to  about  200,000/.  As  to  the 
qoestiona  by  whom  and  when  these  were 
to  be  paid  for«  he  said^  that  these  expenses 
were  also  to  be  defrayed  by  the  Spanish 
government ;  but  it  appeared^  from  an  in. 
struction  sent  out  by  the  noUe  Duke  oppo- 
site, to  Mr.  ViUien,  on  the  10th  of  Manh, 
1855,  it  had  been  intimated  to  the  Spanish 
govemmenty  that  the  British  Government 
would  not  press  for  the  immediate  payment 
of  the  demand. 

The  Duke  of  Wellingian  said,  that  the 
Noble  Marquess  had  thought  proper  to  put 
the  questions  which  had  been  put  Had 
his  noble  Friend  given  notice  to  him,  which 
was  the  ordinary  Parliamentary  course  in 
these  matters,  and  which  he  recommended 
his  noUe  Friend  to  pursue  in  future,  he 
should  have  attended  in  his  place  and  given 
an  answer  to  that  part  of  the  question  which 
related  to  the  share  he  had  had  in  that 
transaction.  It  was  true  that  it  had  been 
intimated  to  the  Spanish  government  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  this  Govern- 
ment to  preas  immediately  for  payment 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderrj^  adhered 
to  the  opinion  he  had  before  expressed  on 
the  subject.  As  to  the  recommendation  of 
his  noble  Friend,  he  certainly  had  not  in- 
timated to  his  noble  Friend  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  put  the  question;  be  should 
take  care,  on  a  future  occasion  to  do  so. 

Resiohation  of  ths  Mabqussb  of 
WELLESLinr.]  The  Marquess  of  Londoru 
derry  said,  tmtt  seeing  the  noble  Marquess 
(WeUesley)  in  his  place,  he  wished  to  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  of  sayhig  a  few 
words  on  a  subject  which  had  created  a 
considerable  degree  of  interest.  He  should 
have  been  satisfied  to  allow  the  matter  to 
rest  as  it  stood  upon  the  last  conversation, 
uawilUn^  •»  ko  w«i  to  ranew  the  snl^ect, 
being  as  it  was  a  matter  of  great  delioMy, 
on  account  of  its  being  connected  with  the 
honour  of  aniUurtriolM  peraooage  ;  but  when 
he  saw  that  it  had  been  made  the  Bab}eot 
of  observations  in  the  press— not  in  the  low, 
degraded  portions  of  the  press,  but  in  the 
rMpectaliio  portion  of  it— in  two  piqpers 
known  to  be  eonneeted  with  the  Govern- 
ment, he  meant  Tke  Globe  and  The  Morn^ 
ing  CArontc/!?— «nd  when  he  saw  in  them 
that  it  was  represented  that  the  iQnstrious 
pemnBge  near  him  {too  Duke  oT  Cumber* 
land^  had  made  statements  or  drawn  in- 
ferenoei  wfaidi  were  not  founded  in  fact, 
fao  coidd  Boa  aOoiv  such  representations  as 
piBnflf  hcMnvli^be  pMod  orer  without 


I  Ktving  them  a  complete  eontvadietien.  Ho 
Sad  uie  satisfaction  to  state,  that  in  ooii* 
sequence  of  what  had  occurred,  a  corra- 
roondence  had  taken  place,  and  this  was 
the  position  in  which  things  now  stood. 
The  letters  were  now  in  his  possession, 
showing  that  there  was  nothing  for  the 
illustrious  Duke  to  unsay,  and  that  what 
he  had  said,  and  what  had  been  vepr^ 
sented  by  the  illnstrious  Duke  was  fully 
borne  out  In  this  position  he  was  petw 
fectly  disposed  to  leave  the  matter.  These 
letters  and  documents  were  now  in  his  pos- 
session ;  he  had  no  wish  to  press  the  matter 
further,  but  he  thought  it  right  to  the 
character  of  the  illustrious  Duke  that  it 
should  be  freed  from  the  smallest  unpula- 
tion,  such  as  that  he  could  have  refnresented 
any  circumstance,  or  stated  any  mattera 
which  were  not  founded  on  positive  data 
and  well-proved  facts.  The  correspondegoe 
was  so  satisfactory  that  it  could  not  be  dis« 
puted.  He  repeated  tliat  he  should  not 
press  it  furth^;  but  if  the  noble  .Viseount 
opposite  was  not  satisfied,  he  might  call  for 
the  correspondence,  and  so  might  the  noble 
Marquess  if  he  had  any  desire  to  have  the 
matter  further  discussed. 

Viscount  Melbourne  had  no  wiah  what- 
ever to  call  for  the  correspondence. 

The  Marquess  WeUesley :  Nor  have  L 


Church  of  Ireland— Dowm  Pvti« 
TiON.  ]  The  Marquess  of  Londonderry 
said,  that  he  had  a  Petition  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  particular  attention  of 
their  Lordships,  for  he  felt  the  deepest  in- 
terest in  it  In  his  opinion,  the  present 
was  one  of  the  moat  important  petitions 
which  had  ever  been  presented.  It  was 
one  of  the  most  essential  and  acreeafale 
duties  of  a  Member  of  either  I&use  of 
Parliament  to  present  petitions  from  his 
feUow-subjects  on  great  constitutional  ques- 
tions. It  was  highly  gratifying  to  him 
that  tUs  petition  had  been  plaoed  in  his 
hands.  It  waa  a  compensation  to  him 'for 
any  Httle  disappointment  or  mortificatuia 
that  he  might  have  met  with  in  hia  politi- 
cal career,  when  be  saw  so  large  a  body  of 
his  countrymen  and  townsmen  pbce  ao 
much  confidence  in  him.  There  were  some 
strong  circumstances  connected  with  his 
presenting  this  petition,  and  circumstances 
which  bOTe  stronely  on  the  condition  of 
the  BonsQ  Cathwcs  of  Ireland— namely, 
that  this  petition  was  not  presented  by  an 
Orangeman  nor  a  party  Chttffhmaa,  hut 
by  a  man  who,  from  the  earliest  petiod  of 
his  politicftl  life,  M  le«n  the  steady  ftM( 
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of  the  Ettm  CaUwIioi;  aotlmtdiof  miglit 
aee  that  the  gnat  body  of  Irish  Protestaiita 
of  the  north  bad  intnisttd  their  petitioa  to 
the  handa  of  an  impartial  man.  The  peti- 
tion expreased  the  apprehenaionB  of  the 
Proteitants  of  Ireland  as  to  the  increased 
and  the  dangerous  influence  of  certain 
popular  leaders,  and  their  conviction  that 
every  oonoession  made  to  the  Catholics 
would  but  kad  them  on  to  make  ftesh  de- 
mands. The  first  and  most  important  sig- 
nature to  the  requisition  to  the  High 
Sheriff  was  that  of  the  Marquess  of  Down*, 
shire,  who  had  assisted  in  cairying  the 
measure  in  favour  of  the  Roman  Catholics; 
but  when  he  found  that  these  mischiefs 
were  arising,  and  this  danger  coming  to 
the  Church,  he  stepped  forward  in  the 
moat  manly  way  ana  said,  that  thus  far 
he  had  gone,  but  that  he  would  go  no 
farther;  and  when  he  saw  that  the  Pro^ 
teatant  reliffion,  and  Protestant  interests, 
and  their  Protestant  homes,  were  struck 
at,  he  must  come  forward  to  protect  them. 
For  these  reasons  that  noble  Marquess  had 
taken  the  same  step  as  the  noble  Duke  on 
the  cross  benches  (die  Duke  of  Richmond), 
and  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ripon), 
whmn  he  did  not  then  see  in  his  place,  and 
had  separated  himself  from  the  Whigs. 
The  petition,  and  the  conduct  of  the  noble 
Marquess  with  respect  to  it,  had  produced 
a  most  extraordinary  effect.  A  letter  had 
been  written  to  the  then  Lord-lieutenant, 
violently  censuring  the  conduct  of  the 
noUe  Marquess,  and  caUing  on  the  Lord* 
lieutenant  to  remove  him  from  his  situation 
as  Lord-lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Down. 
The  tone  and  matter  of  the  letter  wece  so 
dictatorial  that  it  assumed  completely  a 
lone  of  despotism^  and  it  asked  the  Lord« 
lieutenant  the  questkm,  whether,  by  per* 
mitting  Lord  Downshire  to  retain  an  office 
of  so  much  confidence,  to  which  duties  so 
important  were  attached,  he  and  his  as- 
sociates were  not  exposing  themsdves  to 
the  resentment  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people^  OB  whom  Parliamentary  Reform 
had  made  them  dependant,  by  whom  the 
majority  of  the  Representatives  was  ie« 
tuTBed>  and  who  were,  therefore,  armed 
with  full  power  to  carry  their  wishes  into 
efibct— thaft  they  had  not  now  the  choiee  of 
abiding  or  not  the  consequences  of  this  new 
imnei{«0  in  the  Government,  for  it  must 
mfloence  their  regokdons,  and  from  the 
operation  of  vvhich  it  was  not  in  tiieir 
power  to  withdraw.  Such  were  the  terms 
of  Mr.  Shell's  letter  to  the  Lord-Beutenant 
•flielaiid.  The  LoBd-lieiileiiaiil,  notwith- 


standing  dliis  letter,  iUt  the  impronriety  of 
removing  the  noble  Mucqfuess,  ana  ho  iras 
not  removed.  The  next  vengeance  of  Mr. 
Shell  was  directed  against  ue  humble  in* 
dividual  who  now  addressed  them.  In  that 
matter  he  had  been  more  fortunate  than  in 
the  other;  but  for  himself  he  must  say, 
that  the  praise  and  condemnation  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  alike  to  him.  What 
was  it  that  was  alleged  against  him  ?  That 
he  was  the  orator  of  an  Orange  mob,  and, 
therefore,  unfit  to  be  trusted  with  an  im« 
portent  post  in  the  King's  service;  and  all 
this  was  represented  of  him  merely  for  the 
part  he  humbly  but  conscientiously  took  on 
the  subject  of  the  maintenance  oi  out  in- 
stitutions. The  second  signature  to  this 
petition  was  that  of  Colonel  Ford.  This 
was  a  matter  of  considerable  importance ; 
for,  on  a  former  occasion,  the  noble  £ari^ 
then  at  the  head  of  the  Oovemment  (£arl 
Grey)  had  laid  much  stress  on  the  fact 
that  Colonel  Ford's  name  was  attached  to 
a  petition,  observing  that  Colonel  Fovd  was 
a  Reformer.  That  fact  proved  that  even 
Reformers  joined  those  who  stood  up  for 
the  preservation  of  the  Establishment. 
Colonel  Ford  was  one  of  the  best  land, 
lords,  and  the  man  most  looked  up  to  in 
the  county,  and  his  signature,  therefore, 
was  a  strong  point  in  favour  of  the  petition. 
Great  efforts  had  been  made  to  run  down 
the  meeting,  and  it  had  often  been  said, 
the  landlords  had  driven  their  tenants  to  it 
like  sheep.  This  was  not  true,  and  ha 
wished  to  God  that  all  Ireland  could  pro* 
duce  such  an  exhibition  as  the  coun^  of 
Down  on  that  occasion.  The  tenantry 
followed  their  landlords  willingly,  and  there 
was  no  such  affection  entertained  far  the 
landlords  by  the  tenantry  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  as  there  was  in  the  county  Down. 
It  would  be  a  proud  day  for  Ireland  did 
sQch  affectionate  feelings  and  attachment 
exist  betvreen  landlords  and  their  tenantry 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  as  had  been  shown 
in  that  county  on  that  occasion*  They  hail 
no  banners,  no  mottos,  no  ooloors,  no  tunes^ 
no  exciting  tunes,  suclk  as  they  had  leeeutse 
to  on  a  recent  oecaakm.  He  vrished  it  had 
been  the  same  on  an  oecasMm  of  mhaA  Ae 
noble  Viscount  opporile  had  not  yet  given 
an  explanation.  He  must  take  that  op* 
portunity  of  telling  the  noble  Lord,  tlwl 
that  was  hia  sincere  opinion;  and  ho 
shouldalso  take  theopportunityef  expesMig 
his  hope  that  Us  nome  Friend  would  use 
all  his  inllaence  amongst  the  piotnstante  of 
Ireknd,  that  they  vogtA  not  mort  to  tim 
UMofbaonen  andiBoilea  in  Jvfy 
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tlwt  thef  might  not  take  a  leaf  out  of  tihe. 
dissraceful  book  of  their  opponents*  The 
yiclent  threats  of  the  noUe  Viscount  oppo- 
site would  not  hinder  them  from  8odoing,but 
he  trusted  that  the  influence  of  his  noble 
Friend  would  be  powerful  enough  to  pruu 
4uoe  such  an  effect  Looking  at  the  state 
of  Ireland  generally,  he  could  not  but  be 
surprised  that  the  noble  Viscount  should 
aUow  so  much  influence  to  a  certain  indi- 
viduaL  He  remembered  a  speech  made  by 
a  noble  Lord  then  at  the  head  of  the 
Government^  in  which  it  was  said  that  a 
noble  Marquess,  who  had  pacified  India, 
was  to  go  over  and  tranquillize  Ireland. 
They  had  all  formed  the  highest  antici- 
pations at  the  appointment  of  the  noble 
Maxquess,  but  the  system  he  had  pursued 
was  not  such  as  to  produce  that  effect.  He 
save  the  noble  Marquess  credit,  however, 
for  many  valuable  anid  important  improve, 
ments  which  had  occurred  during  his 
administration*  Among  these  were  the 
establishment  of  the  constabulary  force 
and  petty  sessions ;  and  had  he  remained 
there,  it  would  have  been  more  satisfactory 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  than  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  who  was  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland.  The  noble  Viscount 
had  asked  him  a  few  days  ago  why  he  had 
not  presented  this  petition,  which  had  been 
agreed  on  six  months  since,  at  an  earlier 
period.  He  was  too  frank  not  to  tell  the 
noUe  Lord  that  he  had  a  motive  in  doing 
so,  and  that  was  to  let  Ireland  and  this 
country  see  what  he  conceived  to  be  the 
most  unnatural  coalition  between  the  noUe 
Viscount  and  the  faction  which  now 
governed  Ireland.  That  was  the  object  of 
the  petition  when  the  noble  Viscount  was 
at  the  head  of  a  former  Government  Part 
of  the  object  had  been  gained  immediately 
after  the  petition  was  agreed  to,  for  the 
noUe  Viscount  was  dethroned  from  his 
place  as  Minister  and  another  was  appoint- 
ed in  his  stead.  He  did  not  present  the 
petition  during  the  existence  of  that  Mi- 
nistry, because  he  did  not  think  that  he 
was  called  on  to  embarrass  that  Govern- 
ment by  a  discussion  of  this  sort,  for  he 
believed  that  that  Government  had  given 
confidence  to  the  Protestants  of  Irdand. 
If  the  noble  Viscount  doubted  him  in  that 
lespeqt  QLord  MeUnmrnez  ''Oh,  not  in 
the  leastr]  He  would  prove  the  truth  of 
what  he  asserted;  but  when  he  saw  the 
noble  Viscount  in  office  again  not  only 
with  a  Government  as  bad  as  before,  but 
infinitely  worse,  he  thought  himself  bound 
tO'Onme  forwaid  and  pxesent  it    Not  only 


did  the  law  appointments  of  Ireland  show 
the  influence  of  that  person,  but  be  (  Mr. 
O'Connell)  spoke  as  if  from  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  said  ''we**  will  do  this,  and 
"we"  will  do  that.  It  was  not  possible, 
tlierefore,  to  disconnect  the  noble  Viscount 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  from  Mr. 
0*Connell — ^they  were  one  and  the  same. 
His  Government  existed  on  the  breath  of 
Mr.  O'Connell ;  to-morrow,  if  that  hon. 
Member  pleased  to  desert  the  noble  Vis- 
count's Government,  the  noble  Viscount 
must  resign  the  Seals.  The  whole  coun- 
try knew  that,  if  the  noble  Viscount  did 
not.  Did  the  noble  Viscount  recollect  the 
King's  speech  in  ISSi-,  and  could  he  recon- 
cile his  conduct  to  the  sentiments  then 
expressed  ?  Let  the  noble  Viscount  look 
to  the  latter  part  of  his  Majesty's  gracious 
speech  on  that  occasion.  His  Majesty  was 
made  thus  to  express  himself: — "To  the 
practices  which  have  been  used  to  produce 
disaffection  to  the  State,  and  mutual  dis- 
trust and  animosity  between  the  people  of 
the  two  countries,  is  chiefly  to  be  attributed 
the  spirit  of  insubordination,  which  though 
for  the  present  in  a  great  degree  controlled 
by  the  power  of  the  law,  has  been  but  too 
perceptible  in  many  instances.  To  none 
more  than  to  the  deluded  instruments  of 
the  agitation  thus  perniciously  excited  is 
the  continuance  of  such  a  spirit  productive 
of  the  most  ruinous  consequences;  and  the 
united- and  vigorous  exertions  of  the  loyal 
and  well-affected  in  aid  of  the  Government 
are  imperiously  required,  to  put  an  end 
to  a  system  of  excitement  and  violence 
which,  while  it  continues,  is  destructive  of 
the  peace  of  society,  and,  if  successful,  must 
inevitably  prove  fatal  to  the  power  and 
safety  of  the  United  Kingdom."  He  would 
ask  the  noble  Viscount  to  answer  him  this 
question<^whether  this  passage  did  not 
refer  to  Mr.  O'Connell  ?  If  it  did,  then 
he.  wished  to  know  whether  the  noble 
Viscount  had  now  the  same  opinion  as  at 
that  time  of  Mr.  O'ConneU  and  his — he 
was  going  to  say  tail,  but  he  would  say  Mr. 
O'ConneU  and  his  suite.  He  would  not 
say  tail,  because  he  understood  that  that 
word  was  thought  to  be  offensive,  though 
he  should  have  thought  that  he  would  have 
been  proud  of  having  a  tail.  He  believed 
it  was  said  without  offence,  that  Lord 
Stanley  had  a  tail ;  but  as  that  expressbn 
was  oljected  to,  he  should  not  use  it,  and 
he  was  sincerely  sorry  if  he  had  used  any 
expression  that  was  offensive.  He  had 
chanced  casually  to  cast  his  eyes  over  some 
of  Mr*  O'Connell's  speeches;  he  did  not 
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speechesy  and  he  had  refreshed  his  memory 
with  reading  them^  in  order  to  tell  the 
noble  Viscount  how  that  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of  him  with  whom  he  was  now 
united^  and  was  carrying  on  the  same 
Government.  Mr.  O'Connell  had  said, 
"In  plain  truth.  Lord  Melbourne  is  in- 
competent to  the  office  he  holds,  and  it  is 
lamentable  to  think  that  the  destinies  of 
Ireland  have  been  intrusted  to  such  a 
person.  Of  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
Mr.  O'Connell  had  said — "His  hostility  to 
Ireland  is  the  more  active  and  persevering, 
as  he  is  bound  by  every  tie  to  entertain  dif- 
ferent sentiments  towards  her."  Of  Lord 
Brougham— no,  he  would  not  say  one  word 
of  what  Mr.  O'Connell  had  said  of  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  of  whose  extraordi" 
nary  talents  the  noble  Viscount  had  not 
availed  himself  in  the  formation  of  his 
Government,  but  had  rather  made  an  oUa 
podfida  of  the  Chancellorship  in  a  way 
that  nobody  could  understand.  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell had  not  spared  the  noble  Viscount  at 
the  head  of  the  Woods  and  forests.  He 
said  "The  people  may  despair  of  Lord 
Duncannon  and  the  Whigs  ever  doing  any 
thing  in  accordance  with  common  sense. 
Their  whole  career  is  marked  by  drivelling 
fatuity  and  disgraceful  folly."  Such  were 
Mr.  O'Connell's  opinion  of  the  Ministry. 
The  noble  Viscount  came  down  on  the  fint 
day  of  the  session,  and  told  their  Lord- 
ships that  he  had  no  connexion  with  Mr. 
O'Connell,  and  that  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther that  learned  person  was  supporting 
him  or  not  But  at  the  very  moment  the 
noble  Viscount  was  making  this  assertion 
in  this  House,  two  writs  were  being  moved 
for  in  another  place  on  the  appointment  of 
the  Attorney  and  Solicitor- General  for 
Ireland,  and  Mr.  O'Connell  was  universally 
declaring,  that  although  he  himself  had 
no  office  under  Government,  yet  he  had 
the  law  appointments  in  his  pocket  He 
(the  noble  Marquess)  had  heard  and  be- 
lieved that  all  die  law  appointments  in 
Ireland  were  under  the  directions  of  Mr. 
O'Connell.  Noble  Lords  opposite  might 
cheer,  but  he  still  believed  that  to  be  the 
fact  He  could  assure  their  Lordships  that 
he  had  received  letters  from  persons  in  Ire- 
land, expressive  of  the  greatest  apprehen- 
sion in  ccmsequence  of  the  influence  exer- 
cised by  Mr.  O'Connell  over  the  Govern, 
ment  of  that  country,  and  who  declared 
(  what  was  perfectly  true)  that  the  position 
of  that  Gentleman  behind  the  scenes  was 
more  fat«l  to  Ireland  than  if  be  bad  been 
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Attorney-General.  The  noble  Marquess 
then  read  a  letter  from  an  individual  whom 
he  described  as  possessing  the  very  best  in- 
formation of  the  state  of  the  public  feeling 
in  Ireland.  The  writer  stated—"  That 
since  the  change  of  Government,  afikirs 
had  been  materially,  and  for  the  Protest- 
ants in  that  country,  ruinously  altered ;  and 
that  he  saw  much  greater  ground  to  fear 
the  result  of  the  secret  influence  which 
Mr.  O'Connell  possessed,  and  would  most 
assuredly  exercise,  than  he  did  the  effects 
of  the  direct  acts  of  the  Legislature  itself. 
Every  office  would  be  flUed  by  his  no- 
minees. The  judgment  seat  and  the  con- 
stabulary force  would  also  be  filled  from 
his  ranks.  This  was  no  exaggerated  pic- 
ture. The  question  of  the  mfetture  of 
estates  was  already  openly  discussed,  and 
was  brought  more  prominently  before  the 
public  than  it  had  ever  yet  been  in  the 
whole  History  of  Ireland."  Noble  Lords 
might  deceive  themselves,  but  he  had  done 
nothing  more  than  state  what  was  the  im- 
pression on  the  minds  of  a  great  portion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  would  ask  if 
there  had  not  been  a  palpable  influence 
exercised  upon  the  noble  Viscount  at  the 
head  of  his  Majesty's  Government  by  Mr. 
O'Connell  as  r^aided  Ireland?  He 
would  tell  the  nome  Viscount  that  there 
had  been.  This  was  his  conscientious  be. 
lief,  and  it  was  this  which  had  induced 
him  to  state  so  much  to  their  Lordships  as 
he  had  done.  Some  very  severe  animad- 
versions had  been  made  on  some  Members 
of  their  Ixirdships'  House  by  Mr.  O'Connell 
in  another  place.  It  happened  to  him 
(the  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  to  be  well 
acquainted  with  a  certain  event  that  had 
occurred  in  Ireland  between  a  relation  of 
his  own  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin. 
He  was  perfectly  aware  that  as  that  hon. 
Member  had  taken  his  line,  any  measure 
of  the  nature  of  that  to  which  he  alluded 
was  unnecessary  to  be  pressed  upon  him. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  had  clothed 
himself  with  the  garb  of  a  miserable  im- 
punity, and  had  placed  himself  in  a  situa- 
tion which  all  others  who  ranked  in  society 
as  gentlemen  were  separated  from,  those 
who  came  under  the  lash  of  his  animadver- 
sions must  bear  it  as  they  could  and  must 
let  it  pass  as  the  idle  wind  which  they 
regard  not.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
not  only  attacked  the  living,  but  those  who 
were  gone  equally  fell  under  the  wanton 
lash  of  that  person.  He  (the  noble  Mar- 
quess) did  not  allude  to  what  had  been  said 
of  a  laoi^nted  t«bitive  of  bis  own,  but  tbo 
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odier  dty  Mr.  Alessncler's  name  was  most 
wantonly  brought  forward  by  Mr.  O'Con* 
nell.  If  that  bon.  Gentleman^  when  using 
that  great  magical  word  Reform^  would  en. 
deavour  to  r^orm  himsdf  a  little,  it  would 
not  only  be  more  beneficial  to  Ireland^  but 
to  bimselfj  for  he  and  all  Irishmen  would 
then  respect  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
much  more  than  at  present.  The  hon. 
Member  would  fill  a  far  higher  place  in 
his  country's  esteem.  The  noble  Marquess 
concluded  by  presenting  the  petition. 

Viscount  Melbourne:  My  Lords,  the 
observations  which  have  been  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  will  not  render  it  necessary  for 
me  to  trouble  your  Lordships  at  any  great 
length*  From  the  beginning  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speech,  I  was  in  hopes  of  being  able 
to  bear  testimony  to  the  great  prudence 
and  discretion  which  he  manifested,  but  in 
the  conclusion  of  it  he  relapsed  into  his 
usual  strain,  and  certainly  indulged  in 
language  not  characterized  by  that  wisdom 
which  marked  the  commencement  of  it.  I 
apprehend  that  the  petition  is  the  expression 
of  the  sentiments  of  the  people  by  whom 
it  was  voted,  at  the  time  at  which,  and  in 
the  circumstances  under  which,  it  was 
voted,  and  that  undoubtedly  it  should  have 
been  presented  to  the  persons  to  whom  it 
was  addressed  by  that  body,  at  least  at 
the  first  convenient  opportunity  after  it  had 
been  so  agreed  upon  by  that  meeting. 
Now,  my  Lords,  when  was  this  petition 
adopted  ?  It  was  agreed  upon  on  the  81st 
of  last  October,  and  the  noble  Lord  pre- 
sents it  now  on  the  2od  day  of  June,  at  a 
period  at  least  of  three  months  after  your 
Lordships  have  been  sitting.  I  beg  leave 
to  say,  my  Lords,  that  in  other  hands 
than  those  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and  at 
other  times,  a  petition  of  this  sort  might  be 
made  subservient  to  party  views  and 
party  projects.  It  might  be  kept  in  the 
pocket  of  the  individual  to  whom  it  was 
committed,  during  the  time  that  a  Minis- 
try was  in  power  to  whom  it  was  not  suited 
to  present  it ;  and  it  misht  be  brought  for. 
ward  again,  and  that  with  great  pomp  and 
ostentation,  at  a  moment  when  other  Mi- 
nisters were  in  power,  upon  whom  it  might 
be  thought  more  effectually  to  operate. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  present  it  to 
your  Lordships  at  an  earlier  period.  Why, 
whose  petition  is  it,  pray  ?  Is  it  the  peti- 
tion of  the  noble  Lon}>  I  ask,  or  is  it  that 
of  the  meeting  from  which  it  purports  to 
oome?  Did  the  noble  Lord  receive  a  dis- 
orelionary  power  to  present  it  or  to  detain 


it,  according  to  his  pleasute?  Who  mvc 
him,  I  should  like  to  know,  any  control  or 
command  over  the  presentation  oi  that 
petition  whatsoever  ?  Was  it  not  his  duty 
then,  to  be  directed  by  that  meeting  what 
to  do  ?  My  Lords,  as  soon  as  that  meeting 
was  dispersed,  it  was  gon^— it  was  fundUM 
qfficio  ;  and  it  could  not  aflterwards  change 
the  direction  already  ffiven  as  to  the  time 
of  its  presentation.  Whatever  private  in» 
timation  the  noble  Lord  might  have  had, 
he  had  no  right  to  do  otherwise  than  fulfil 
the  directions  given  by  that  meeting.  We 
do  not  know  now,  my  I^rds,  that  this 
petition,  under  the  present  altered  circunu 
stances  of  the  Government  and  the  ooun*. 
try,  is  expressive  of  the  real  opinions  of  the 
persons  who  originally  agreed  to  it.  We 
may  presume  that  it  is  so;  but  1  say  we  do 
not  know  that  the  petition  expresses  their 
opinion  at  present.  Why,  then,  I  own  I 
should  have  been  much  better  satisfied  if 
the  noble  Lord  had  persevered  in  the  pru* 
dent  course  he  has  followed  for  the  last 
three  months,  and  had  abstained  from  pre- 
senting the  petition  at  all  to  this  House  j 
for  it  does  compel  me  to  do  what  I  other- 
wise should  not  have  done,  namelyi  to  go 
a  little  into  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  getting  up  of  that  petition.  Un* 
doubtedly  the  meeting  at  which  the  peti* 
tion  was  adopted,  was  viewed  with  great 
anxiety  by  the  Government  of  that  day. 
It  was  a  meeting  called  by  the  High-She* 
riff,  in  pursuance  of  a  requisition  signed  by 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county,  and  a 
great  number  of  noblemen  and  magistratei^ 
who  were  charged  to  preserve  the  public 
peace;  and  the  meeting  so  called  was  aii 
exclusive  meeting  of  Protestants.  Now,  I 
do  not  wish  to  use  any  language  of  bitter- 
ness and  asperity,  but  I  do  put  it  to  noble 
Lords  on  the  other  side  cf  the  Hons^ 
whether  it  was  consistent  with  the  duty  of 
those  noble  Lords,  considering  the  station 
they  held,  and  the  responsibility  with  whidi 
they  were  charged— I  put  it  more  particu* 
larly  to  the  noble  Earl,  who  so  lately 
brought  a  strong  charge  against  the  Irish 
Government  respecting  the  late  procession 
in  Dublin,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
exclusively  a  Roman  Catholic  assembly-^ 
whether  it  were  wise  or  prudent,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  persons  in  such  a 
station  to  call  a  meeting  of  that  kind,  and 
in  that  part  of  the  country  ?  Consider,  my 
Lords,  if  this  example  had  been  followed—* 
consider  if,  in  those  parts  of  the  country 
where  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  pre- 
vailsi  exclusive  meetings  of  Roman  Catho« 
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lies  lad  been  called ;  consider,  my  Lords> 
—-and  I  appeal  more  particularly  to  thoae 
wbo  are  so  anxious  not  to  divide  that  coun- 
try into  two  distinct  dasses, — ^wliat  a  pro- 
lific source  of  discord  and  animosity  that 
must  have  been !     But  I  beg  leave  to  ob- 
serve to  your  Lordships  that  that  example 
was  not  followed  by  the  Roman  Catholics ; 
and  as  it  has  not  been  followed  by  those 
who  are  sometimes  taunted  for  their  love 
of  outrage,  I  have  nothing  more  to  do  than 
to  express  my  strong  opimon  of  the  impru- 
dence of  the  noble  Lords  who  were  the 
womoters  of  that  most  dangerous  example. 
This  meeting  was  called  against  the  then 
existing  Government,  and  against  the  strong 
and  decided  opinion  of  the  then  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland — a  Nobleman  who  has 
to-night  received  the  highest  meed  of  praise 
—the  tribute  of  admiration  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite — and  whose  opinion  I  much 
wish  had  had  the  same  weight  with  the 
noble  Lord  on  that  occasion  which  it  ap. 
pears  to  possess  at  present.   In  all  the  praise 
which  has  been  given  to  my  noble  Friend^ 
I  cordially  concur.     It  is  no  more  than, 
nor  even  so  much  as,  he  deserves.     I  only 
object  a  little  to  the  time  at  which  it  has 
been  given.    I  wish  it  had  been  bestowed 
at  a  period  when  it  might  have  been  of 
some  service,    and  when  it  might  have 
tended  to  support  his  government — ^if,  in- 
deed, it  could  have  given  any  support  to 
one  of  his  high  and  eminent  character.     I 
do  not^  I  confess,  admire  that  practice  which 
delays  all  praise  to  public  men,  until  it  is 
no  longer  of  any  service ;  and,  I  beg  leave 
to  observe,  that  a  little  earnest  support  to 
a  man  when  in  office,  is  worth  a  hundred 
speeches  of  eulogy  when  he  has  retired 
from  it.     My  Lords,  the  noble  Lord  has^ 
in  the  end  of  his  speech,  adverted  to  the 
present   Government,  both  in  this  coun- 
try and  in   Ireland,    and   has  very  fre- 
quently mentioned  the  name  of  an  hon. 
and    learned    Gentleman,   a  Member   of 
the  other  House  of   Parliament.      I  re- 
member the  time  when   the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Roden)  told  us  that  by  the 
frequent  mention  of  the  name  of  that  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  House,  we  gave  him  a 
power  and  influence  in  the  country  which 
he  would  not  otherwise   possess,  and   I 
always  thought  there  was  great  weight  in 
that    observation.      But  that  admonition 
seems  to  have  been  entirely  forgotten  by 
the  noble    Lords  opposite,  for  we    now 
rarely  hear  anything  else  from  them  but 
the  name  of  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman.   I  can  only  however  in  reply  to 


the  accusations  of  the  noble  Maiquen  deq^ 
most  decidedly  the  truth  of  the  insinua^ 
tions  which  have  been  made  by  the  noble 
Marquess.    With  respect  to  the  speeches 
and  letters  which  have  been  read,  it  is 
rather  for  Mr.  0*Connell  himself  than  for 
me  to  reconcile  how  he  can  give  support  to 
his  Majesty's  Government  consistently  with 
those  letters  and  speeches.     It  is  not  a 
matter,  at  least,  on  which  I  am  called  upon 
to  speak.    With  respect  to  the  legal  ap- 
pointments in    Ireland  having   been  in- 
fluenced by   Mr.    O'Connell,  I    at  once 
utterly  ana  entirely  deny  it;  more  espe- 
cially with  regard  to  the  ^pointment  of 
the  Attorney  and  Solicitor-General^  whom 
the  noble  Lord  has  particularly  mentioned, 
do  I  give  this  denial ;  for-it  so  happens, 
that  at  the  verv  period  when  Mr*  O'Con- 
nell  was  writing    and    publishing    these 
letters,  the  present  Solicitor-General  had 
his  appointment,  and  every  body  knows 
that    at   that    time  we  were    extremely 
anxious,  if  we  could  have  compassed  it,  to 
have  had  Mr.  Sergeant  Perrin  m  the  situa* 
tion  which  he  at  present  holds.     They 
were  both  designated  then,  as  they  are 
now,  by  their  ranks  and  talents,  both  in 
Parliament  and  in  their  profession }  and  I 
utterly  deny  that  they  were  in  any  respect 
the  nominees  of  Mr*    O'Connell,    as    I 
utterly  deny  all  the  other  imputations  that 
have  been  cast  upon  us  by  the  noble  Lord. 
The  Marquess  of  JDorvnshire  was  under- 
stood to  say,  that  he  did  not  resret  the 
step  which  he  had  taken  in  calling  the 
meeting    from  which    this    petition    ori« 
ginated.    He  was  prepared  at  that  time, 
as  he  was  now,  to  abide  by  the  cons^ 
quences  of  it.     He  had  supported  Catholic 
emancipation  because  he  oeemed  it  a  mea- 
sure necessary  to  the  tranquillity  of  the 
country.     In  the  year  1 834  he  found  all 
this  expectation  of  beneflt  from  that  mea. 
sure  totally  frustrated.    He  had  in  coiv- 
sequence,    in    August   last,    attended    a 
meeting  of  Protestants  in  Dublin,  where 
he    had  expressed    the  same    sentiments 
which  he  was  now  expressing   to  their 
Lordships.    He  had  expressed  great  regret 
that  the  result  of  that  measure  was  not 
satisfactory,  and  had  said,  that  the  time 
was  at  last  come  in  which  it  was  not  only 
incumbent,  but  also  necessary,  that  all  true 
Protestants  should  make  a  stand.    He  had 
made  that  stand;    and,  without  making 
any  boast,  he  would  add,  that,  he  was 
ready  to  stay  where  he  was.      He  con- 
sidered that  unless  the  Protestant  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland  was  supported 
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with  fairness,  the  continuance  of  the  con- 
nexion of  that  country  with  England 
would  he  seriously  endangered.  As  a 
proof  of  the  great  respectahility  of  the 
meeting,  he  would  state  that  though  many 
of  those  who  attended  it  had  to  trayel 
thirty  miles  from  the  place  of  their  meet- 
ing to  their  homes,  there  had  not  heen  a 
single  hreach  of  the  peace  hrought  before 
any  of  the  magistrates  of  the  county  of 
Down  arising  out  of  the  events  of  that  day. 
He  thought  it  right  to  inform  their  Lord- 
ships  that  those  who  differed  from  the 
petitioners  in  their  religious  creed  had  not 
offered  to  them  any  insult,  either  as  they 
went  to  or  returned  from  the  place  of 
meeting.  They  had  attended  without 
banners,  and  he  mentioned  it,  to  do  honour 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  the  county  of 
Down,  that  there  had  heen  no  insult 
offered  by  them  to  any  of  the  Protestants. 
He  could  confirm  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Marquess  as  to  the  mutual  good 
feeling  which  prevailed  among  the  land- 
lords and  tenantry  in  the  county  of  Down, 
which  had  arisen  from  the  good  conduct  of 
the  landlords  on  the  one  side,  and  from  the 
conviction  which  experience  had  stamped 
upon  the  minds  of  Uie  tenantry,  that  the 
Ittidlords  were  most  anxious  to  promote 
their  happiness.  He  had  troubled  their 
Lordships  with  these  few  remarks  because 
he  had  promoted  that  meeting,  and  was  as 
well  convinced  at  present,  as  then,  that  the 
course  he  had  pursued  was  the  proper  one. 
Viscount  Duncannon  observed,  that  from 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess,  it  was 
quite  manifest  that  the  country  was  more 
indehted  for  the  preservation  of  the  peace 
to  the  forbearance  of  the  Catholics  than  it 
was  to  the  prudence  and  discretion  of  those 
who  had  brought  together  so  numerous  a 
meeting  of  parties  exclusively  Protestant. 
When  the  noble  Marquess  stated,  that  the 
persons  who  attended  this  meeting  had  not 
assembled  with  banners,  he  forgot  to  state 
that  they  had  done  so  in  consequence  of  a 
notification  issued  by  five  Orange  Ma^s- 
trates  to  the  different  Orange  lodges  in  the 
county  of  Down.  [The  noble  Lord  read 
the  notification,  which  purported  to  come 
from  the  erand  Orange  lodge  of  that 
county,  ana  desired  the  members  of  the 
different  subordinate  lodges  to  attend  with. 
out  flags,  sashes,  or  badges]  He  con- 
tended from  this  placard,  that  their  attend- 
ance without  flags  was  not  spontaneous, 
and  argued  that  their  marching  without 
sashes  and  badges  proved  that  this  large 
Protestant  meetmg  was  as  much  under  the 


direction  of  a  particular  body  as  the  large 
body  of  Roman  Catholics  which  had  rei 
cently  assembled  at  Dublin  to  meet  his  Ma^ 
jesty's  representative.  ["  No,  iio."]  He  said 
yes,  yes— exactly  the  same.  Their  Lord- 
ships  had  heard  a  great  deal  lately  about  the 
manner  in  which  those  who  went  out  to 
meet  the  Lord  Lieutenant  were  marshalled 
by  certain  individuals.  Now  here  was  this 
great  Protestant  meeting  of  the  county  of 
Down  evidently  marshalled  and  arrayed  by 
five  Orange  leaders,  by  five  gentlemen, 
who,  as  they  were  armed  with  the  commis- 
sion of  the  peace,  were  not  acting,  as  he 
conceived,  very  consistently  with  their 
duty  as  Magistrates.  The  noble  Marquess 
had  taken  credit  for  the  meeting,  beoeiufce 
it  had  broken  up  without  any  breach  of 
the  peace ;  and  he  had  done  it  in  a  manner 
which  meant  to  imply  that  no  blame  could 
attach  to  him  for  convening  that  meeting, 
inasmuch  as  it  had  not  committed  a  breach 
of  the  peace.  He  contended  that  if  there 
was  any  force  in  this  argument,  it  applied 
also  to  those  who  had  recently  assembled 
at  Dublin  to  meet  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  who  had  been  so  vehemently  attacked 
in  consequence  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite. 
There  had  been  no  breach  of  the  peace  in 
consequence  of  their  assembling;  and, 
therefore,  according  to  the  noble  Lord's 
argument,  no  blame  could  attach  to  them 
for  assembling.  He  concluded  by  ex- 
pressing his  conviction  that  the  country 
was  very  much  indebted  to  the  forbearance 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  the  county  of 
Down  for  the  preservation  of  peace  in  that 
part  of  Ireland. 

The  Duke  of  WellingUm  rose  in  conse- 
quence of  the  observations  which  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite  on  his 
noble  Friend  who  introduced  this  petition 
to  their  Lordships,  and  on  his  noble  Friend 
near  him,  who  had  caUed  the  meeting  from 
which  the  petition  proceeded.  No  one  la- 
mented more  than  he  did  the  unfortunate 
difference  of  opinion  .  which  existed  in 
Ireland  upon  religious  subjects ;  but  with- 
out dwelling  further  upon  that  unfortunate 
difference,  ne  would  proceed  to  recall  to 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  the  dr. 
cumstances  existing  in  Ireland  when  this 
meeting  was  convened.  For  a  long  time 
previously — at  least  for  three  or  four  years 
— there  had  been  a  total  cessation  of  pay. 
ment  of  all  dues  to  the  Church  of  one 
descript  ion— he  meant  tithes.  The  Clergy, 
men  of  the  Church  of  England  in  Ireland 
were  suffering  in  consequence  the  utmost 
extremity   of  dtstresi.     Pmrliam^  hfl4 
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been  prorogued  without  any  measure  having 
been  passed  to  enable  the  Clergy  to  recover 
their  tithes,  and  under  these  circum^an- 
oes  his  noble  Friend  had  stood  forward  to 
give  them  some  relief — ^to  exhibit  the  desire 
of  the  Protestants  of  his  county  to  admi- 
nister to  their  support,  to  declare  their 
adhesion  to  the  Protestant  religion,  and  to 
petition  Parliament  to  afford  assistance  to 
the  pastors  of  that  religion.  [^Lord 
Mdbaurne  :  There's  nothing  about  tithes 
in  the  petition.]  He  should  not  recommend 
the  Lord-lieutenant  or  the  Gustos  Rotu- 
lonim  to  attend  the  public  meetings  of  his 
county  in  general,  but  under  the  circum- 
stances which  existed  at  the  time  of  this 
meeting,  considering  the  state  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  considering 
the  condition  in  which  the  Tithe  Question 
had  been  left  at  the  end  of  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament^  and  also  considering  the 
Measure  for  the  future  regulation  of  tithe 
which  was  known  to  be  in  contemplation, 
he  thought  that  it  was  laudable  in  his  noble 
Friend^  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the  county 
of  Down,  and  in  his  noble  Friend  near  him, 
to  put  themselves  at  the  head  of  that 
county  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
protection  to  the  Protestant  religion  in 
Ireland.  Their  Lordships  had  been  told 
that  owing  to  the  forbearance  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  the  county  of  Down,  and 
elsewhere,  this  great  meeting  had  not 
ended  in  riot,  and  that  the  hopes  of  his 
noble  relative  to  preserve  the  peace  had  not 
been  disappointed.  Now,  he  believed  that 
the  real  truth  was,  that  the  great  bulk  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  as  well  as  of  the 
Presbyterians  were  as  much  interested  as 
the  Protestant  of  the  Established  Church 
in  maintaining  the  safety  of  the  Protestant 
Establishment ;  and  therefore  he  could^not 
feel  such  extraordinary  obligations  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  for  remaining  quiet 
as  the  noble  Baron  professed  to  feel. 
Whatever  opinion  might  be  entertained 
respecting  the  conduct^  of  his  two  noble 
Friends  near  him,  it  must  be  admitted 
that  all  the  other  persons  who  attended  that 
meeting  had  a  good  right  to  attend  it  if 
they  pleased,  and  that  it  would  have  been  a 
breach  of  the  public  peace  for  any  one  to 
have  endeavoured  to  interrupt  thenoi.  He, 
therefore,  could  not  think  that  there  was 
any  great  mei'it  in  letting  the  parties  who 
had  been  at  this  meeting  return  home 
without  disturbance. 

Earl   Fitzwilliam  requested  the  noble 

Duke  who  had  just  sat  down  to  read  the 

.'requisition  upon  which  this  meeting  was 
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convened,  and  afterwards  to  read  the  peti- 
tion sent  up  to  their  Lordships  from  the 
meeting.  The  requisition  called  for  a 
meeting  of  the  Protestants  of  the  county 
of  Down  *'  to  consider  the  alarming  state  of 
their  Protestant  institutions  in  this  alarming 
crisis  of  the  country's  fate."  But  the 
noble  Duke  wished  the  House  now  to 
believe  that  the  main,  if  not  the  only, 
object  of  the  petitioners  was  to  take  care 
of  tithes  for  the  benefit  of  the  clergv. 
[The  Duke  of  Wenington :  «  No,  no*'] 
No  !  why,  was  not  the  noble  Duke's  entire 
speech  founded  on  the  fact  that  tithes  were 
no  longer  paid  to  the  clero:y,  and  that 
their  abstraction  was  not  only  to  be  appre- 
hended but  had  actually  taken  place? 
If  this  was  the  object,  the  laudable  object 
of  the  petitioners, — ^and  he  should  ever 
consider  that  to  be  a  laudable  object  which 
had  in  view  the  maintenance  of  property 
— he  must  say  that  the  noble  Duke  had 
read  in  his  speech  a  very  wholesome  lesson  to 
those  Members  of  that  House  to  whose  vote 
of  last  year  it  was  owing  that  the  Protes- 
tant Clergy  of  Ireland  were  now  suffering 
such  extreme  distress.  For  it  could 
not  be  denied,  no,  not  even  by  the 
noble  Lords  oppoate,  who  cheered 
so  loudly,  that  if  the  Irish  Tithes  Bill, 
which  came  up  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  last  year,  had  been  passed  by 
their  Lordships^  those  persons,  for  whose 
especial  interest,  according  to  the  noble 
duke,  this  meeting  was  called,  would  not 
have  been  in  the  wretched  situation  in 
which  they  then  were.  The  great  objection 
to  this  meeting,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  was, 
that  it  was  the  meeting  of  a  sect,  of  a  reli- 
gious sect.  No  one  could  justly  blame  the 
noble  Marquis  for  attending  a  county  meet- 
ing, convened  to  petition  Parliament  for 
the  redress  of  grievances  which  were  of  a 
national  kind.  ["  Hear"  from  the  Earl  of 
Roden.^  If  the  noble  Earl  by  that  cheer 
meant  to  intimate  that  he  (Earl  Fitzwil- 
liam) did  not  think  the  preservation  of  the 
Protestant  church  in  Ireland  to  be  a  great 
and  important  object,  the  noble  Earl  greatly 
misunderstood  him.  He  did  think  it  an 
important  object:  but,  as  it  appeared  to 
him,  the  noble  Earl  took  too  sectarian  a 
view  of  this  subject.  He  thought  that  the 
preservation  of  the  Protestant  religion  was 
a  Protestant  object.  What  he  meant  to 
say  Was,  that  it  was  not  an  object  for  which 
all  the  component  parts  of  the  Irish  nation, 
for  it  was  divided  into  many  sects,  could 
unite  and  co-operate.  He 'must  say,  that 
his  noble  Friend,  the  Lord^lj^uteuaut  of 
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the  coontr  of  Down^  had  been  in  error,  he 
would  not  Sftj  more,  in  countenancing  a 
meeting  of  this  sectarian  kind.  The  great 
evil  of  Ireland  was  its  division  into  sects; 
and  if  he  had  any  farther  observation  to 
make  upon  this  petition  it  was,  that  it  was 
calculated  not  to  allay  but  to  exasperate 
feelings  of  religious  animosity. 

The  Duke  of  WeUinglon  had  alluded  to 
the  petition,  not  to  the  requisition,  as  the 
discussions  at  the  meeting  from  which  the 
petition  emanated,  had  chiefly  turned  on 
the  distress  in  which  the  clergy  were  at 
that  time  involved. 

Lord  Farnham  contended,  that  the  object 
of  the  petition  was  not  to  exasperate  reli- 
gious animosities,  but  as  its  words  expressed, 
to  support  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries,  by  supporting  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland.  He  wished  to  remind 
the  House,  that  a  Tithe  Bill  had  been 
brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  last 
Session,  which,  if  it  had  reached  that  House, 
would  have  met  with  general  approbation. 
But  in  deference  to  an  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  whose  name  had  been  too  often 
mentioned  that  evening,  the  Bill  was  sent 
up  to  their  Lordships  in  an  altered  shape — 
in  a  shape  which  rendered  it  a  Bill  of  pains 
and  penalties  on  the  clergy,  instead  of  being 
ft  relief  and  benefit  to  them.  It  was,  there- 
fore, not  wonderful  that,  when  such  a  Bill 
was  brought  up  to  their  Lordships  at  so 
late  a  period  of  the  Session,  it  was  im- 
possible to  concoct  a  new  Bill,  their  Lord- 
ships should  have  thrown  it  out,  with  all 
its  injurious  and  destructive  clauses. 

The  Marquess  of  Westmeaih  reminded  the 
House  that  Mr.  O'Connell  had  said,  in  one 
of  his  speeches,  that  he  looked  upon  the  25 
per  cent,  taken  from  the  Church  by  the 
Tithe  Bill  of  last  Session  as  only  an  instal- 
ment of  the  great  debt  due  to  the  people.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  said  when  he  would 
demand  the  next  instalment ;  but  demand 
it,  no  doubt,  he  would.  He  had  often  heard 
it  said,  that  their  Lordships  by  rejecting  the 
Tithe  Bill  of  last  Session^  had  reduced  the 
clergy  to  their  present  state  of  destitution. 
Now  his  reason  fbr  voting  against  that  BUI 
was,  that  he  mistrusted  the  feelings  and 
intentions  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  as  he  had  dis- 
closed them  in  his  different  speeches. 

Lord  Hatherton  would  not  have  risen 
had  not  the  noble  Lord  opposite  stated  that 
the  Tithe  Bill,  which  be  had  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons  last  Session  as 
Irish  Secretary,  had  been  altered  and  modi- 
fied by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fbr 
DoUin.    He  could  aasure  the  noble  Lord 


that  he  was  completely  in  error.  TLorl 
Farnham :  I  was  speakine  of  ^e  altered 
Bill,  not  of  the  original  Bill.1  It  was  quite 
clear,  from  what  the  noble  Baron  had  just 
stated,  that  he  had  not  mistaJcen  the  noble 
Baron's  original  observation;  The  fact  was, 
that  he  had  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons  a  Tithe  Bill,  which  he  believed 
would  have  passed  through  both  Houses. 
He  believed,  however,  that  that  Bill  was  of 
a  nature  which  would  have  been  resisted 
by  nearly  all  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
believed  that  the  Government  never  could 
have  forced  upon  that  country  an  arrange, 
ment  founded  on  the  basis  of  that  measure. 
What,  then,  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  That  which  the  Government  pur- 
sued. The  Government  listened  to  the  re- 
presentations made  to  it  by  the  Members 
for  Irish  counties,  who  informed  them  that 
they  could  never  agree,  and  that  the  people 
would  never  agree,  to  the  conversion  of 
church  property  into  a  perpetual  investment 
in  land.  The  Government,  therefore,  aban- 
doned the  project  of  an  investment  in  land, 
and  were  obliged,  as  a  matter  of  course,  to 
abandon  all  the  arrangements  connected 
with  such  an  investment.  The  representa- 
tions which  induced  them  to  arrive  at  that 
conclusion,  came  from  the  Irish  county 
Members  eenerally,  and  last  of  all  from  the 
hon.  and  Teamed  Member  for  Dublin.  It 
was  true,  that  Mr.  O'Connell  was  deputed 
to  express  the  sentiments  of  those  Irish 
Members  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
he  submitted  their  views  to  the  House  in 
the  shape  of  a  motion,  and  that  they  then 
stated  their  acquiescence  in  that  motion. 
But  Mr.  O'Connell  was  not  the  individual 
with  whom  those  suggestions  originated. 
He  had  made  an  error — ^he  was  told  that 
it  was  the  noble  Member  for  Lei  trim  who 
divided  the  House  on  that  Motion.  He 
should  regret  if  this  petition  were  disposed 
of,  without  the  opportunity  being  allowed 
him  of  entering  his  protest  against  the 
principle  upon  which  the  meeting  at  which 
it  originated,  was  got  up.  '  That  meeting 
was  without  parallel  in  the  history  of  Ire- 
land,— ^it  was  the  meeting  of  the  portion  of 
a  sect  (he  used  the  term  as  It  was  usually 
applied),  convened  by  the  High  Sheriff  of 
the  county,  on  the  same  plan  as  some  time 
before  the  county  of  Cavan  had  been  at- 
sembled,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  any 
other  instances  existed  in  which  the  mere 
portions  of  bailiwicks  were  lo  convened  by 
the  prefdding  officer.  No  less  than  five 
gentlemen,  in  their  capacities  as  offloeirs  of 
Uie  grand  Orange  Loages  in  Ifdtnd^  had 
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Imoriit  flid  diuleNatod  aid  of  thoae  I^ 
on  toe  oocaiion  lo  whieh  ho  adTerted^  and 
it  was  with  the  gieateat  difficulty  that  the 
Irish  Govanment  saved  other  similar  ex« 
•mplesy  the  lesults  of  which  might  have 
heen  most  sanguinacj. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canierburjf  had  not 
intended  to  take  any  part  in  the  conversa** 
tion  which  had  arisen  this  evening,  but  he 
could  not  sit  still  and  hear  from  the  noUe 
Lord  who  had  filled  the  highest  and  most 
responsible  office  under  the  Lord-lieutenant 
of  Ireland  language  such  as  he  (the  Arch. 
faishop)had  never  heard  uttered  before  In  this 
House>  without  offering  a  few  words  of 
dissent  from  that  language.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Hatherton)  had  desig. 
nated  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  a 
Sectarian  Church.  It  was  the  first  time 
he  had  heard  such  a  designation  applied  to 
the  Established  Church  of  the  country,  and 
he  did  think  that  such  language  was  as 
unconstitutional  as  it  was— — 

Earl  FUztvilliam  rose  to  order.  He 
trusted  the  most  reverend  Prelate  would 
allow  him  to  send  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
back  to  his  Latin  grammar  and  dictionary. 
The  most  reverend  Prelate  did  not  seem  to 
understand  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
word  sect*  He  contended  that  the  Church 
of  England  was  just  as  much  a  sect  as  the 
Roman  Catholics  a  sect^  as  the  Bi^ptista 
were  a  sect,  Presbyterians  of  Scotlimd  a 
sect,  or  the  Unitarians  a  sect.  [Ohi  Oh  /] 
'^  Yes»"  said  ibm  noble  Earl, "  Oive  me  leave 
to  tell  the  most  reverend  Prelate,  learned 
and  right  reverend  as  he  is" — [^Cries  qf 
'[  Spokes  ^pokC  *'  Ordcr:'^  —  I  have  a 
right  to  explain. 

The  Earl  of  fVtcklow  rose  to  order 
amidst  great  confusion.  If  the  Orders  of 
the  House  were  to  be  respected  or  not,  he 
must  beg  leave  to  state  that  the  noble 
Earl  not  having  been  alluded  to  by  the 
most  reverend  Prelate^  had  no  right  to 
rise  in  explanation,  or  to  answer  observe^ 
tiona  directed  to  another  Member  of  the 
House.  The  most  reverend  Prelate  had 
directed  his  observations  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  on  the  back 
benches  (Lord  Hatherton),  and  not  to  the 
noble  Earl  (Fitawilliam).  The  noble  hori 
(Hatherton)  if  he  had  any  explanation  to 
offer^  would  be  justified  in  mfl3(ing  it,  but 
the  noble  Earl  having  spoken  on  the  quae* 
Uonaod  not  being  alluded  to,  had  no  right  to 
riae  in  explanation.  The  noble  Earl  was 
entirely  out  of  order  in  referring  the  most 
reverend  Prelate  back  to  his  Latin  gram^ 
mar  and  dictionary^  and  was  grossly  out 


of  order  in  maintaning  hit  ground  on  tha 
present  occasion. 

Lord  Hatherton^  in  explanation,  begged 
toaaythatitwastruehe  had  used  thephrase 
''Sectarian/'  but  at  the  same  time  the 
expression  had  been  before  use<l  with  re« 
ference  to  the  meeting  in  question* 

Earl  JFt/xwiUiam  said,  that  he  had  a 
right  to  explain  what  he  meant  by  a  sect, 
and  with  tbe  permission  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow)  he  would 
do  so«  He  contended  that  the  Church  of 
England  was  as  much  a  sect  as  thosa 
classes  of  Dissenters  fh>m  that  Church 
which  he  had  already  enumerated.  The 
Established  Churchy  it  was  true,  was  the 
predominant  sect«  and  he  confessed  he 
was  surprised  the  most  reverend  Prelate 
should  have  felt  himself  called  upon  to 
express  any  regret  at  such  a  desisnation 
of  the  Church  to  which  he  belonged. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  said,  that 
every  body  of  Christians  was  gramma-* 
tically  and  etymologically  a  sect.  The 
Church  of  England  was  not  a  sect,  either 
in  the  sense  of  the  law>  or  in  the  common 
acoeptation  of  the  term.  He  apprehended 
that  the  term  *'  Sect"  was  applied  in  its 
usual  theological  acceptation  to  a  body  or 
class  of  persons  who  separated  or  divided 
themselves  from  that  which  was  acknow« 
lodged  to  be  a  Church.  Thus  it  was  that 
the  professors  of  the  Roman  Catholio 
faith  were  not  designated  a  sect  because 
they  formed  a  Church*  The  Church  of  Eng-< 
land  waa  not  a  sect,  because  it  was  the 
Established  Church  of  the  country^  and 
on  the  same  grounds  the  Presbyterian 
Chureh  of  SooUand  was  not  a  sect.  But 
when  the  noble  Earl  talked  of  Unitarians 
as  not  being  a  secti  b^  (the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury)  wished  to  be  informed 
when  thev  bad  ever  been  otherwise  so 
considered.  In  the  ordinary  and  every 
sense  of  the  word  they  were  sectarians, 

The  Earl  of  Ruden  denied  that  the 
term  ''  Sectarian*'  justly  applied  to  the 
meeting  held  in  the  county  of  Down 
in  the  month  of  October  last.  It  waa 
impossible  for  him  to  allow  th?  present 
discussion  to  pass  without  for  a  very  short 
time  claiming  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  he  repelled  the  iniinuationa  which 
had  been  thrown  out,  and  to  answer  a 
charge  not  founded  in  justice,  but  brought 
against  the  glorioua  meeting  of  the  Protesti 
ants  of  Ulster«held  at  Hillsborough  on 
the  SOth  of  October  in  the  last  year* 
That  there  exiited  strong  reaepns  for  that 
meeting  be  thought  there  could  bf  now 
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no-question.  Those  reasons' were  their 
anxiety  to  preserve  the  Protestant  Reli- 
gion as  established  in  Ireland,  and  to  hand 
it  down  to  their  children,  and  to  afford 
security  to  life  ai^d  property  in  that  coun. 
try.  In  the  latter  part  of  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament  a  Bill  had  been  introduced 
into  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  the 
provisions  of  which  went  to  transfer  from 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  any 
surplus  revenues  that  might  remain  after 
its  wants  were  supplied,  to  the  purposes  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  The  Protest- 
ants met  at  Hillsborough  in  order  to 
protest  against  a  proceeding  so  unjust  as 
this  measure.  It  had  been  said^  that  the 
peace  which  had  been  so  well  preserved 
was  attributable  to  the  Roman  Catholics, 
and  not  to  the  Protestants.  This  he  denied, 
for  the  Roman  Catholics  had  then  no 
reason  to  be  dissatisfied— they  had  no 
grounds  for  expressing  their  dissatisfac- 
tion by  public  meetings ;  but  then  they 
had  everything  their  own  way  with  a 
Government  carrying  forward  their  pur- 
poses and  their  ends — purposes  and  ends 
which  went  to  the  destruction  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion  in  Ireland.  Such  were 
the  feelings  which  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land then  and  now  entertained,  and  they 
would  have  been  wanting  in  their  duty  to 
their  country  and-  themselves  if  they 
had  not,  under  such  circumstances, 
legally  and  constitutionally  given  ex- 
pression to  their  sentiments.  Having 
himself  attended  that  meeting,  he  could 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  extreme  regu- 
larity and  good  conduct  of  the  people 
who  were  present,  and  he  could  ftfrther 
state  that  not  an  instance  occurred  of  any 
attempt  to  commit  a  breach  of  the  public 
peace,  except  one  which  resulted  from  the 
meeting  with  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  but 
which  was  happily  settled  and  conciliated 
and  the  meeting  passed  off  without  any 
evil  effects  arising  from  it.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Duncannon)  had  accused 
the  Orange  leaders  in  the  county  of  Down 
with  having  issued  theiifedict  to  the  bodies 
over  which  they  presided,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent those  persons  from  attending  the 
meeting  with  their  banners.  It  was  some- 
what difficult  to  know  how  to  please  the 
Government;  if  the  Protestants  came  with 
colours,  prosecutions  would  be  instituted 
and  the  parties  offending  brought  to  trial, 
and  it  was  also  to  be  held  a  crime  to  pre- 
vent such  an  illegal  display.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Roden)  vms  sure  that  the  House 
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the  meeting  in  question  was  paCeeUyjua* 
tifiable.  Much  had  been  said  of  party  dis- 
tinctions in  Ireland  as  being  most  in. 
jurious  to  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the 
community :  but  he  would  inquire  wlio 
it  was  that  commenced  these  party  dis- 
tinctions? Who  was  it  that  issued  a 
commission  of  inquiry  calculated  to  in-> 
crease  and  embitter  the  distinctions  of 
party  existing  in  that  country  ?  Who  was 
it  but  that  very  party,  the  parents  of  that 
measure,  who  now  came  forward  and 
charged  the  Protestants  of  the  north  of 
Ireland  with  an  endeavour,  by  the  meet* 
ingin  question^  to  make  the  distinctions  of 
party  still  wider  than  before  ?  It  was  the 
Government  itself  which  had  set  the  ex- 
ample, by  sending  forth  a  commission 
for  taking  down  the  number  of  the  Pro- 
testant and  of  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 
lation, and  on  their  heads  must  be  the 
blame,  if  any  could  attach,  of  the  meeting 
of  the  .SOth  of  October  last.  He  should 
be  glad  to  know  whether  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  were  to  remain  passive  when 
they  saw  an  individual  whose  name  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  avoided  to  mention  in  that  House— 
an  individual,  who  was  the  head  of  the 
opposing  party,  had  become  the  friend  and 
supporter  of  the  Government— the  adviser 
of  the  Administration — by  whom  his  sug- 
gestions were  adopted,  and  his  party  put 
into  power?  He  (the  Earl  of  Roden) 
should  be  glad  to  know,  whether,  under 
such  circumstances,  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  had  not  reason  to  be  alarmed*  and 
whether  they  would  not  act  a  most  de» 
graded  part  if  they  had  not  come  forward 
to  state  their  determination  to  support 
those  principles  which  were  dearer  to 
them  than  their  lives,  and  to  preserve  that 
religion  which  had  been  handed  to  them 
by  their  forefathers.  Such  were  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  and  he 
could  tell  the  noble  Viscount  that  he  knew 
little  of  their  opinions  if  he  thought  to 
frighten  them  away  from  that  which  they 
conceived  to  be  correct  and  right.  With 
respect  to  the  meeting  itself,  there  were 
many  circumstances  to  which  he  could 
refer  in  proof  of  the  orderly  manner  in 
which  it  was  conducted.  It  was  super- 
fluous to  do  so,  and  he  would  content  him- 
self with  stating  a  further  justification  of 
the  grounds  for  the  meeting.  He  need 
hardly  state  (for  it  must  be  already  known 
to  their  Lordships)  that  a  system  of  ex- 
clusive dealing  had  been  introduced  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  party  into  ti)atcoi40v 
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try, and  tke  Protestaot  Proprietors   of 
8hop6>  in  whatever  line  of  business  they 
might  be,  had  been  completely  destroyed 
in  consequence.     The  same  system  pre- 
▼ailed  also  in  the  county  of  Wexford,  a 
county  with  which  the  noble  £arl  opposite 
(Fit2william  )  was  extensirely  connected  5 
and  he  (the  Ear!  of  Roden)  had  made  it 
his  business  to  visit  every  house  which  had 
come  within  the  ruin  consequent  upon  the 
system  which  was  practised  againsr  every 
man  who  had  voted  in  favour  of  the  party 
opposed  to  the  popular  candidates  at  the 
last  election  for  that  county.     With  these 
additional  facts  before  them,  could  it  then 
be  otherwise    than  that  the  Protestants 
should  be  alarmed  >  The  meeting  at  Hills- 
borough had  been  described  by  a  noble 
Lord  as  an  exclusive  meeting.    Such  was, 
however,  notthecase,  for  there  werepresent 
persons  professing  liberal  opinions,  as  well 
as  others  not  connected  with  the  Church 
Establishment.     Colonel  Ford   had  long 
been  connected  with  the  county,  and  was 
known  for  his  liberality,  and    Dr.  Cooke, 
of  Belfast,    the   late    moderator  of   the 
Synod  of  Ulster— a  Christian  pastor,  who 
had  long  laboured  in  the  vineyard  of  his 
Master — not  a  man  living  on  tithes,  but 
a  valuable  minister  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  were  present  at  the  meeting.  [The 
noble  Earl  here  read  extracts  from  the 
speeches  of  these  individuals.     The  ex- 
tract from  the  speech  of  Dr.  Cooke  con- 
cluded by  stating  that "  the  time  for  silence 
on  the  part  of  the  Protestants  had  passed, 
and  the  time  to  speak  out  had  arrived.'* J 
He  must  particularly  call  on  their  Lord- 
ships to  attend  to  what  Dr.  Cooke  had 
said,  because  that  gentleman  felt  that  his 
religion  and  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
were  in  danger.    The  opinions  of  these 
gentlemen  proved  that  such  meeting  was 
not  held  for  party  objects — ^was  not  con- 
gregated to  serve,  or  support  any  Admin- 
istration ;  and  for  himself,  he  (Ahe  Earl  of 
Roden)  could  declare  that  it  would  signify 
not  to  him  who  sat  on  the  benches  oppo- 
site, or  what  Administration  might  be  in 
power,  but  he  should,  whenever  he  saw  a 
Government  place  the  Protestants  in  such 
a  position,  feel  it  his  duty  to  act  as  he 
had  done,  and  in  the  same  manner  as  had 
directed  his  course  in  October  last.     It 
was  his  duty  as  a  magistrate,  and  equally 
his  desire  as  a  subject  of  the  Crown  to 
prevent,  as  much  as  in  him  lay,  the  pro- 
cessions on  the  1 2th  of  July  next,  which 
had  been  alluded  to ;  for  though  the  noble 
Lord  Qpposile  had.  left. the. country  in 


doabt   whether  or  not  such  processions- 
with  party  banners  were  illegal,  he  should, 
be  most  anxious  to  prevent  such  an  ex- 
hibition, if  illegal,  and  thereby  show  that 
the  Orangmen  of  Ireland  would  manifest 
a  loyal  affection  for  the  laws  of  the  land 
and  not  transgress  that  which  it  was  their 
duty  to  support  and  maintain.    A  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  drawn  a  comparison 
between  the  procession  of  which  the  Earl 
of  Mulgrave  was  the  idol  the  other  day 
and  the  meeting  in  October  last  in  the 
county  of  Down,  and  it  had  been  said 
that  one  was  as  illegal  as  the  other.  What 
was  the  difference,  however,  between  these 
two  exhibitions  ?  At  the  one — the  honours 
to  the  Earl  of  Mulgrave — banners  were 
displayed  of  a  character  forbidden  by  act 
of  Parliament;    and  at  the  other — the 
meeting  at  Hillsborough— no  banners  ap- 
peared.   The  Protestants  who  had  assem- 
bled on  that  last-mentioned  occasion  had 
but  one  object  in  view — namely,  the  sup- 
port of   the    Protestant    religion  of  the 
country  as  by  law  established,  and  to  op. 
pose  a  system  of  education,  the  ill  effects 
of  which  had  produced  most  calamitous 
circumstances,  and  to  which  he  should 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  as  soon  as 
the  returns  moved  for  by  him  were  laid 
upon  the  Table.  He  lamented  to  say,  that 
such   meetings  were  rendered  necessary 
by  the  individuals  who  were  now  ruling 
Ireland,  and  by  the  Governors   of  that 
country  still  behind  the  scene,  whose  in- 
fluence there,  on  account  of  the  prevailing 
superstition,  made  the  people  an  easy  prey 
to  their  machinations,  and  whose  object 
was  the  separation  of  the  countries,  and 
the    dismemberment    of   England     and 
Ireland  by  a   repeal  of  the  Legislative 
Union.     A  system  of  organization  and 
combination  prevailed  in  Ireland,  running 
by  communication  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  country,  which  he  believed  had  for 
their  object  and  end  the  destruction  of  Pro- 
testant property,  of  Protestant  life,  and  of 
the  Protestant  religion  of  that  land.    Such 
was  his    deliberate  judgment,    and    he 
should  not  be  an  honest  man  if  he  refused 
to  declare  it  to  the  House,  and  to  take 
such  legal  and  constitutional  measures  as 
were  within  his  reach,  in  order  to  avert 
calamities  such  as  he  now  foresaw  im- 
pending over  his  country. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  at  the 
late  hour  of  the  evening  which  had  now 
arrived,  he  should  not  detain  their  Lord- 
ships many  moments.  He  did  not  seek 
to  enter  into  a*  warm  discussion  of  the 
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iopicft  iiiid  points  Which  hftd  been  intm^ 
diiced  into  the  con^rtntion^  he  wished 
merely  to  advert  to  a  point  which  had 
been  slightly  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Marquess  who  opened  the  Debate^  and 
by  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  alluded  to  the  appeal  which  had  been 
made  to  the  noble  Earl  near  him  (the 
Earl  of  Rodeh),  that  hfe  Wottld  nse  his  in« 
iluence  with  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  to 
endeavour  to  prevent  any  of  those  dis- 
plays of  an  illegal  character  which  might 
tend  to  create  tumult,  confusion^  and  dis* 
tttrbance.  Before  he  had  left  Ireland  on 
the  verv  last  public  occasion  which  was 
afibrdra  him  of  addressing  any  words  to 
his  fellow-subjects  in  that  country,  he 
had  ventured  to  dffer  his  humble  advice 
to  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  to  allow 
nothing  to  tempt  them  to  violate  the  lawv 
He  trusted  that,  considering  the  situation 
which  he  had  lately  filled  in  Ireland,  he 
might  be  permitted  here  again  to  oSer 
them  the  same  advice,  and  he  would  join 
the  noble  Marquess  in  his  appeal  to  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Roden)  to  exer- 
cise that  influence  which  he  posses&ed 
over  not  only  the  Protestants,  but  all 
sects  and  parties  in  Itcland.  No  indivi«- 
dual  could  exercise  that  influence  more 
beneficially  than  the  noble  Earl.  He 
hoped  the  Protestants  Would  remember 
that  there  were  no  means  by  which  they 
could  place  themselves  in  the  hands  of 
their  worst  enemies  so  completely  as  by 
violating  the  law^  and  coming  Into  inevit* 
able  and  unnecessary  conflict  with  the 
Government  of  the  country.  That  the 
Protestants  had  very  strong  ftelings  at 
the  present  moment  was  not  to  be  denied, 
but  their  sincere  attachment  was  to  the 
in8titutions>  sacred  and  civil>  of  their 
country.  He  would  remind  them  that 
there  was  nothing  by  which  they  could 
BO  deeply  injure  those  institutions,  sacred 
and  civile  as  by  making  displays  calcu- 
latetl  by  their  character  to  lead  to  turbu- 
lence and  disorder.  In  stating  thus  much 
to  them,  he  begged  to  say  the  advice 
eame  fVom  one  as  devotedly  attached  as 
themselves  to  the  connexion  between  the 
two  countries,  and  the  sacred  and  civil 
institutions  of  both,  and  he  trusted  the 
noble  fiarl,  and  those  who  concurred  with 
him  would,  in  consideration  of  the  office 
he  (the  fiarl  of  Haddington)  had  lately 
filled,  forgive  him  for  ofiering  this  word 
of  advlcew 

The  Earl  of  Qosford  said»  that  he  could 
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were  not  only  tippoced  to  the  meeting  at 
Hillsborough,  but  had  foxxemeA  to  him 
the  evil  consequences  which  they  aiitid** 
pated  would  msult  from  such  an  assem- 
blage. He  knew  also,  that  exeitement 
and  Irritation  had  been  the  conseqoenoe 
of  that  meeting,  and  that  between  many 
persons  formerly  living  in  hannony  and 
goodwill  with  each  other,  an  immedtata 
change  had  followed  that  tnuisactioB. 
With  respect  to  the  meeting  itself,  ha 
had  been  informed,  upon  the  authority  of 
individuals  long  acquainted  with  the 
county  of  Down,  that  the  greatest  poasihltt 
compulsion  had  been  used  to  collect  great 
bodies  fbr  that  meeting  \  that  iatiooreia 
had  been  paid  three  days'  wages  to  attend 
it ;  and  agents  and  baUifRi  IumI  been  em* 
ployed  to  congregate  unwilling  tenants  on 
the  occasion.  Thus  it  was,  that  the  meet* 
ing  was  resorted  to  in  such  numbers.  It 
should  not  be  fotgotten,  also,  that  the 
meeting  was  held  in  the  extreme  end  of 
the  county  of  Down,  veiging  upon  the 
counties  of  Antrim  and  Armagh,  the  very 
spot  where  the  greatest  nnmlier  of 
Orangemen  lived.  He  could  further  state 
that  many  respectable  inhabitants  of  the 
town  of  Hillsborough,  when  they  saw  (he 
orders  issued  to  the  Omnge  Lodges,  de^ 
dined  attending,  and  protested  against 
the  meeting,  assigning  at  the  same  time 
the  cause  of  their  protest.  The  iWiog 
against  the  Tithe  Bill  of  last  year  was  mit 
general  in  Ireland,  and  the  attempt  to  get 
up  a  similar  meeting  in  the  county  with 
which  he  was  connect,  was  r^ected  by 
a  great  body  of  the  magistracy  of  the 
county. 

The  Marquess  of  Lfrndonderty  said, 
with  regard  to  the  assertioiis  of  the 
noble  Earl  (GosfonI)  as  to  the  tenantry 
of  Down  being  paid  for  their  attends 
ance,  he  knew  little  of  that  body  of 
men  to  make  such  a  dedaradon.  He 
defied  the  noUe  fiarl  to  the  proof,  or  to 
name  a  single  instance  where  it  occur- 
red. Possibly  the  noble  Lord  (Hathertoo, 
late  Secretary  ibr  Ireland),  who  had 
visited,  in  former  days,  his  (  Lord  Lon- 
donderry's) tenantry  in  Irdand)  would 
give  him  his  sentiments  of  the  description 
of  that  invmlual>le  class  of  tenantry  of 
which  the  landlords  of  Ireland  had  lo 
boast,  and  woald  prove  they  were  aixive 
such  sudpicion^  With  respect  to  the  rt« 
marks  of  tlie  noble  Viscount  (Melboorva) 
in  reply  to  them,  he  must  remaric,  iirstj 
that  the  main  argument  of  te  noUe 
Vitoount  reKod  M  Mi  bvrlnip  kept  th« 
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pHilioo  80  long  in  faU  posscmonf  and  by 
wbat  authority  be  bad  done  9oi  He  beg- 
ged to  observe  tbat  a  ooble  aod  learned 
Lord  (Broogbam)  on  a  fonoer  evenings 
bad  «Uted  diBtioctly  bis  opinion^  that 
when,  any  petition  (was  placed  in  the 
bands  of  an  individual,  it  was  for  that 
person  to  use  his  discretion  as  to  the 
period  of  its  presentation,  and  if  the 
Doble  Viscount  doubted  that  the  feelings 
of  the  petitioners  were  now  in  accordance 
with  what  they  were  in  October  last^  the 
noble  Viscount  should  have  another  peti- 
tion of  a  similar  import  in  a  very  short 
time.  The  noble  Viscount  had  then  been 
pleased  to  make  rather  a  personal  allusion 
to  his  political  wisdom.  He  would  not 
presume  to  put  it  in  competition  with 
that  of  tbe  noble  Viscount  opposite ;  but 
he  would  say,  that  he  was  not  so  wise 
as  to  undertake  an  administration  founded 
on  tbe  basis  of  robbing  the  Protestant 
Church  of  Ireland  by  appropriating  its 
surplus  revenues  to  general  purposes  of 
education.  He  was  not  so  wise  as  to  un- 
dertake a  government,  whose  existence 
depended  on  a  radical  and  factious  body 
in  Iceland*  And,  finally,  be  was  not  so 
wise  as  to  become  a  minister  upon  the 
resignation  of  one  of  the  greatest  states- 
men this  country  has  ever  seen,  who 
received  on  his  retirement  the  unanimous 
applause^  and  urgent  entreaty  to  remain 
in  office  conveyed  in  more  than  a  thousand 
addresses  bearing  millions  of  signatures. 
To  such  wisdom  he  was  not  yet  arrived. 
He  could  not  wish  the  noble  Viscount  joy 
of  his  position — nor  could  he  ever  believe 
it  would  end  in  anything  more  than  his 
entire  discomfiture. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

IsLmoTON  Markbt.]  Lord  Brougham 
rose  to  present  two  petitions  of  great  im- 
portance, not  on  the  subject  which  had 
occapifd  their  Liordships  so  many  honrs, 
and  from  a  continuance  of  which  he  had 
oo  doubt  their  Liordships  were  not  disin- 
dined  to  escape.  The  first  petition  was 
signed  by  a  right  rev.  Prelate,  thetr 
Honours  tbe  If  aster  of  the  Rolls  and  the 
yioe«-Chancelk>r,  his  Majesty's  Solicitor- 
General,  about  two  doaen  King's  Counsel^ 
«ii  the  Masters  in  Chaneery,  a  great  many 
Judges,  barristers,  and  respectable  solicitons 
of  Lincoln's  Inn  and  tbe  other  Inns  of 
Cowrt.  The  petition  complained  of  the 
ftteweat  Jtate  of  the  markets  in  the  metro- 
npliflj  aod  was  in  favour  of  the  present 
mOfi  Iha  otber  petitipii  waa  bom  equally 


respectable  individuals,  but  was  of  a  dif* 
ferent  description — against  the  Bill.  It 
was  signed  by  many  graziers  of  great  re- 
spectability in  tbe  county  of  Gloucester. 
He  (Lord  Brougham)  should  not  take 
upon  himself  to  say  whether  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  the  Vice^Cbancellor,  or  ^  the 
graziers  were  in  the  right  on  the  subject, 
which  was  of  too  critical  a  nature  for  his 
unenlightened  and  uneducated  opinion.^- 
He  was  not  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
except  in  a  different  shape,  but  he  begged 
to  present  both  petitions  to  their  Lord« 
ships. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  should 
only  make  one  observation,  and  that  was 
on  a  statement  that  had  been  handed 
about,  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  the 
public  would  suffer  by  the  establishment 
of  the  New  Islington  Market.  The  tolls, 
it  was  said,  would  be  higher  than  at 
Smithfield.  Such  statement  was  incorrect 
and  certainly  somewhat  singular,  coming 
out  of  the  mouths  of  those  who  would  be 
benefitted  by  the  tolls  being  higher  at 
Islington  than  at  Smithfield* 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  he 
would  not  take  upon  himself  to  say  whe- 
ther or  not  the  statement  in  question  was 
correct.  He  had  an  opposite  statement 
to  which  he  should  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships*  He  considered  the  pre- 
sent a  bad  time  to  be  making  experiments 
on  agricultural  distress.  He  could  in- 
form tbe  House  of  the  opinion  entertained 
respecting  this  Bill  by  a  noble  Earl,  who, 
although  their  Lordships  might  not  agree 
as  to  lus  being  the  best  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  world,  they  would  all 
admit  to  be  opposed  to  everything  like 
monopoly  and  to  be  the  advocate  of  free 
trade.  He  alluded  to  Earl  Spenper,  whose 
opinion  upon  such  a  subject  as  the  pre- 
sent their  Lordships  would  be  as  much  dis- 
posed to  respect  as  he  was  sure  they  re- 
spected him  personally.  He  had  received 
a  letter  from  that  noble  Earl,  .who  was  a/t 
present  out  of  town,  expressing  himself 
strongly  against  the  Bill.  In  that  letter 
the  noble  Earl  stated  that  if  he  (the  Duke 
of  RicblBond)  should  succeed  in  throwing 
out  the  Bill  he  would  confer  a  great  ser- 
vice 0Ot  Qidy  ofl  the  consumer,  but  on 
the  grazier  and  the  other  agricultural  in- 
terests connected  with  Smithfield  market. 
He  (tbe  Duke  of  Richmond)  felt  satisfied 
that  this  Bill  could  not  have  been  pro- 
perly attended  to  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons^ or  tbe  powers  that  were  giten  under 
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It  to  the  owners  of  the  market  would 
never  have  been  conferred  on  any  indi. 
vidnals.  It  gave  the  owners  the  power 
to  make  bye  laws,  and  the  Magistrates 
of  the  county  were  compelled  to  sanction 
those  bye  laws.  Such  power^  he  be* 
Meved,  was  never  given  by  any  Bill  of 
the  kind  before,  and  he  was  sure  they 
ought  not  to  be  conferred  in  this  instance. 
As  to  the  immorality  of  Smithfield,  that 
had  been  so  much  dwelt  on,  surely  every 
body  knew  that  there  must  be  more  or 
less  immorality  where  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  drovers.  He  confessed,  he  could 
not  consent  to  grant  such  tremendous 
powers  as  were  given  by  this  Bill  to  the 
owners  of  the  Islington  |market,  and 
should  oppose  the  second  reading. 

Earl  SuffieU  said  that  the  noble  Duke 
cotild  only  allege,  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  the  opinion  of  a  noble  Earl  who  was 
at  present  in  Northamptonshire,  and  whose 
opinion  he  (Earl  Suffield)  had  no  doubt 
was  formed  on  the  gross  misrepresenta- 
tions that  were  so  industriously  sent 
abroad  as  to  this  Bill.  No  man  could  re- 
spect the  character  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Spencer),  both  as  a  good  statesman  and 
an  exciillent  farmer,  more  than  he  did  -, 
but  he  conceived  that  anybody  else  might 
be  just  as  good  a  judge  of  a  nuisance  at 
Smithtield  as  that  noble  Earl.  The  fact 
of  a  monopoly -and  a  nuisance  at  Smith- 
field  were  undoubted,  and  their  removal 
had  been  long  and  loudly  called  for  by 
numbers  far  exceeding  those  who  opposed 
the  present  Bill.  Upwards  of  10,000 
graziers  and  others  of  that  Interest  had 
petitioned  the  House  of  Commons  in 
favour  of  this  Bill,  and  it  was  too  much 
therefore,  to  say  that  Smithfield  was  not 
complained  of.  As  to  the  regulation  of 
tolls,  the  House  had  the  power  of  fixing 
what  those  tolls  should  be  in  Committee 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Bill  would  not 
be  opposed  upon  this  ground. 

Lord  Alvanlejt/  said  that  more  arbitrary 
powers  were  never  given  by  any  Legisla^ 
tive  Measure  than  by  the  present  Bill. — 
It  empowered  Mr.  Perkins,  the  owner  of 
the  Market,  to  summon  a  jury,  and  value 
any  property  he  pleased  for  the  use  of  the 
Market,  and  if  the  sum  awarded  by  the 
Jury  did  not  exceed  the  sum  ofiTered  to 
the  owner,  then  each  party  was  to  pay 
half  the  expense.  This  he  considered  a 
most  unprecedented  power  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  any  individual,  and  he  should 
therefore  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  n 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 


The  Marquis  of  SaUshury  said,  that  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  suffered  to  go  into 
Committee,  as  that  would  be  the  best 
opportunity  of  judging  of  its  details. 

Their  Lordships  divided :  Contents 
30 ;  Not-Contents,  1  ;  Majority,  29. 

The  Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  June  2,  1835. 

Mfinrncs.  Petitions  presented.  By  Hr.  Sergeant  Jackson, 
ftom  the  SolicitoTB  and  Attomiet  of  Ireland,  for  the  Repeal 
of  the  Landed  Securities  (Ireland)  Act^By  Cokmel 
EvAXSi  ftcxa  the  Westminster  Court  of  Requests. — By 
Sir  William  Follbtt,  from  Exeter,  and  by  Mr.  Grik- 
8T0NE,  from  St.  Alban's,  against  the  Impriaooment  for 
Debt  Bill. — ^By  Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson,  from  four  Places, 
for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day. — ^By  Colondf 
Bolton  Cuts,  from  Hereford,  for  the  Suppresson  of 
Drunkenness ;  from  St.  Peter's,  Hereford,  for  making 
the  Owners  instead  of  Occupies  of  small  Tenements  pay 
Parochial  Rates. — By  Mr.  Wiluam  Rochk,  from 
Limerick,  for  the  Redtiction  of  the  Duty  on  Glass. — By 
Mr.  A.  Trevor,  from  Hartiepool,  for  Protection  to  the 
Protestant  Church  of  Ireland. — ^By  Mr.  Anokrbtrih, 
from  Greenwich,  for  the  Remission  of  the  Sentence  on 
the  Dorchester  Labourers. — By  Mr.  Grimbtok,  from  the 
Licensed  Victuallers  of  Tring,  Wibtone,  and  other  Places, 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Additional  Duty. — By  Lord  Bruok- 
NBLL,  from  three  Places,  for  Protecti(m  to  the  Agricultural 
Interest.' 

Petitions  for  the  Irish  Church.] 
Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  presented  a  Petition 
from  Durham  in  favour  of  the  Irish 
Church. 

Mr.  Pease  took  the  opportunity  of  say- 
ing, that  not  wishing  to  hold  his  seat  in 
the  House,  in  opposition  to  the  opinions 
of  the  majority  of  his  constituents,  be  had 
been  most  anxious  to  ascertain  under 
what  circumstances  the  petition  presented 
the  other  night,  by  the  hon.  Member  from 
Durham,  in  which  some  Members  of  that 
House  were  charged  with  perjury,  and  a 
majority  of  it  with  high  treason,  had  been 
got  up.  With  a  view,  therefore,  of  ascer- 
taining the  real  feelings  of  his  constituents 
on  the  subject,  he  had  written  to  them, 
and  had  received  an  answer  which  he 
would  now  read.  The  answer  stated  that 
the  petition  had  been  got  up  in  a  *'  a  very 
sly  way,"  principally  by  the  clergy;  that 
it  had  been  carried  from  house  to  house 
for  signatures,  and  that  half  of  those  who 
put  their  names  to  it,  were  now  ready  to 
subscribe  a  counter  petition.  He  (Mr. 
Pease)  had  produced  this  letter  in  order 
to  exonerate  himself,  as  he  was  convinced 
that  a  majority  of  tlte  electors .  were 
anxious  for  the  appropriatioa  claase,  oa 
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the  gnmnd  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  the  peace  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  felt  called  upon  to 
make  one  remark.  It  was  asserted  that 
the  petition  had  been  got  up  through  the 
instrumentality  of  the  clergy,  and  he  did 
not  pretend  to  deny  it ;  but  he  was  bound 
to  add,  that  he  had  been  given  distinctly 
to  understand,  that  not  a  single  indivi- 
dual who  affixed  his  name  to  the  petition, 
was  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  it.  It  was 
also  fit  for  him  to  observe,  that  as  far  as 
his  information  extended,  there  was  a 
strong  feeling  regarding  the  appropriation 
clause  throughout  the  county  of  Durham. 
He  had  been  furnished  \%ith  ten  other 
petitions  against  it  from  the  Northern  Di- 
vision of  Durham,  but  he  should  not 
present  them  until  he  saw  one  or  other  of 
the  hon.  Members  for  that  part  of  the 
county  in  his  place.  He  was  not  desirous 
of  proceeding  in  any  underhand  way,  and 
courted  the  observation  of  any  party. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Several  Petitions  were  presented  by 
Viscount  £hrington>  Colonel  Evans,  and  Mr. 
^  £.  Lytton  Bulwer,  and  other  Members  in 
favor  of  the  Vote  by  Ballot. 

The  Ballot.]  Mr.  Grate  then  rose 
and  said — "  In  accordance  with  the  prayer 
of  these  and  other  Petitions,  I  rise  to  lay 
before  you  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  notice  respecting  the  mode  of  taking 
votes  at  the  election  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  mean  to  propose  a  Resolution  to  the 
effect  that  votes  shall  nenceforward  be  taken 
by  way  of  Secret  Ballot,  and  I  shall  set 
forth  the  reasons  which  induce  me  to  make 
this  proposition  as  briefly  and  as  inteUlgibly 
as  1  can.  It  may  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  I  made  a  similar  Motion  in 
the  last  Parliament,  during  the  Session  of 
18839  and  as  my  speech  was  afterwards 
published,  the  arguments  which  I  employed 
on  that  occasion  are  on  record  and  before 
the  world.  It  will  be  difhcult  for  me  to 
avoid  treading  over  again  the  same  ground 
and  repeating  the  same  sentiments,  but  I 
shall  do  my  best  to  conquer  thb  impc»diment 
without  abandoning  those  solid  and  unal- 
terable arguments  on  which  the  Question 
must  finally  be  determined.  It  was  my  in- 
tention to  have  brought  this  Motion  forward 
at  an  earlier  period^  and  with  this  view  I 
save  notice  on.  the  first  day  of  the  present 
session  of  a  Motion  for  the  2nd  of  ApriL 
Before  that  day  arrived  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Devonport^  moved  for  the 


appointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  best  means  of  preventing  Mbery  and 
intimidation ;  and  in  making  that  Motion, 
while  he  expressed  his  strong  sense  of  the 
evils  now  prevalent  under  those  two  heads, 
he  at  the  same  time  intimated  his  hope  that 
some  other  adequate  remedies  might  be 
provided  without  having  recourse  to  the 
Ballot.  Although  I  was  then  of  opinion, 
and  had  long  becni  of  opinion,  that  no  other 
remedy  except  the  Ballot  was  at  all  adequate 
to  the  exigency  of  the  case,  yet  I  thought  it 
my  duty  to  postpone  my  Motion  for  a  cer- 
tain time,  in  order  to  see  whether  there  was 
any  likelihood  of  an  effective  substitute  be- 
ing provided.  Of  the  bill  brought  in  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shaftesbury,  for  in- 
flicting penalties  for  the  intimidation  of 
voters,  I  shall  speak  presently,  but  nothing 
has  occurred  during  this  interval,  either  in 
that  Committee  or  out  of  it,  to  create  in  me 
the  smallest  belief  in  the  possibility  of  any 
such  substitute.  Feeling  as  I  do  still  a  deep 
and  unaltered  conviction  that  the  Ballot  is 
the  only  complete  antidote  against  evils  of 
great  magnitude  and  ui^ency,  I  cannot  con- 
sent to  let  the  present  ^ssion  pass  without 
submitting  the  subject  to  public  discussions 
more  especially  as  some  recent  occurrences, 
have  brought  it  impressively  into  notice.  I 
anticipate  little  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  importance  of  the  Question.  Every 
thing  connected  with  the  dective  franchise, 
the  primary  source  and  security  of  all 
popular  riffhts,  is  an  object  of  first-rate  mo- 
ment. The  perfect  arrangement  and  pro- 
tection of  that  franchise  deserves  our  most 
careful  attention,  and  if  there  are  any  defects 
in  either  of  these  points,  as  matters  stand  at 
present,  this  House  ought  not  to  rest  until 
it  has  removed  them.  I  am  as  ready  as  any 
man  to  acknowledge  the  great  and  signal 
improvement  wrought  by  the  Reform  Act, 
and  to  add  mv  humble  voice  to  the  chorus 
of  praise  and  gratitude  which  that  measure 
has  called  forth  from  my  countrymen.  But 
when  Gentlemen  tell  me  that  it  has  purged 
our  representative  system  of  all  and  singular 
preexisting  defects  —  that  it  has  puu»d 
elections  on  a  footing  pure,  unexceptionable, 
and  incapable  of  any  further  improvement 
— when  Gentlemen  teU  me  this,  I  dispute 
the  position  altogether.  It  will,  I  am 
sure,  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  there  were  some  very  important  points 
appertaining  essentially  to  the  perfection  of 
a  representative  system,  which  the  Reform 
Act  left  altogether  unnoticed.  The  noble 
Lord  (now  Member  for  Stroud)  who  first 
introduced  the  Reform  Bill  to  the  ilous^ 
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in  his  Spaaeh  of  Maveh  1,  ISSl,  expieHly 
•ttd  tliaty  in  proposing  the  BiU»  it  was  opt 
his  imantiMi  to  appmeh  eith^  tho  Quos* 
tioa  nmcting  the  best  mode  of  taking 
Toke8»  wneth«r  by  open  or  secret  sufirage, 
or  the  Question  vapecting  the  duration  of 
Parliaments.    Therefore^  however  Gentle-, 
men  may  aigue  that  the  Reform  Bill  is  a 
final  and  eooclunve  measure  as  to  the  ex- 
tent or  distribution  of  the  elective  franchise 
—Hi  point  on  which  I  do  not  now  wish  to 
tpucb— etill  they  cannot  with  any  colour 
of  reason  pretend  that  it  is  final  as  to 
topks  which  the  mover  expressly  put  aside, 
and  which  were  hardly  once  glanced  at 
during  the  whole  length  of  the  discussion. 
I  contend  that  the  Reform  Act  neither 
settled,  nor  undertook  to  settle,  whether 
secret  sufirage  is  better  or  worse  than  open 
auffiage;  nor  do  I,  in  mooting  this  point, 
either  overstep  the  limits  or  overrule  the 
authority  of  that  instrument    ButaltlKw^ 
my  proposal  is  thus  independent  of  the  Re- 
form Act)  it  tends  to  the  same  result,  and 
is  in  peifect  harmony  with  the  generous 
spirit  and  purposes  of  that  measure  in  sub- 
stituting representation  in  place  ofnomina- 
tion*     f  will  add,  that  it  is  not  at  all  less 
important,  for  a  bad  manner  of  taking  votes 
may  be  just  as  noxious  as  a  bad  qualification 
or  distribution  of  voters.     Having  thus  en« 
deavoured  to  show  that  the  most  sincere 
reqpect  and  admiration  for  the  Reform  Act 
need  not  preclude  you  from  entertaining 
this  Question,  I  proceed  to  inquire  what 
are  the  reasons  for  objecting  to  open  votings 
and  for  preferring  the  Vote  by  Ballot.    I 
assume  that  in  conferring  upon  any  man  the 
title  and  functions  of  elector,  you  really  in* 
tend  to  invest  him  with  a  substantive  and 
ind^ndent  character ;  you  deal  with  him 
as  a  voluntary  and  intelligent  agent,  capa-> 
ble  of  dischaxging  an  office  of  trust;  you 
place  in  his  hands  an  important  right,  which 
Le  is  to  exercise  aocordmg  to  his  own  free 
conscience^  and  according  to  his  own  best 
Judgpnent*      The  law  can  mean  nothing 
elie  wben  it  provides  and  prescribes  that 
akwters  shall  deliver  their  sufe^^  '*  freely 
and  indifferently. "    You  wish  to  obtain  the 
siaoere  determination  of  the  voter  as  to  the 
nsan  whom  he  chooses  fiw  a  representative 
*— his  sineere  determination,  at  all  events, 
has  cntioiinl  determination,  if  it  be  possible. 
His  vole,  in  order  to)  oanespond  with  the 
inteotaoa  of  the  law«  must  he  the  offispring 
nf  an  nnooosCcaiaed  will,  and  thb  expres- 
sion of  his  QWn  genuine  sentiment    The 
wtttmty  of  this  would  be  a  supposition 
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really  hold  it  in  their  hearty  few  at  least 
will  be  found  to  vindicate  openly ;  for  it 
would  imply  that  a  voter,  though  nominally 
invested  with  the  franchise,  is  intended 
only  as  the  passive  tool  and  mouthpiece  of 
another  man's  commands;  it  would  imply 
that    Parliament,    while    pretending    to 
bestow   a    vote    upon    hlmi    designs,  in 
fact,    to    bestow     underhand    a    second 
vote  upon  somebody   else,    and  that  the 
subordinate  voter  is  thus  invested  with  a 
trust,  the  very  essence  of  which  consists  in 
a  stimulated  choice  at  the  hustings.  If  there 
be  persons  who  really  think  that  the  law 
intends  to  play  this  trick  with  voters,  the 
sooner  it  is  proclaimed  the  better,  in  order 
that  voters  may  understand  the  real  value 
of  the  privilege  conferred  upon  them^  and 
the  exact  duty  which  they  are  required  to 
fulfil.     If  this  be  what  is  really  meant  by 
a  vote,  in  justice  and  in  mercy  say  so ;  do 
not  entice  men  of  honour  and  conscienoe  to 
meddle  with  so  disgraceful   a  privilege. 
But  I  anticipate  that  any  such  meaning  as 
this  will  be  generally  disavowed.     It  will 
be  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  free  and 
indifferent  sufirage  of  the  voter,  in  the 
plain  sense  of  the  words,  is  the  object 
sought  to  be  obtained  whenever  a  vote  is 
conferred — in   other  words,    the   sincere, 
genuine,  determination  of  the  voter*  with- 
out purchase  and  without  coercion;  and  if 
such  be  indeed  the  purpose,  I  entreat  you 
to  consider  whether  it  will  not  be  more 
surely,  as  well  as  more  easily  attained,  by 
voting  in  secret  than  by  voting  in  puUie. 
Compare  calmly  the  two  sides  of  the  alter. 
native,  and  you  will  see  that  there  is  every 
reason  for  declining  the  open  method  of 
voiing,*-every  reason  for  preferring  the 
secret  method*     When  a  man  gives  his 
vote  in  secret,  you  are  perfectly  sure  to  eli« 
minate  all  constraint — to  give  full  play  to 
his  inward  thoughts  and  feelings— to  ob« 
tain  his  free,  genuine,  undiasemUed  de* 
termioaiicn ;  of  this  yon  cannot  be  disap* 
pointed*    The  vnter  may  form  a  wtong 
jttdgiBdent — ^he  may  be  deceived  by  wrong 
infiimiBtion,    or   led   aataay    by   nnwiao 
reasoning— he  may  fellow  bliadly  eno. 
tions  of  fiiendship  or  of  antipathy;  all  or 
any  of  these  causes  may  vitiate  hb  last  de» 
terminatiQn,  and   render  it    inoonsiiteBt 
with  sound  and  £sr-siglitedreason«  hut  aueh 
as  the  detenniaatiaB  is»  so  it  emerges  and 
manifests  itself  at  the  poll,  prov]£d  onljr 
the  votes  be  takm  seoretly.    I  think  lima 
no  num  who  icflects  for  a  momaat  can 
dispute  what  is  here  advanoed.     Under 
ieorat  mtiBgi  joa  ast  ai  wall  apaiffri  «f 
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tatingiag  out  the  real  aod  genviae  choioe 
•f  the  toter  as  if  yott  oould  look  into  hit 
beart ;  but  are  you  equally  sure  of  bringi- 
ing  out  his  ttai  and  genuine  chaiee  if  you 
zequire  bis  vote  to  be  given  openly }  Quite 
the  reverse.  A  voter's  tongue  is  not  ne» 
ceanrily  the  interpreter  of  his  real  mind ; 
it  is  but  too  often  the  slave  of  his  para* 
OKmnt  hopes  and  fears.  Whatever  may 
be  his  real  choice^  he  may  have  a  thousand 
modves  for  delivering  ihe  contrary  at  an 
open  poUing.|dbee.  He  may  make  it  the 
means  of  conciliating  favour  or  averting 
enmity.  He  may  be  overborne  by  the 
solicitations  of  a  friend,  or  intimidated  by 
the  threats  of  a  superior.  His  vote  cannot 
ftil  to  offend  tibe  party  whom  it  contributes 
to  defeat^  nor  to  gratify  those  whom  it 
assists ;  his  oomfort,  his  station  in  life,  his 
family  tranquillity»  may  all  depend  upon  his 
keeping  well  with  one  or  the  other.  And 
who  will  deny  that  under  these  eircum- 
stances  he  vrill  be  strongly  tempted  to  give 
a  vole  fineign  to  his  heart  and  Gonscience  ? 
You  create  under  open  voting  a  perpetual 
and  distxening  conflict  in  the  mind  of  an 
honest  elector^  between  his  country  and 
his  consciettee  on  one  side,  and  private 
hopes  and  fears  on  the  other.  Such  a  con- 
fliet,  let  it  end  how  it  may,  is  evil  enough 
in  itsdf ;  bat  when  we  leooUeet  that  it 
ends  IB  keeping  electors  out  of  the  register, 
in  detenring  them  from  coming  to  the  pol]« 
and  often  in  overpowering  their  free  choke 
when  they  do  come  there— -when  we  re^ 
coUect  that  it  thus  gives  you  members  not 
eaumattng  fiom  the  spontaneous  chmoe  and 
confidence  of  the  peopie*^8um  up  this  ao» 
cumulated  evil,  and  it  will  appear  to  be  of 
the  gWMiteat  and  most  serious  magnitude. 
Now,  misehieft  like  these  are  the  natural 
oonsequenoB  of  that  publicity  of  the  suffirage 
which  enabies  intemeddiers  from  without 
to  work  on  th^  hopes  and  fears  of  iodn 
vidual  eleetoiB :  they  are  ao  in  every  state 
of  society,  but  they  are  infinitely  multi- 
plied and  exaggerated  in  a  country  like 
this,  marked  by  the  greatest  ineqpialities  of 
wealth  and  station.  They  axe  abundantly 
esemj^ified  in  all  their  shapas  in  the  elec- 
tions of  this  kingdom  at  preeent;  and  tiie 
traces  of  them  are  as  well  known  as  they 
are  painfully  felt.  I  might  confidently  say 
that  there  has  scarce  ever  been  any  reaaledial 
meaaure^  on  mny  sul^ect,  passed  in  thb 
House,  in  which  the  evil  to  be  remedied 
was  more  extensbely  notoriooe  than  it  is 
in  the  case  whs^  I  am  now  submitting  to 
TOu*  The  poblie  oomplaiBts  made  to  this 
tlouitiiitiMinmoCpititkmi  hmt  bean 


neither  few  nor  ineonsiderable ;  and  I  oanx 
not  be  surprised  that  they  are  not  mnre 
numerous,  when  I  recollect  that  the  same 
overpowering  influence  which  controls  an 
elector's  vote  also  deters  him  from  com^ 
plaining.  But,  independent  of  all  petitions, 
I  believe  I  might  appeal  to  nine  men  out 
of  ten  of  those  who  have  been  active  in 
contested  elections,  for  a  confirmation  of 
the  truth  of  my  assertion,  especially  among 
those  who  have  the  misfortune  to  find 
themselves  opposed  to  the  wishes  of  the 
rich  and  of  the  great.  Sure  I  am  chat  the 
newspapers  in  town  and  country,  during 
all  the  course  of  the  last  general  eleetion 
(whatever  miffht  be  thmr  general  politics^ 
whether  Wh^,  Tory,  or  Radical),  all 
abounded  with  comments  and  protestations 
on  the  subject  of  undue  iDflnenee.  There 
was  scarcely  a  single  case,  amongst  the 
many  body  contested  elections,  in  which 
this  potent  weapon  was  not  sorely  felt  end 
loudly  oomphdned  of.  Sure  I  am  that  in 
any  private  oonveraation  without  theae 
walls,  be  the  persons  eoncemed  whom  they 
may,  practices  of  this  sort  would  be  aUoded 
to  as  the  ordinary  course  of  nature>  as 
among  the  physical  laws,  if  I  may  so  ex» 
press  it,  of  the  electioneering  word.  Sup* 
pose  two  men  speculating  or  betting  on 
the  result  of  the  pending  contest  in  York- 
shire, or  Devonshire,  or  Staffiirdshiie,  does 
any  one  doubt  that  in  calculating  the  pro* 
bable  result  and  determining  the  odds,  the 
opemtion  of  extraneous  influences  over  the 
hopes  and  fears  of  voters  would  be  reckoned 
upon  widi  periect  confidence  and  certainty, 
as  one  mighty  element  among  the  complex 
forces  on  whidi  the  issue  would  depend  } 
Does  any  one  doubt  dmt  the  odds  would 
iramediiAely  alter,  if  great  landlords  were 
unexpectedly  to  declare  that  they  wouki 
prohibit  every  hint  or  whisper  of  command 
or  compulsion  over  the  minds  of  their 
tenantry?  The  sway  of  landlords  over 
their  tenants,  and  of  eustomers  over  their 
tradesmen,  of  manufacturers  over  their 
operatives,  is  assumed  as  part  and  parcel  of 
a  man's  electioneering  strength,  or  of  what 
is  tedinicaliy  celled  &  interest;  and  if  a 
man  voluntarily  refbdns  fnm  avniiiBg 
himself  of  it,  he  seeoM  like  one  vrho  fere« 
goes  the  use  of  a  natural  and  wdiuary 
weapon.  Sometimes  a  landlord  does  pub* 
lidy  notify  to  his  tenants  that  he  does  not 
mean  to  inteiiere  with  their  votes  a 
generous  and  beconinff  proceedkifr>  whieK 
i  could  widi  to  see  oftener,  but  it  is  an 
edict  of  nanundssien  which  woidd  appear 
both  piapoMPOUi  and  iMiMngj  if  the  fv^ 
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exifltiDg  dependence  were  not  felt  and  un- 
derstood by  all  parties.     It  is  but  too  well 
known  to  canvassers,  how  often  in  the 
course  of  their  visits  they  hear  from  voters 
sinoere  and  earnest  expressions  of  goodwill 
to  a  cause,  coupled  with  the  humiliating 
avowal  of  overruling  influence,  which  pre- 
vents them  from  supporting  it.     It  is  but 
too  well  known  how  of^,  in  the  answer 
of  a  voter,  "  I  dare  not,''  waits  upon  "  I 
would;"  how  many  voters  there  are  who 
manifest  their  uncomfortable  tenure  of  an 
unprotected  privilege,  either  by  absolutely 
dedioing  to  vote  at  all,  or  by  keeping  back 
their  votes  until  a  case  of  the  strongest  ne- 
cessity arises  to  save  the  cause  which  they 
espouse  from  being  defeated  ;  and  the  cases 
which    have   occurred    within    my    own 
knowledge  and  inquiries,  not  to  take  a 
wider  range,  of  tradesmen  whose  custom 
and  position  in  life  have  grievously  suffered 
from  conscientious  voting  — -  those    cases 
alone  would  suffice  to  convince  me  how 
sad  and  hazardous  is  the  path  of  strict  coo. 
scienoe,  how  overwhelming  the  temptation 
to  desert  it.     I  could  multiply  evidences  of 
this  sort  of  the  prevalence  of  that  undue 
influence  over  electors  to  which  I  have 
been  alluding,  and  I  should  so  multiply 
them  if  I  were  describing  to  a  stranger  in  a 
foreign  country  the  internal  working  of  an 
£nglish  election;  but,  speaking  as  I  am  to 
an  assembly  of  English  Gentlemen,  the 
irksome  conviction  forces  itself  upon  me 
that  I  am  dwelling  upon  what  is  trite  and 
familiar,  and  that  I  might  as  well  labour  to 
prove  by  evidence  the  existence  of  poverty, 
or  of  drunkenness,  and  other  immoralities 
in  this  vast  metropolis — evils  about  which 
Gentlemen  may  difler  and  dispute  as  to  the 
more  or  the  less,  but  the  existence  of  which, 
and  that  to  a  fearful  extent,  no  man  in  his 
senses  can  possibly  question.     To  quote  au- 
thorities in  a  matter  like  this  is  wholly 
unnecessary,  but  I  may  just  mention  that 
more  \han  one  Member  of  the  present 
Cabinet  has  publicly  recognized  the  exist- 
enee  of  those  evil  influences  to  which  I  am 
now  adverting.    Lord  Palmerston,  in  the 
course  of  his  canvass  in  Hampshire  last 
winter,  complained  of  the  employment  of 
such  influences  against  him,  and  indignantly 
denounced  them  in  one  of  his  speeches  to 
the  electors ;  and  the  noble  Lord,  the  pre- 
sent Member  for  Stroud,  was  no  less  ex. 


testimonies  which  confirm  his  statement, 
I  cannot  but  deeply  feel  the  painful  lesson 
which  they  read  to  us   on    the  nuHity 
of  the  elective  principle,  iind  on  the  d&. 
fenceless  state  ai  the  {nvsent  franchise. 
The  noble  Lord  alluded,  in  express  and 
pointed  language,  to  the  threats  and  intimi- 
dation which  had  been  employed  to  deter 
voters  from  supporting  him,  and  to  the 
efiect  which  those  proceedings  had  pro- 
duced  on  the  final  result.    He  gave  us  to 
understand,  and  he  repeated  it  still  more 
clearly  in  his  first  speech  at  Stroud,  that  if 
the  tenantry  of  Devonshire  had  voted  freely 
and  at  their  ease,  instead  of  voting  under 
external  compulsion  and  constraint,  the  ma^ 
jority  at  the  dose  of  the  poll  would  have 
been  doubtful  at  the  least,  and  probably  in 
his  favour  instead  of  against  him.     This  is  a 
weighty  testimony,   which  the  people  of 
England  will  not  soon  forget,  coming  as 
it  does  from  so  very   eminent  a  quarter. 
If  in  the  solemn  and  conspicuous    issue 
lately  tried  in  Devonshire,  in  which  the 
eyes  of  all  England  were  intently  fixed  on 
the   electors,  a  true  and  faithful  verdict 
was  not  brought  out,  what  guarantee  is 
there  for  integrity  of  election  anywhere? 
What  presumption  can  there  possibly  be 
that  the  voice  of  the  electors  has  not  been 
equally   smothered   or    terror-stricken  -in 
other  counties  or  towns  ?    And  what  ap- 
proach can  we  be  said  to  have  made  towards 
that  great  and  magnificent  end  which  the 
Reform  Act  expresdy  promised  us — a  Par- 
liament    possessing   the    full    confidence 
of  the    people?      What  the  noble  Lord 
may  think  of  the  remedy    which  I  pro- 
pose I  pretend  not  to  say ;  but  at  least  he 
will  not  be  surprised  that  I  anxiously  urge 
the  only    adequate  remedy  which   I  can 
discern  against  a  capital  evil,  the  existence 
of  which  he  himsdf  has  so  forcibly  signal- 
ized.    And  is  it  really  any  wonder  that 
this  evil  should  prevail  >     Is  it  wonderful 
that  undue  influence  should  be  employed 
at  elections  when  no  pains  are  taken   to 
prevent  it?     Why,  if  you  took  no  more 
pains  to  prevent  robbery  on  the  highwaiy 
than  you  have  hitherto  taken  to  prevent 
undue  influence  at  elections,  I  venture  to 
affirm  that  no  man  would  be  able  to  carry 
his  purse    for   one    half-hour  in  safety. 
When  men  are  strongly  interested  in  an 
election  contest,  will  they  not  make  their 
private  means  of  annoying  one  man  and 
obliging  another  subservient  to  their  poli- 
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liftliility  <iif  'nunibeni  of  voten  to  \(m,  or 
pmation,  or  ^nnoyanoe,  at  the  hands  of  a 
small  number  of  wealthy  men,  is  equally 
well  known.  What  dse  can  we  expect 
but  that  the  rich  and  powerful  should 
appropriate  to  themselves  the  political  pri- 
vileges of  the  weak,  if  you  leave  the  elec- 
tioneering world  in  a  state  of  nature,  with- 
out restraints  upon  the  former,  without 
escape  or  protection  for  the  latter  ?  But 
this  is  not  all :  there  are  other  serious  mis- 
chiefs besides  those  arising  from  dependence 
of  position.  Often  and  often  do  open  elec- 
tions leave  behind  them  a  deplorable  train 
of  private  feuds  and  animosities,  even 
amongst  equals  and  independant  individuals. 
Let  the  voter  take  ever  so  small  a  part — 
let  him  simply  exercise  his  suffrage,  and  no 
more — he  finds  himself  arrayea  in  open 
hostility  against  friends,  and  neighbours, 
and  associates.  If  the  contest  be  sharp  and 
closely  run,  such  hostility  often  continues 
far  beyond  the  actual  moment,  and  bitterly 
interrupts  the  harmony  and  comfort  of 
private  life :  nay,  sometimes  it  begets  a  reel- 
prodty  of  unkindness  and  injury  which 
approaches  to  a  mitigated  civil  war  among 
neighbours  and  fellow-townsmen.  Now,  I 
know  very  well  that  active  and  leading 
partisans  in  an  election  must  take  the  risk 
of  such  enmity  as  their  forwardness,  may 
draw  upon  them.  But  active  partisans 
are  few  in  comparison  to  the  whole:  and 
why  should  the  quiet  voter,  in  the  simple 
discharge  of  his  electoral  duty,  be  com- 
pelled to  embroil  himself  in  altercation 
with  kinsmen  and  neighbours  ?  He  would 
escape  the  whole  by  a  secret  sufirage ;  for 
however  neighbours  might  mutually  sus- 
pect and  guess  each  other's,  votes,  want  of 
certainty  would  take  off  boUi  the  pungency 
of  displeasure,  and  the  ostensible  ground  of 
open  quarrel  It  is  an  object  or  first-rate 
moment  to  allay  those  acrimonious  politi- 
cal animosities  which  form  the  bane  of 
social  intercoune,  and  which  so  inevitably 
spring  up  in  contested  elections,  if  the 
dtiaeos  are  marshalled  in  open  and  undis- 
guised rivalry  against  each  other.  I  ven- 
sure  to  assert  that  you  will  never  approach 
to  the  solution  of  this  problem  without  the 
aid  of  the  baUot.  In  illustration  of  the 
way  in  which  electioneering  hostility  pro- 
creates and  multiplies  itself,  and  of  the 
manner  in  which  ill  treatment  of  voters  by 
one  side  is  alleged  as  the  reason  or  pretence 
for  retaliation  on  the  other,  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  to  you  a  short  document 
issued'  during  the  last  general  election.  It 
i^  not  pft^  (bat  any  formal  or  nuthentic 


record  of  menaces 'addressed  to  voters  is 
ever  preserved,  for  the  practice  is  one 
which  can  be  made  to  take  effect  without 
any  general  resolution,  and  one  too,  let  me 
add,  which  prudent  men  generally  like  to 
leave  themselves  the  means  of  disavowing. 
But  I  find  that  in  the  election  last  winter 
for  the  city  of  Dublin,  the  committee  of 
the  Tory  candidates  came  to  the  following 
resolution,  and  advertised  it  publicly  in 
the  newspapers.  I  read  from  the  Morning 
Chronicle  of  January  SSnd: — "City  of 
Dublin  Election. — ^At  a  meeting  of  the 
Committee  for  conducting  the  election  of 
Messrs.  West  and  Hamilton,  it  was  re- 
solved unanimously,  *  That  in  consequence 
of  the  gross  system  of  persecution  and  in- 
timidation practised  against  the  respectable 
traders  and  shopkeepers,  Roman  Catholics 
as  well  as  Protestants,  by  placards  and 
other  denunciations,  this  Committee  feel 
bound  to  meet  the  atrocious  system  of  des- 
potism practised  at  this  election,  by  pledge 
ing  themselves  to  furnish  to  the  nobility 
and  gentry  resident  in  the  principal  squares 
and  streets,  and  who  are  the  great  mass  of 
purchasers  and  consumers  in  the  metropolis, 
lists  of  those  engaged  in  trade  who  support 
the  views  of  uie  sound  and  respectable 
portion  of  the  community,  as  well  as  with 
lists  of  those  who  decline  to  act  in  conformity 
with  such  views."  This  is  a  curious  docu* 
ment,  as  it  indicates  in  what  light  Gen- 
tlemen who  meddle  with  elections  regard 
the  freedom  of  voters,  of  those  voters  whom 
yet,  with  a  cruel  sort  of  mockery,  they 
address  in  their  formal  advertisements  by 
the  empty  title  of  "  independent  electors." 
The  Dublin  Committ^  impute  to  their 
opponents  the  first  banning  of  gross  inter- 
ference with  the  nreedom  of  election. 
How  far  this  imputation  is  just  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  take  the  facts  as  these  Conser^ 
vative  Gentlemen  state  them.  *'  Our  op- 
ponents (they  say)  have  begun  the  war  of 
interference  dn  dieir  side ;  therefore,  we 
feel  both  called  upon  and  authorised  to 
retaliate  by  interference  on  our  side.  Onr 
opponents  have  terrified  many  voters  in 
voting  for  them :  therefore,  we  in  self-de- 
fence resort  to  exclusive  dealing,  in  order 
to  force  voters  into  voting  for  us.''  Now 
there  might  be  some  sense  and  sufficiency 
in  this  reasoning,  if  an  election  were  like 
a  priae-fight  or  a  horse-race,  where  no- 
thing was  to  be  studied  but  a  fair  start  and 
exact  equality  of  advantages  between  the 
two  competitors*  But  is  the  House  dia- 
poied  to  look  at  an  election  in  this  light  ? 
In  my  view,  there  are  two  o^her  parties^ 
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wbon  intUKsis  in  llie  caie  grestljr  out. 
weigh  that  of  the  candidates.  I  mean,  fint» 
the  public ;  and  aaoondly,  the  voters.  The 
-pubtic  have  a  deepinteiest  in  promoting  the 
choice  of  good  and  fit  representatives  $  and 
what  guarantee  can  they  have  for  this  if 
the  business  of  election  is  to  be  a  mere  con- 
flict of  threats  against  threats,  and  intimi- 
dation against  intimidation?  The  voters 
have  a  still  deeper  interest  in  the  business, 
and  their  treatment  forms  the  worst  ingre- 
dient in  the  whole  compound  of  mischief. 
They  seem  to  be  considered  as  lawful  prize 
and  pney,  mutum  ac  turpe  pecus,  belonging 
of  right  to  that  party  which  can  drag  them 
with  the  greatest  violence*  Not  a  thought 
is  wasted  either  upon  their  feelings  or  on 
their  repose,  or  on  their  integrity*  Consi- 
der the  situation  of  a  quiet  tradesman  in 
Dublin  who  lias  customers  among  both 
parties;  there  must,  of  course,  be  many 
tradesmen  so  circumstanced.  Let  him  vote 
how  he  may,  he  must  give  o£bnoe  either  to 
one  party  or  to  the  other^-^he  must  incur 
some  positive  and  inevitable  loss,  whichever 
candidate  he  may  prefer.  I  ask,  whether 
he  does  not  in  this  case  march  up  to  the 
poll  ^^injmio  iub  yiwce"— whether  the 
fimnchise  in  this  case  does  not  carry  with 
it  a  burden  and  a  eurse,  rather  than  honour 
$aad  satiafootion  ?  I  ask^  whether  it  be 
worthy  of  a  careful  and  paternal  Govern- 
ment CO  leave  electors  without  any  protec- 
tion against  this  intrusive  tyranny,  and  to 
mzkB  the  exercise  of  their  best  political 
rigihts  •  source  of  constant  alarm  and  ocoa^ 
sional  ruin?  I  again  press  this  notice  of 
the  Dublin  Conservative  Committee,  not  as 
anything  in  itself  rare  and  miraculous,  but 
as  a  striking  and  formal  evidence  of  prac* 
tioes  which  I  believe  to  exist  more  or  less, 
though  not  formally  recorded  or  chronicled, 
throughout  many  other  constituencies.  If, 
as  these  gentlemen  affirm,  the  unjust  inters 
ferenee  originated  with  their  opponents,  I 
can  look  upon  this  plea  only  as  presenting 
accumulated  proof  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
evil,  and  of  the  necessity  for  the  Ballot  as 
a  remedy.  Two  years  ago  we  were  told  to 
wait  and  see  whether  the  Reform  Act,  by 
improving  and  extending  the  constituency, 
would  not  indirectly  extirpate  this  mis- 
chievous interference.  There  were  Gentle^ 
men  who  proj^iesied  that  it  would.  Let 
me  ask  them  now  whether  their  prophecies 
are  fulfiUed-^whether  their  prophecies  are 
in  any  course  or  probability  of  fulfilment? 
I  think  the  facts  up  to  this  moment  are  de- 
cisively against  them ;  I  think  the  probabi- 
lities of  (he  futnre  are  still  more  decisively 


against  tbem.  I  am  pewtiaJUd  <hat  itoduo 
influence  over  voters  was  never  more  widdjF 
spread  or  more  fcnrmidable  than  at  the  latfe 
general  election;  and  it  is  but  too  evident 
that  the  eflbrts  of  the  imperative  aLusea  of 
society  to  subjugate  the  will  of  the  hunihlet 
voters  are  nowise  likely  to  be  suspended  or 
relaxed  for  the  future*  It  is  my  full  belief* 
that  the  ties  of  dependenoe«  in  eveiy  form 
and  variety,  will  be  strained  tighter  mid 
tighter;  I  doubt  not  that  dictation  and  re-t 
solutions  of  exclusive  dealing  among  the 
masses  will  be  brought  to  bear  in  the  oppo* 
site  direction,  in  such  places  as  admit  of  it» 
and  those  despotic  influences  which  carry 
the  voter  to  the  poll  without  a  heart,  and 
without  a  conscience,  will  be  felt  every- 
where more  violently  than  ever.  Such  are 
the  signs  of  events,  as  I  read  them.  I 
should,  indeed,  despair  of  the  tranquil  and 
efficacious  operation  of  the  eleotive  princi-* 
pie  for  the  future,  if  I  did  not  see  in  the 
ballot  the  means  of  rescue  and  preservation* 
But  are  the  means  of  rescue  to  be  found 
anywhere  else?  What  other  methodSj  b»* 
sides  the  Ballot*  have  ever  been  suggested 
to  eradicate  such  very  serious  evils  ?  jChem 
are  some  Gentlem^i  who  sp^  of  the  evils 
in  terms  of  serious  regret  and  indignant 
condemnation,  but  who  seem  to  think  that 
th^  have  done  enougk  by  denouncing  tho 
praetice  of  menacing  and  intimidating  votert 
without  any  fuither  thought  as  to  the 
means  of  prevention,  as  if  pdutical  mischiefs 
were  to  be  charmed  away,  or  shamed  awayr 
by  rhetoric.  I  have  beard  of  nothing  in  tho 
way  of  specific  suggestion  for  preventing 
the  practice  here  adverted  to,  except  the 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shaftesbury.  That  hon.  Gentleman  pn>« 
poses  to  treat  all  acts  of  threatening  or  inti« 
midation*  exercised  with  a  view  to  procure 
votes,  as  legally  criminal,  and  to  impose 
upon  those  who  are  found  guilty  of  such 
acts  appropriate  legal  penaldes*  I  doubt 
not,  that  jthis  Bill  has  been  framed  with 
good  intentions,  and  I  have  no  wish  to  op* 
pose  its  passing,  for  it  will  stamp  the  sewl 
of  legal  reprotetion  on  a  dass  of  acts  eaxu 
nently  and  extensively  noxious.  But  when 
1  look  at  the  Bill  as  a  measure  intended, 
not  merely  to  condemn,  but  also  to  prevent 
—-when  I  consider  not  merely  the  leswm 
which  it  inculcates,  but  the  means  which  it 
affords  of  compelling  observance  of  that  lee- 
son— when  I  look  at  it  in  this  point  of  view* 
lamcompelledtosay  that  it  will  prove  totally 
null  and  inoperative^  Ishall  not  deny  that 
if  a  Bill  like  this  be  passed,  a  very  angiy» 
or  a  very  indiscreet  man,,  may  oixasiqpaHy 
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liPf  iammSt  open  to  its  penalties.  Bnt  I 
oontend  that  flie  geneiral  course  and  prefa- 
lence  of  the  eril  wul  not  only  not  be  airest- 
ed,  but  will  even  be  nowise  lessened  by 
tliese  fare  and  eattraordinary  eases.  How 
can  yon  possibly  detect  and  prove  by  legal 
eTidenoe^  andpunish,  all  the  thousand  ways 
in  which  a  man  may  convey  to  his  tenant^ 
or  to  his  trademan^  the  apprehension  of 
los^y  in  ease  they  vote  against  his  wishes? 
Suppose  I  go  and  canvass  my  grocer,  or  my 
tailor,  on  behalf  of  one  of  the  candidates  at 
a  contested  election ;  I  solicit  his  vote  in 
the  most  polite  manner,  but  at  the  same 
time  in  terms  which  show  that  I  take  the 
strongest  interest  in  the  result  of  the  elec- 
tion. Is  not  this  quite  sufficient  to  show  to 
the  person  solicited,  that  if  he  votes  con- 
trary to  my  wishes  he  runs  the  strongest 
risk  of  losing  my  custom ;  and  is  not  half 
the  mischief  thus  done  without  the  em- 
plojrment  of  one  single  word  which  can  be 
construed  into  a  formal  threat,  or  rendered 
amenable  to  punishment }  Or  suppose  that 
9ittt  the  election,  the  tradesman  having 
voted  against  me,  I  immediately  withdraw 
my  custom  from  him,  you  cannot  punish  me 
for  this  act^  unless  you  connect  it  with  some 
previous  threat  or  declaration  of  intention, 
and  how  rarely  can  this  be  done  ?  Every 
one  knows  that  civiliQr  of  manner  and  ex- 
pression in  adking  for  votes  is  almost  univer- 
sal, whatever  may  be  the  disposition  of 
those  who  canvassj  and  whatever  may  be 
their  power  as  to  inflicting  ulterior  conse- 
quences. Now,  I  assert  thist  all  these  im- 
perative requests,  and  all  the  train  of  op- 
pressions inflicted  on  tenants  and  tradesmen 
for  refusal,  may  go  on  with  perfect  im- 
punity, notwithstanding  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  In  so  far  as  that  Bill 
will  be  operative  at  all,  there  will  be  (I 
doubt  not,  without  his  intendiog  it) 
some  degree  of  partiality  in  its  operation, 
which  forms  to  a  certain  extent,  an  ob- 
jection against  it.  Whenever  the  poorer 
dasses  meddle  at  all  with  the  freedom  of 
other  men's  votest  each  of  them  individually 
is  of  little  weight  or  importance,  and  it  is 
only  as  a  combined  mass  that  they  can  in- 
terfere with  effect.  Now,  the  steps  requi- 
site to  bring  about  concert  and  co-operation 
in  a  numerous  body  are  liable  to  be  more  or 
less  public,  and  the  interference  thus  be- 
comes coffnixable  by  law.  But  the  inter- 
ference of  the  same  kind  and  for  the  same 
purpose  exercised  by  rich  men  individually 
needs  no  puUtc  notification,  no  joint  decla- 
ration or  resolution,  to  render  it  effective, 
and  it  dierefore  escapes  legal  oognixance 


altogether.  This  is,  in  my  opinion,  an 
example  of  partial  and  unequal  operation, 
though  doubtless  not  intended,  in  the  hon. 
Gendeman's  Bill ;  the  more  so,  as  the  cases 
of  individual  interference  by  ridi  men  out* 
number  a  thousandfold  the  cases  of  pro- 
claimed collective  interference  by  numerous 
masses.  The  species  of  dictation  which  is 
the  most  widespread  and  the  most  injurious 
-subtle  and  untraceable  in  its  coarse,  but 
fearfully  ruinous  in  its  effects— -is  precisely 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill  leaves 
untouched  and  unmolested.  Such  is  the 
only  substitute  which  I  have  yet  heard  pro- 
posed by  those  who  admit  the  existence  of 
those  evils  which  the  Ballot  is  intended  to 
avert.  If  there  be  any  other  substitutes,  of 
which  1  am  not  aware.  Gentlemen  will  no 
doubt  state  them  in  the  course  of  this 
night's  debate,  and  the  House  will  then  be 
able  to  judge  of  their  efficacy.  But  I  must 
say,  with  reference  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shaftesbury,  that  if  that  Bill 
were  passed  to-morrow,  the  necessity  for  the 
Ballot  would  scarcely  be  a  whit  diminished 
by  it.  It  is  my  firm  belief  that  all  those 
who  now  employ  undue  power  over  voters 
would  still  persevere  in  doing  so,  without 
the  smallest  apprehension  of  incurring  the 
penalties  provided  by  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Bill ;  and  if  by  accident  one  persecutor  out 
of  10,000  should  be  convicted  under  it,  his 
fate  would  be  ascribed  by  the  remainder, 
not  to  the  natural  consequences  of  the  Act, 
but  to  his  iblly  in  omitting  the  easy  precau- 
tion of  disguising  a  menace  in  the  form  of  a 
request.  Now,  if  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shafltesbuiy  be  thus  inadequate 
to  its  purpose,  are  there  any  invincible  obu 
jections  which  should  deter  you  from  ac- 
cepting my  proposition  of  the  Ballot  ?  I 
contend  that  there  are  no  such  invincible 
objections ;  and  I  will  endeavour  briefly  to 
exhibit  the  real  worth  of  the  exceptions 
commonly  taken  i^inst  it.  You  hear  some 
object  to  it  as  being  what  they  call  un- 
English,  and  thus  much  is  indeed  true, 
that  bribery  and  intimidation  of  voters  are 
ancient,  homebred,  and  estaUiidied  EngHi^ 
practices,  and  that  the  antidote  to  them 
has  not  yet  been  naturalised  to  our  electoral 
institutions.  But  if  the  evil  be  greatj  and 
there  can  be  no  other  way  of  correcting  it, 
shall  we  reject  the  only  applicaHe  remedy 
because,  though  employed  in  France  and 
the  United  States  of  America,  it  has  never 
yet  obtained  legal  sanction  in  England  P 
Do  we  act  on  such  a  principle  in  other 
cases  out  of  the  sphere  of  politics  ?  Do  we 
refose  to  profit  by  an  useful  discovery  be- 
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cause  it  may  have  taken  its  rise  on  the 
other  side  of  the  channel  ?  Do  we  disdain 
wholesome  medicines  hecause  they  are  not 
the  growth  of  the  English  climate  ?  The 
English,  in  our  province  of  Upper  Canada, 
do  not  think  the  Ballot  un-English;  for 
the  House  of  Assembly  in  that  province 
have^  during  this, very  spring,  passed  a  re. 
solution  for  its  adoption.  But  the  objection, 
futile  as  it  is,  has  not  even  the  merit  of  be- 
ing accurate  in  point  of  fact.  The  Vote 
by  Ballot  is  not  un-English;  for  of  the 
thousand  private  associations  and  clubs 
which  exist  everywhere  throughout  the 
country,  whenever  the  members  are  called 
on  to  perform  the  process  of  election,  the 
votes  are  uniformly  taken  by  Ballot.  This 
is  the  mode  of  voting  spontaneously  re- 
sorted to  by  Englishmen  when  they  are 
left  to  themselves  in  their  private  associa- 
tions, and  when  they  desire  to  call  for  a 
free  and  unconstrained  expression  of  opinion 
from  each  individual  member.  Surely  a 
practice  which  Englishmen  of  all  ranks, 
from  the  vast  London  clubs  to  the  trades* 
unions  and  the  humble  benefit  societies, 
thus  naturally  and  uniformly  fall  into,  is 
not  to  be  denounced  as  uncongenial  to  the 
feelings  and  habits  of  the  nation.  If  the 
Vote  by  Ballot  be  necessary  and  available 
to  cure  a  grievous  political  evil,  we  ought 
rather  to  rejoice  that  the  remedy  is  to  be 
found  so  near  at  hand,  and  so  familiar  to 
the  dealings  of  all  classes  of  Englishmen. 
Some  persons  will  tell  me  that  undue  in- 
terference with  the  liberty  of  voting  will 
still  continue,  even  in  spite  of  the  Ballot, 
because  the  Ballot  will  not  produce  entire 
and  effectual  secrecy.  A  landlord*  they 
contend,  diposed  to  act  oppressively,  though 
he  cannot  watch  his  tenant  during  the  ex- 
press act  of  voting,  may  yet  find  out  by  in- 
direct and  collateral  evidence  how  he  has 
actually  voted,  and  may  punish  him  accord, 
ingly.  I  shall  admit.  Sir,  that  with  or 
without  the  Ballot,  an  oppressive  landlord 
may  deal  harshly  by  his  tenant.  He  may 
do  so  on  the  most  frivolous  grounds,  or  on 
no  grounds  at  all,  he  may  do  so  on  the 
mere  suspicion  that  a  vote  has  been  given 
which  he  does  not  like.  But  let  him  do 
this,  or  abstain  from  doing  it,  as  he  pleases, 
still  he  cannot  make  the  infliction  of  loss 
conditional  on  the  way  in  which  the  vote  is 
given — he  cannot  make  his  oppression  the 
means  of  controlling  or  perverting  an  un. 
seen  vote.  If  the  tenant  voter  be  an  object 
of  suspicion,  he  will  not  discharge  himself 
from  that  suspicion  by  falsifying  his  vote  at 
the  poll  because  ii^  can  be  made  evident  to 


any  one  elte  that  he  has  actu^y  done  to. 
He  may  be  a  sufferer — he  may  be  a  wafSsmr 
wrongfully  and  undeservedly — ^but  he  can- 
not be  in  any  case  worse  off  on  account  of 
conscientious  voting,  so  long  as  he  votes  in 
secret.  Therefore  he  can  have  no  motive 
to  give  his  vote  contrary  to  the  dictates  of 
his  conscience,  and  thus  to  forfeit  his  duty 
towards  the  public.  No  one  has  ever  pre- 
tended that  the  Ballot  will  shield  voters 
from  all  sorts  and  causes  of  oppression.  It 
is  proposed  as  a  means  of  relieving  them 
from  the  conflict  of  private  risk  and  public 
duty  on  the  specific  occasion  of  voting. 
This  relief  it  cannot  fail  to  impart,  and 
directly  it  imparts  no  more.  But  indirectly, 
and  in  its  collateral  efiects,  it  reaches  much 
farther  ;  for  the  vote  is  the  sole  and  exclu- 
sive object  which  intermeddlers  aim  at,  and 
when  Uiey  cannot  grasp  the  vote  by  means 
of  terror  and  coercion,  they  will  have  no 
motive  to  employ  these  nefarious  methods 
At  alL  Nay,  they  will  even  have  a  positive 
inducement  to  exchange  menace  for  con« 
ciliation ;  for  the  voters  whom  they  cannot 
force  may  yet  be  freely  enlisted  on  their 
side  by  persuasion  and  gentle  dealing.  Sir, 
if  you  contemplate  even  the  most  abject  and 
disconsolate  d  all  human  conditionB-— the 
life  of  a  negro  slave  under  a  savaee  white 
master — stiU  if  there  be  in  the  life  of  this 
poor  being  any  one  act  which. he  must 
perform  in  secrecy,  and  which  leaves  no 
trace  behind  it,  to  that  act  the  power  of  his 
master  cannot  be  made  to  reach.  With 
reference  to  secret  acts  all  human  power 
is  a  nullity ;  Omnipotence  alone  can  detect 
and  deal  with  them.  An  unseen  vote 
must  go  both  unrewarded  and  unpunished; 
and  wishing  as  I  do,  to  put  every  elector's 
vote  out  of  the  reach  both  of  reward  and  pun- 
ishment, I  know  no  other  method  except  to 
put  it  out  of  sight.  But  then  there  are 
Gentlemen  who  tell  us  that  secret  voting 
is  base  and  unmanly,  a  doak  for  hjrpocrisy 
and  deceit.  .  Surely  it  is  almost  a  sufficient 
answer  to  this  allegation  to  notice  that 
secret  voting  is  the  hahitnal  practice  in  bU 
clubs  and  associations;  for  it  would  be 
indeed  preposterous. to  pretend  that  meni'' 
hers  of  clubs  are  guilty  of  a  base  and  un- 
manly act  whenever  they  go  through  the 
process  of  balloting,  or  that  they  are 
greater  hypocrites  and  deceivers  than  other 
men.  You  bestow  the  elective  franchise 
upon  a  man  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  his 
inward  judgment  and  opinion,  on  the  choice 
of  a  representative— a  matter  of  supreme 
moment  to  the  State.  If,  on  fuU  deUbeni- 
tioni  you  command  )udi  to  tumsmit  tbji 
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opifiion  to  you  confidentially,  what  can  there 
he  base  and  unmanly  in  his  obeying  you  ?  If 
there  be  reasons,  as  regards  the  public 
kitevest,  for  preferring  secrecy  of  TOting, 
there  can  be  no  reason  as  regards  the  voter 
himself  for  dedding  otherwise.  But  we 
'  are  told,  that  if  a  man  votes  secretly,  he 
may  promise  his  vote  to  one  candidate,  and 
give  it  to  another;  he  may  assure  me  that 
he  has  voted  for  me,  or  will  vote  for  me,  while 
in  reality  he  votesfor  my  rivaL  I  ask,  in  reply, 
why  should  we  suppose  this  to  belikely?  Why 
should  not  a  man  who  has  promised  his 
vote  perform  the  promise  just  as  much 
when  he  votes  secretly  as  when  he  votes 
openly?  Secrecy  puts  no  fresh  difficulty 
in  his  way ;  it  gives  him  no  new  motive 
to  break  his  promises ;  it  simply  enables 
him  to  do  so  with  impunity  if  he  pleases ; 
and  the  question  still  remains — why  should 
he  please  to  break  his  promise?  There 
can  be  only  one  reason,  because  the  promise 
is  not  conformable  to  his  own  natural  in- 
clinations, and  has  been  extorted  from  him 
by  a  foroe  upon  his  free  will.  This  is 
the  only  case  in  whidi  promise-breaking 
esa  possibly  arise ;  the  £ree  and  voluntary 
pnmriae  will  be  observed  as  surely  in  the 
darimesa  as  in  the  light ;  but  the  voter  who 
has  been- bullied  into  a  reluctant  promise 
may  perhaps  take  advantage  of  secrecy  to 
elude  the  performance  of  it.  Now,  Sir, 
I  am  not  the  man  to  speak  lightly  of  a 
breach  of  promise,  but  I  venture  to  ask 
whether  it  is  possible  to  imagine  any 
promise  less  binding,  and  more  unjustifiable, 
than  that  which  a  voter  has  been  constrain- 
ed to  give,  in  reference  to  the  exercise  of 
his  trust,  against  his  free  will,  and  against 
his  oonsdenoe?  Is  this  a  promise  which 
any  man  is  entitled  to  ask  ofa  voter  ?  Is  it 
a  promise  which  any  voter  is  justified  in 
giving,  let  him  be  ever  so  mudi  solicited, 
or  ever  so  much  threatened?  I  say  no. 
A  voter  has  no  [right  to  enter  into  any 
engagement  to  vote  against  his  own  free 
chmce  and  conscience,  because  by  so  doing 
he  expressly  contravenes  the  trust  which 
his  country  reposes  in  him.  The  sole  intent 
and  purpose  of  investing  him  with  the 
elective  nanchise  is,  that  he  may  deliver 
his  free  and  indifferent  suffrage  at  the  poll. 
A  promise  to  deliver  a  suffrage  which  is 
neither  free  nor  indifferent  is,  in  point  of 
fiaot,  a  promise  to  commit  wrong — a  promise 
to  be  guilty  of  a  ddiberate  breach  of  trust. 
A  promise  extorted  by  fear  of  evil  is  just 
as    insincere    and   just  as  unlawful  as  a 

K»mise  suborned  by  the  present  of  a  bribe. 
t  me  again  impress  upon  you.  Sir,  that 
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these  wrongful  promisesconstitute  the  whole 
of  what  is  involved  in  the  present  ar^« 
ment— >they  are  the  only  promises  which 
are  in  any  danger  of  being  broken  when 
votes  are  taken  by  ballot.  But  is  it  anv 
great  mischief  that  wrongful  promues  of 
this  kind  should  be  broken?  Is  it  not 
rather  a  greater  mischief  that  they  should 
be  observed  ?  Suppose  a  man  has  entered 
into  a  solemn  promise  to  commit  any  other 
wrong — suppose  he  has  engaged  to  bear 
false  witness  in  a  court  of  justice— to  give 
a  partial  verdict  in  the  jury-box — to  become 
an  accomplice  in  any  breach  of  trust, 
private  or  public — will  any  one  tell  me 
that  a  man  who  has  entered  into  such  a 
criminal  engagement  would  be  right  in 
performing  the  act  of  criminality  to  which 
he  has  bound  himself?  Assuredly  not.  He 
has  already  done  great  wrong  by  the  mere 
promise  to  commit  a  crime :  he  would  do 
still  greater  wrong  if  he  went  on  to  perform 
such  a  promise,  and  to  commit  the  crime 
in  reality.  The  case  is  similar  with  a  voter 
who  has  been  induced  to  promise  to  vote 
against  his  conscience,  and  thus  to  break  his 
trust  to  his  country.  While  I  am  on  the 
subject  of  these  promises.  Sir,  extorted 
from  a  voter  against  his  will  and  asainst 
his  conscience,  I  could  say  mu<m  ^on 
the  conduct  of  those  who  extort  them ;  for 
assuredly,  if  there  be  guilt  in  the  voter, 
when  he  hiscajoled  or  terrified  into  the|giving 
of  such  a  pledge,  there  is  far  greater  guilt 
in  the  party  by  whose  threats  or  seductions 
the  voter's  conscience  is  overawed  or  per. 
verted.  The  time  may  come  when  such 
subornation  of  votes  will  be  appreciated  as 
it  deserves.  At  present  my  object  is  to  let 
you  see  distinctly  the  utmost  extent  of 
duplicity  and  promise-breaking  which  the 
Bfdlot  can  by  possibility  let  in  upon  you. 
Take  it  at  the  worst,  those  promises  only 
will  be  broken  which  ought  never  to  have 
been  asked  and  never  to  have  been  made. 
All  promises  which  can  be  legitimately 
asked,  or  innocently  given,  will  be  Just  as 
sure  of  observance  under  secret  as  under 
open  suffrage.  This  is  the  true  way  of 
stating  the  argument,  and  I  ask  whether  it 
does  not  prove  in  favour  of  the  Ballot,  not 
against  it  ?  I  contend  that  under  secret 
suffrage  there  will  be  far  less  duplicity  than 
there  is  at  present,  because  men  will  cease 
to  press  for  unrighteous  and  compulsory 
promises  when  they  lose  their  power  of 
compelling  performance;  they  will  be 
content  to  receive  the  voter's  promise  when 
he  his  willing  to  give  it,  and  when  he  will 
be  equally  v^ling  to  perform  it,  let  perv 
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fonttanod  be  secret  or  q)en«  Under  the 
existing  system  of  terrorisniy  the  great 
Qbject  which  men  strive  for  is  to  tie  down 
the  voter  by  a  solemn  promise,  whether  his 
conscience  goes  along  with  it  or  not ;  and 
duplicity  of  one  kind  or  other  thus  becomes 
unavoidable.  If  the  voter  keeps  his 
promise,  he  lies  to  his  conscience  and  his 
eountry  by  giving  an  insincere  vote ;  if  he 
breaks  his  promise,  he  lies  to  the  individual 
who  extorted  it  from  him.  Such  is  the 
dilemma  which  this  guilty  encroachment 
on  the  freedom  of  the  electoral  conscience 
inevitably  creates.  Open  voting  is  the 
indispensable  condition  to  its  exercise ; 
secret  voting  would  extinguish  it  at  once. 
With  respect  to  bribery.  Sir,  the  inefhcacy 
of  your  existing  prohibitory  laws  is  but  too 
well  ascertained.  I  know,  indeed,  that 
they  admit  of  several  material  improve, 
ments,  and  I  trust  that  those  improvements 
will  not  be  much  longer  postponed.  But 
improve  them  as  you  may  in  other  respects, 
you  will  still  find  that  among  the  checks  and 
obstructions  to  bribery,  the  Vote  by  Ballot 
will  prove  the  most  valuable  and  effective. 
It  will  annihilate  the  confidence  between 
the  two  contracting  parties  in  this  unlaw- 
ful covenant;  it  will  deprive  the  bribe- 
giver of  all  certainty  or  assurance  that  he 
receives  the  stipulated  return  for  his  money. 
Who  will  reward  an  individual  for  his  vote, 
when  that  very  vote  may,  for  aught  he 
knowsj  be  given  in  favour  of  his  opponent  ? 
But  tlien,  it  may  be  said,  may  not  the 
candidate  engage  to  distribute  a  certain  sum 
of  money  among  the  electors  on  condition 
of  being  returned,  and  not  until  after  he  his 
returned?  I  shall  not  affirm.  Sir,  that 
such  a  proceeding  will  be  altogether  im- 
practicable under  the  Ballot.  But  I  do 
affirm  that  it  would  be  far  more  costly, 
more  uncertain,  and  more  liable  to  detec 
tion  than  bribery  is  at  present  The  voter, 
instead  of  making  a  separate  bargain,  as  he 
does  now  for  his  own  individual  vote, 
would  have  to  give  his  vote  under  an 
uncertainty  of  receiving  anything  at  all ; 
and  the  candidate,  after  being  returned, 
would  have  to  pay  every  voter  who  applied 
for  payment,  having  no  means  of  di«tin- 
guishing  friends  from  opponents.  This 
would  multiply  both  the  cost  and  the  ha« 
2ard  of  detection  j  nor  would  it  be  possible 
under  the  Ballot  to  carry  on  bribery  with 
anything  like  the  same  certainty  and  facility, 
or  to  the  same  extent  as  it  is  at  present. 
While,  therefore,  by  means  of  the  Ballot 
you  pluck  up  intimidation  by  the  roots,  you 
at  the  same  time  greatly  embarrass  and  re- 


stndn  the  practice  of  bribery*  But  the 
former  of  these  two  effects  separately,  even, 
if  the  latter  did  not  accompany  it,  would 
be  enough,  and  more  than  enough  to  make, 
out  my  case.  If  it  be  difficult  to  devise 
adequate  means  for  preventing  dishonest 
voters  from  taking  bribes,  is  not  that  the 
strongest  of  all  reasons  for  guarding  the 
virtue  of  honest  voters  with  peculiar  mn 
licitude?  If  there  are  dishonest  voters, 
whom  you  cannot  either  correct  or  curb, 
the  more  ought  you  to  cherish  the  willing 
virtue  of  the  remainder,  as  presenting  the 
only  chance  of  tolerable  purity  at  elections. 
And  surely.  Sir,  it  is  not  very  consistent  or 
creditable,  if  while  you  impose  severe  pe- 
nalties for  the  purpose  of  forcing  dishonest 
voters  into  the  path  of  honesty,  you  with- 
hold from  those  voters  who  would  be  honest 
of  themselves  the  common  blessing  of  safe.. 
ty.  I  have  already  touched.  Sir,  on  the 
imputations  of  deceit,  hypocrisy,  and  im- 
morality, which  hasty  observers  have  ad- 
vanced against  the  Ballot.  Another  objec- 
tion, however,  is  sometimes  taken,  founded 
on  a  totally  different  view  of  the  case.  It 
is  contended  that  the  elector  ought  to  give 
his  vote  under  a  feding  of  responsibility  to 
the  public :  that  for  this  reason  the  puUic 
ought  to  know  and  see  how  he  votes,  in 
order  that  they  may  praise  or  censure  him  su> 
cordingly.  I  think.  Sir,  that  this  argument 
is  founded  on  an  inaccurate  view  of  the 
electoz^s  position,  as  well  as  of  his  doty. 
The  law  presumes  him  to  be  qualified  to 
give  a  sound  opinion  respecting  the  fitness 
of  a  representative,  and  therefore  he  is 
invited  to  indicate  the  man  whom  he  pre- 
fers. All  that  is  required  of  him,  as  I  have 
before  stated,  is  to  deliver  a  free  and  indif- 
ferent opinion ;  not  an  opinion  sobomed 
either  by  hopes  or  fears  from  wiUmat 
Now,  Sir,  I  maintain  that  the  performance 
of  this  duty  cannot  be  at  all  assisted,  but  is, 
on  the  contrary,  greatly  embarrassed  by  the 
presence  and  supervision  of  the  external 
public.  The  voter  ought  to  deliver  his  own 
conscientious  opinion,  whether  he  may  agree 
or  differ  with  those  around  him.  He  ought 
to  vote  for  a  Tory,  if  such  be  his  oonsden- 
tious  preference,  though  all  his  neighbours 
may  be  voting  for  a  Whig  or  a  Radical. 
He  is  no  more  accountable  to  them  for  his 
conscience  than  they  are  accountable  to 
him  for  theirs.  Two  electors,  who  vote 
for  opposite  candidates  wiU  each  discharge 
his  duty  with  equal  rectitude  and  fidelity, 
provided  he  expresses  his  own  genuine 
opinion.  Dictation  to  the  voter  is  the  thing 
which  ought  to  be  carefully  exduded,  come 
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ftom  wliat  quarter  it  may—from  tlie  many 
cor  from  the  one.  In  point  of  fact^  there 
ii  no  such  thing  as  an  impartial  puMic>  in 
xeferenee  to  an  election  proceeding ;  the 
public  are  divided  into  partuians  on  the  one 
tide;  and  partisans  on  the  other;  and 
responsibility  to  the  public^  if  it  means  any 
things  means  responsibility  to  the  majority. 
But  it  would  be  the  most  fatal  of  all  prin- 
ciples to  recognise  in  the  majority  any  right 
to  supersede,  or  over-rate,  or  silence,  the 
ounscientious  persuasion  of  a  dissentient 
minority.  Sir,  I  repeat,  that  the  great 
business  of  the  legislature  is  to  protect  the 
voter  against  perverting  or  disturbing  causes 
—•to  exclude  both  corruption  and  intimida. 
tion.  When  this  is  done,  all  is  done,  which 
the  case  admits  of.  The  man  will  then 
give  a  sincere  opinion  of  his  own  accord ; 
and,  indeed,  if  it  were  possible  to  imagine 
that  he  were  disposed  gratuitously  to  give 
an  insincere  vote,  no  supervision  from 
without  could  ever  prevent  him  from  dmng 
so.  In  endeavouring  to  provide  an  artificial 
check  and  tutelage  for  the  voter'sconscienoe^ 
you  only  lay  it  open  to  every  species  of  ex- 
ternal attack.  The  very  means  by  which 
you  seek  to  render  a  voter  responsible  to  an 
ima^nary  public,  render  him  really  and 
fktaSy  responsible  to  those  private  indivi- 
duals who  have  power  over  his  hopes  and 
fears.  Publicity  of  the  suffiago  opens  the 
door  to  the  oorruptor  and  to  the  tyrant,  and 
tlkus  drives  your  honest  voters  into  dis- 
honesty against  their  own  will  and  consent. 
Let  it  never  be  forgotten.  Sir,  that  the 
voters  have  no  interest  in  giving  dishonest 
votes,  and  that^  if  the  system  be  such  as 
to  exclude  individual  corruption  and  in- 
timidation ftom  without,  each  voter  will 
do  his  duty  to  the  public  spontaneously 
and  of  his  own  accord.  It  has  been 
attempted  to  compare  his  position 
with  that  of  a  Member  of  Parliament; 
but  the  cases  are  alt(»ether  destitute  of 
analogy.  A  Member  m  Parliament  is  one 
of  a  select  and  conspicuous  few,  chosen  by 
the  people — ^his  interests  do  not  naturally 
point  in  the  track  of  his  duty,  and  hu 
conduct  must  be  made  known,  in  order  that 
the  people  may  judge  whether  he  is  worthy 
of  re-election.  If  he  would  prove  his 
fitness  to  be  re-elected,  he  must  act,  not 
only  according  to  the  dictates  of  his  own 
conscience,  but  also  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
give  satisfaction  to  his  constituents.  The 
voters  are  difierent  in  all  these  respects — 
they  are  an  untraceable  and  unassignable 
multitude — their  interests  if  left  to  them. 
Mlves,  lead  them  to  vote  sincerely  and  ooo- 


8cientiously«-and  their  duty  consists  nmply 
and  exclusively  in  giving  expression  to  their 
own  judgment  and  determination,  without 
any  reference  to  the  opinion  of  any  ona 
else.  All  these  circumstances  sever  the 
condition  of  a  voter  from  that  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  and  render  the  idea  of  re» 
sponsibUity,  which  is  essential  as  reffarda 
the  latter,  both  useless  and  inapplicable  aa 
regards  the  former.  Unwilling,  as  I  am. 
Sir,  to  detain  you  longer,  I  think  it  im« 
peratively  necessary  to  notice  one  other 
argument  which  is  oitea  employed  against 
the  Ballot.  We  are  told,  that  it  will 
annihilate  the  legitimate  influence  of  pro* 
perty — ^that  it  will  take  away  ftom  rich 
men  a  salutary  and  beneficial  guidance 
which  they  now  exercise  over  poor  and 
humble  electon.  I  do  not  despair  of 
showing,  that  the  very  reverse  of  this  is 
the  truth ;  that  not  a  fragment  or  atom  of 
the  legitimate  influence  of  property  will  be 
impaired  by  the  Ballot.  It  is,  indeed, 
necessary  that  we  sbould  understand  what 
Gentlemen  mean  by  the  legitimate  ini- 
fluence  of  property,  and  how  far  diey  are 
pleased  to  extend  it.  Do  they  mean  that 
the  rich  are  entitled  to  appropmte  to  thenu 
selves  that  elective  franchise  which  the 
law  has  conferred  upon  the  poor?  Is  it 
contended,  that  a  tenant  ia  under  oUiga« 
tion,  moral,  or  social,  or  political,-  to  vote 
for  the  person  whom  his  landlord  may 
espouse,  whatever  may  be  his  own  feelings 
or  judgment.  Shall  he  be  condemned  to 
transfer  bis  suffrage  from  Whig  to  Tory, 
according  as  his  landlord  may  change  his 
politics,  or  according  as  the  farm  which  he 
occupies  may  change  proprietors,  as  if  he 
were  pars  domus  rum  pars  retp«6/fcar— as 
if  a  political  conscience  (to  use  the  words 
of  Paley)  were  a  luxury  which  he  could 
not  afford  to  keep?  Is  the  legitimate 
influence  of  the  rich  understood  to  imply 
tlie  entire  extinction  of  freewill  and  inde- 
pendent judgment  on  the  part  of  poor 
electors?  If  this  be  what  is  meant  by 
legitimate  influence,  I  stretch  my  imagin- 
ation in  vain  to  ^scover  what  influence 
can  possibly  be  iDegitimate ;  for  the  most 
barefaced  bribery  could  not  produce  worse 
political  effects  than  this  degrading  vassal- 
age. It  were  far  better  that  the  poor  man 
should  possess  no  vote  at  all,  than  that  he 
should  possess  a  vote  sulriect  to  such  un- 
measured interference,  which  disguises  the 
most  servile  constraint  under  the  hollow 
forms  of  dtiaenship.  In  my  view  of  the 
case.  Sir,  no  influence  can  be  legitimate 
which  is  ineonsistent  with  the  ri^ts  and 
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ilatian  of  a  fireenum— no  such  infiaenoe 
can  be  even  tolerated,  aooorduig  to  English 
ideas  and  rules  of  action.  And  it  is  viSe  to 
call  a  manafree  man,  if  he  be  not  at  liberty 
to  exercise  those  rights,  civile  social^  and 
politicaly  which  the  law  confers  upon  him, 
according  to*  his  own  free  choice  and 
oonsdeDce,  without  let  or  hindrance.  No 
rich  man,  be  his  wealth  ever  ao  great,  can 
pretend  lawfully  or  righteously  to  trample 
down  this  boundary.  The  influence  which 
he  eseiciseSy  must  be  an  influence  over 
freemen,  not  over  slaves,  or  clients,  or 
▼asBals-«4m  influence,  sealed,  and  sanctioned, 
and  ensured  by  their  own  concurrence  and 
free  wilL  Legitimate  influence  supposes 
willing  followers,  and  an  honourable 
obedience;  it  excludes  all  abject  submis- 
sion springing  from  constraint  and  fear. 
Now,  Sir,  1  hold  that  this  legitimate 
influence  will  be  preserved  just  as  much 
under  the  Ballot  as  under  open  sufifrage, 
without  counteraction  or  abatement.  Exer- 
cised as  it  is  over  none  but  willing  subjects, 
it  will  be  just  as  complete  and  as  efiective 
in  secret  as  in  public.  The  men  who  obey 
such  guidance  feel  no  hardship  in  it,  nor 
any  cusposition  to  elude  or  renounce  it. 
They  follow  a  leader  whom  they  esteem 
and  honour,  whose  social  position  they 
look  up  to,  and  whose  character  and  b&. 
haviour  they  charge  with  afieetion  and 
reverence.  A  man  of  wealth  and  rank, 
unleM  he  miserably  neglect  the  duties  ap- 
pertaining to  his  station,  is  sure  to  possess 
a  powerful  influence  of  this  kind ;  his  po- 
litical voice  and  opinion  will  be  often  asked,, 
and  always  attentively  listened  to,  by  his 
neighbours ;  he  need  not  fear  a  rival  in  the 
hearts  of  those  around  him,  if  he  takes 
even  the  commonest  pains  to  win  and 
retain  them.  Let  no  man  fear  that  the 
moral  ascendancy  furly  deserved  by  the 
rich  will  be  eradicated  along  with  the  pah' 
lidty  of  the  suffirage.  The  disposition  to 
hearken  to  the  rich  will  assuredly  continue, 
though  its  causes  and  its  nature  are  altered ; 
it  will  be  a  willing  homage  paid  to  the 
union  of  personal  merit  with  conspicuous 
.social  station,  instead  of  a  sudden  com- 
pliance with  unjust  requisition  and  encroach- 
ment. If,  Sir,  you  desire  to  retain  this  legi- 
timate influence  of  property  pure,  unalloyed, 
and  in  full  vigour  and  vitality,  while  at  the 
same  time  you  effectually  disarm  that 
brute  force  of  wealth  which  now  presses 
down  the  poor  votei^s  free  will  and  con- 
scienoe— 'if  jon  seriously  desire  to  ensure 
these  great  and  valuable  ends,  you  will 
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argue  that  many  voters  are  so  igpocaat 
and  unthinking  as  to  be  unable  to  judge 
for  themselves.  Assume  this  to  be  true, 
and  it  may  be  a  specious  reason  for  taking 
away  the  right  of  suffrage  from  them ;  but 
it  never  can  be  a  reason  for  givine  them  a 
suffrage  in  name,  and  then  withholding 
from  them  the  means  of  exercising  it  in 
safety.  The  way  to  cure  their  intellectual 
defects  is  by  multiplying  wholesome  advice 
and  instruction ;  by  so  arraying  the  system, 
as  that  others  shall  have  a  motive  to 
tender  to  the  elector  judicious  counsel,  and 
that  the  elector  shall  have  no  motive  to 
prevent  him  from  listening  to  it  Now, 
by  means  of  the  Ballot,  you  attain  this  end 
as  complete  as  human  affairs  admit;  you 
open  the  elector's  mind  to  the  influence  of 
truth  and  reason,  come  from  what  quarter  it 
may ;  and  you  banish  all  that  tyrannical  as- 
cendancy which  would  overrule  the  gentler 
voice  of  persuasion.  If  you  wish  to  make  a 
voter  judee  reasonably,  you  must  first  enable 
him  to  ju4ge  freely ;  Uie  very  idea  of  rational 
judgment  is  excluded,  if  he  be  a  mere  puppet 
under  extraneous  command,  and  if  the  good- 
ness of  his  vote  depends  upon  the  character 
of  the  man  under  whose  dependence  accident 
has  placed  him.  I  shall  not  believe.  Sir, 
until  I  hear  it  actually  advanced,  that  any 
Gentleman  in  this  House  will  brand  the 
Ballot  as  an  innovation  on  the  Constitution, 
and  as  belonflnng  only  to  democracy.  How 
can  the  BaSot  idter  your  Constitution? 
Is  there  a  man  in  the  country  whose  legal 
rights  and  privileges  the  Ballot  will  either 
extend  or  curtail,  even  by  a  sinele  hair  ? 
Will  it  confer  any  new  political  right,  or 
impose  any  new  civil  disalnlities  ?  Sii;,  the 
Ballot  will  do  none  of  these  things ;  and 
how  then  can  it  alter  the  form  of  your 
Constitution,  either  for  better  or  for  worse? 
What  is  your  Constitution  except  an  aggre- 
gate of  legal  and  political  rights  and  milL 
gations,  distributed  in  a  certain  manner 
among  your  citizens ;  and  if  all  these  remain 
the  same,  severally  as  well  as  collectively, 
how  can  your  Constitution  be  anythii^ 
different  from  what  it  was  before  ?  Again, 
let  me  compare  my  propositions  with  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shaftesbury.  Is 
there  any  one  who  will  tell  him  that  his 
Bill  alters  the  land-marks  of  the  Consti- 
tution— ^that  in  trying  to  suppress  coercive 
influence  over  votes  he  is  guilty  of  a  piece 
of  odious  democracy?  And  what  is  the 
difference  between  his  proportion  and  mine 
except  that  I  fully  accomplish  that  which 
he  sincerely,  but  ineffectually  aims  at; 
He  aims  nt  th^  very  same  ^  ^t  I  dq^ 
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and  if  his  Bill  were  to  be  executed  by  om- 
•  niscient  and  omnipresent  judges— by  men 
who  could  dive  into  every  one's  heart  and 
intention,  and  inflict  instantaneous  penalty 
wherever  it  was  deserved,    without  the 
necessity  of  complaint  or  evidence;  if,  I 
say,  th^  things  could  be,  there  would  be 
little  to  choose  between  his  propontion  and 
mine.     But  these  things  cannot  be; — ^we 
live  and  move  amidst  the  informalities  of 
earth ;  our  judicature  is,  and  ever  must  be, 
lame  and  short-sighted,  and  comparatively 
powerless;  and  therefore  it  is  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman*s  BUI  will  prove  only  a  bene, 
volent  nullity.    Like  the  impotent  dart  of 
Priam,  it  will  scarcely  pierce  even  the  out- 
ermost   rim    of    the    persecutor's    shield. 
Let  me  again  ask.   Sir,  what  is  that  same 
end  and  object  which  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shaftesbury  does  but  fondly 
promise,  but  which  my  proposition  both 
promises  and  efl^tually  guarantees?  That 
end  is,  free  and  conscientious  voting ;  the 
genuine  and  unadulterated  opinion  of  the 
qualified  electors.    The  Ballot  will  give 
you  nothing  less  than   this;  but   at  the 
same  time  it  cannot  give  you  anything 
more,  or  anything  worse.     Vindex  tacita 
Ubertatis.     Is  this  a  purpose  foreign  to  the 
Constitution  ?     If  it  be,  then  1  affirm  that 
your  Constitution  is  an  assemblage,  not  of 
checks  and  balances,    but  of  cheats  and 
fictions.     You  call  the  House  of  Commons 
a  Representative  Assembly,  and  you  qualify 
certain  persons  as  electors ;  but  what  are 
they,  after  all,  when  you  have  so  qualified 
them  ?     They  are  distinguished  from  their 
countrymen  by  a  peculiar  badge  of  servitude 
and  legalised  dependence.     It  is  not  they 
who  elect  Members ;  it  is  the  Aristocracy 
who  elect  by  and  through  their  voices. 
Your  register  of  Voters  become  nothing 
better    than    a  register    of  men  liable  to 
electoral  impressment — liable  to  be  called 
on  to  do  compulsory  voting  duty  whenever 
it  pleases  their  commander  to  issue  warrants 
for  their  attendance.     And  is  this,  after  all, 
the  real  heart  and  kernel  of  the  Constitution 
—is  this  the  arcanum  imperii  which  Gen- 
tlemen take  so  much  delight  in  holding 
forth  to  public  view,  when  they  teU  us  that 
the  purpose  of  the  Ballot  is  unconstitutional 
and  democratical?     I  venture  to  sav  that 
the  fiercest  and  most  seditious  of  all  the 
decried  newspapers  has  never  put  forth  a 
more  deadly  libel  against  the  Constitution 
than  this  allegation  of  its  extreme  pane- 
gyrists—>the  cJl^^tion  that  it  repudiates 
See  and  independent  voting,  as  a  dangerous 
aofdtyi  foreign  to  its  genius  and  i^irit. 


Sir,  I  affirm,  and  I  defy  contradiction,  that 
free  and  independent  voting  is  the  most 
constitutional  of  all  constitutional  thinin, 
and  that  aU   the   means    neoemry  ^ 
such  an  end  must  be  constitutional  also. 
Well,   but,    some    Grentlemen   may   say, 
we  admit  all  this;  but  we  contend  that 
you   have  free  and   independent  voting, 
as  things  stand  at  present.    Is  this,  iu" 
deed,  so?    Then,  I  ask,  what  can  you 
possibly  have  to  fear  from  the  Ballot?    If, 
under  the  present  system,  every  voter  be  a 
free  and.  self-determining  agent,  altogether 
unembarrassed  by  any  apprehension  from 
without,  how  can  the   Ballot    alter  our 
Government,  either  for  the  better  or  for 
the  worse?     Reasoning   on  this  assump- 
tion, the  Ballot  will  no  more  vary  the 
course  of  our  political  affairs  than  it  will 
vary  the  orbits  of  the  planets.    But  are  you 
sure  that  the  facts  are  as  you  state,  and 
that  we  really  do  enjoy  the  blessing  of  a 
free  suffrage  ?     You  never  can  be  sure  of 
it     without  adopting    the  Ballot.     That 
alone  can  give  you  firm  assurance  that  the 
result  which  you  seek,  and  which  you  pro* 
fess  to  have  attained,    is  no  fiction    or 
chimera,   but    entire    and  unquestionable 
reality.     So  much.  Sir,  on  the  assumption 
that  we  even  now  enjoy  a  free  suffrage 
But  such    an  assumption   is   not  for    a 
moment  to  be  tolerated — it  is  not  true—it 
is  not  even  an  approzimatiou  to  the  truth. 
There  is    the  amplest    proof   that    your 
suffr^  is  the  very  reverse  of  free ;  and, 
thererore,  the  Measure  which  emancipatea 
it  will  Vork    a  salutary  and    important 
change.     But  it  is  a  change  the  extent 
of    which    every     man     can     see    and 
measure — a  change  which  can  only  land 
you  in  the  true  and  natural  haven  of  a 
representative  assembly,    the  undisturbed 
manifestation    of  real    electoral   feelings. 
Let  me  remind  you,  Sir,  that  the  dignity, 
the  usefulness  the  moral  ascendancy,  of  thia 
House  depends  upon  its  possessing  the  entire 
and  unqualified  confidence  of  the  people; 
and  that  of  this  there  is  no  other  constitu* 
tional  test,  except  the  free  and  unbiassed 
choice  of  the  electors.     Let  me  remind  you 
that  the  first  and  greatest  interests  of  the 
State— the    tie  of   aflectionate   reverence 
which  binds  a  nation  to  its  elective  Legis* 
lature — the  inducements  for  the  rich  to 
respect    the   conscience,    to  cultivate  the 
attachment,  and   to  improve  the  under- 
standings of  the  poor*— all  these  inestimable 
objects  are  at  stake  in  the  integrity  and 
independence  of  the  suffrage.    You  ensurt 
them,  beyond    snqfocion  or   contest,   by 
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gitntiiig  the  Ballot:  you  never  can  ensure 
them  without  it.  I  therefore  b^  to  more 
— ''That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House^ 
that  the  votes  at  elections  for  Members  of 
Fkrliament  should  be  taken  by  way  of 
Secret  Ballot." 

Sir  William  Mcksworth  rose,  he  satdj 
with  great  pleasure^  to  second  the  Motbn 
If  there  was  one  fieict  more  clearly  estab- 
lished than   another    by  the  unanimous 
testimony  of  men  of  all  parties^  it  was  this 
«— that  during  the  late  election  the  grossest 
intimidation  had  prevailed.    Each  defeated 
candidate  invariably  ascribed  the  loss  of  his 
election  to  intimidation:  complaints  of  inti- 
midation were  to  be  found  in  every  dec 
tion  petition.     There  was  the  undoubted, 
most  explicit^  and  most  valuable  testimony 
of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home 
Department,  that  he  had  lost  his  election 
for  South  Devon  solely  through  the  con^ 
tinned  and  systematic  intimidation  of  the 
Tory  landlords  and  parsons.     Intimidation 
had>  within  the  last  few  weeks,  been  reso- 
lutely carried  on  in  York^iire,  StaiTord- 
flhire,  and  Inverness-shire.      Meanwhile, 
the  people   were  the  sufferers ;  and  to  pro- 
tect them  in  the  ezerdse  of  the  electoral 
franchise  which  had  been  bestowed  upon 
them — ^not  to  give  the  predominance  to 
any  particular    party — was    the    motive 
which  induced  him  to  support  the  Motion 
of  his  hon«  Friend  and  Member  for  Lon* 
don.    He  did  not  care  whether  the  Ballot 
had  an  aristocratic  or  a  democratic  ten- 
den^  ;  all  he  contended  was;,  that  the  Ballot 
waa  by  far  the  best>  the  only  i#eans,  of 
ensurinff  freedom  of  election ;  and  all  who 
acknowkdged  the  theory  of  a  representa^ 
tive  Oovemment»  must  necessarily  acknow- 
ledge that  freedom  of  election  was  all  im« 
portant.     According  to  that  theory,  the 
electoral  body  ahouli  be  a  body  so  numer- 
ous, that  their  interest  must  necessarily 
coincide  with   the  interest  of  the  whole 
community.      The  dectoral  body  ought, 
Ukewise,  to  be  a  body  so  selected,  as  to  be 
better  acquainted  with  what  those  interests 
are,  than  any  other  body  of  men.     If  these 
positions  were  denied  with  regard  to  our 
present  electoral  system,  the  system  was 
&ulty,  and  ought  to  be  altered.    If  they 
were  affirmed,  the  expression  of  the  real 
wishes  of  the  electors  was  the  best  expres- 
aion  of  the  real  interests  of  the  community. 
In  order  to  secure  those  interests — ^in  order 
to  insure  the.  best  Government — freedom 
of  election  was  absolutely  requisite.    Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  think  that  inti- 
midatum  oiuld  be  preYtntod  by   penal 


enactments.    Those  hon.  Gentlemen  mutt 
be  but  slightly  acquainted  with  the  com. 
mon  modes  of  intimidation.      Landlords 
seldom  directly  informed  their  tenants  that 
punuhment  would    follow    disobedience. 
They  merely  solicited  the  votes  of  thdr 
tenants,  and  left  the  evils  consequent  upon 
a  refusal  to  be  inferred,  and  this  was  in 
most  cases  quite  sufficient.    He  knew  an 
instance  of  a  case  at  the  late  Devon  elec- 
tion, of  a  body  of  tenantry,  almost  all  of 
whom  had  at  a  former  contested  election 
voted  for  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  lor 
the  Home  Department,  but  who,  without 
the  slightest  change  in  their  political  sen- 
timents, then  voted  again^  him.    He  in- 
quired the  reason,  and  was  informed  that, 
at  the  first  election,  the  landlord  had  ab- 
stained from  all  interference,  but  that  on 
this  occasion  he  had  written  a  letter,  whidi 
was  taken  to   each  of  the  tenantry  by  an 
opponent  of  the  noUe  Liord,  wherein  he 
stated,    that  though  he  did  not  wish  to 
compel  bis  tenantry   to  vote  contrary  to 
their  inclinations,  yet  if  any  of  them  had 
not  made  up  their  minds,  he  should  feel 
much  obliged  by  their  voting  for  his  can* 
didate,  Mr.  Parker.     Some  of  the  tenants 
abstained  from  going  to  the  poll  at  all— • 
the  remainder    voted    against    the  noble 
Lord.     Could  any  penal  enactments  pre- 
vent this,  the  commonest  and  most  effeo* 
tive  species  of  intimidation.     The  tenants 
reasoned  thus: — ''Many  are  the  favours 
we  have  to  beg  of  our  landlord  from  time 
to  time — we  solicit  a  reduction  of  our  renti 
or  a  short  delay  in  the  payment  of  it — we 
want  wood  to  repair  our  buildings,  or  for 
fuel — we  want  permission  to  make  a  road| 
a  fence,  or  a  drain — ^in  short,   we  want  a 
thousand  things.     If  we  act  in  opposition  to 
our  landlord,  neither  he  nor  his  agents  will 
have  the  same  kindly  feeling  towards  us  as 
they  would  have  if  we  had  gratified  their 
wishes ;  and  we  see  what  happens  to  others 
in  similar  circumstances."     Even  where  a 
tenant  has  voted  against  his  landlord,  and 
then  made  some  unreasonable  and  improper 
request,  which  was  refused*  he  had  invari* 
ably  found  that  the  tenant  assigned  this 
refusal  solely  to  the  vote  be  had  given } 
and  this  opinion  being  promulgated  to  all 
around  him,  inspired  terror  and  created  the 
belief  in  the  minds  of  the  tenants  of  other 
landlords,   that    they    likewise  would  be 
liable  to  sufier   in  similar  circumstances* 
He  (Sir  William  Molesworth)  had  known 
many  respectable  and  honorable  men  who 
had  told  him  that  they  considered  they  had 
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and  tbat  they  would  not  retain  as  tenants 
men  who  would  dare  to  vote  against  them. 
"  For,"  said  they,  *'  by  making  them  our 
tenants  we  have  given  them  the  elective 
franchise,  and  surdy  we  ought  to  have  a 
control  over  that  which  is  our  own  gift." 
Thus  at  the  late  election  in  Devonshire, 
Gentlemen  who  once  held  liberal  opinions 
suddenly  were  found  to  have  apostatised ; 
and     along     with     them    whole    hands 
of   tenantry     seemed,  as    it    were,    mi- 
raculously to  have  changed  their  opinions. 
It    had    been    falsely     asserted     that    it 
was  the  cry  of  of  "  No  popery,"   which 
had   influenced    the   electors    of  Devon. 
Some  of  them  had,  no  doubt,  feigned  it  as  the 
only  means  of  concealing  their  real  slavery ; 
but  though  he  could  not  from  his  own  per- 
sonal knowledge  speak  highly  either  of  the 
intelligence  or  education  of  the  electors  of 
that  county  in  general,  yet  he  could  not 
allow  that  they  were  so  beastly  stupid,  so 
brutally  ignorant,  as  to  have  credited  the 
falsehoods  which  were  so  industriously  cir- 
culated on  this  subject,  or  to  have  beHeved 
the  assertions  of  the  clergyman,  who  told  his 
parishioners,  when  assembled  in  the  vestry, 
that   the  hon.  and  learned    Member  for 
Dublin  had  appointed  a  Catholic  priest  to 
each  parish  in  the  county.  The  noble  Lord 
was  most  correct  when  in  his  parting  ad- 
dress to  his  supporters  in  Devon  he  attri- 
buted his  defeat  to  intimidation  and  undue 
influence.     That  election  was  lost  through 
the  exertions  of  the  nobles  and  of  the  landed 
gentry,  and  through  the  undue  influence 
of  the  clergy,  who,   as   tithe  proprietors, 
were  in  a  certain  degree  the  landlords  of 
each  parish  in  the  county.     Freedom  of 
election  was  the  only  means  of  obtaining 
pure  representation,  and  of  ensuring  good 
government,  and  therefore  every  obstacle 
which  opposed  itself  to  that  freedom  of 
election  ought  at  every  risk  to  he  removed. 
With  open  voting  the  control  of  the  land- 
lord   over    the    tenant   was  an   obstacle. 
Those,    therefore,    who    supported    open 
Voting,  must  devise  some  means  of  remov. 
ins  that  obstacle.     The  objections  to  the 
bafiot  were  twofold — that  it  would  be  in- 
efficacious, and  that  it  was  immoral.     His 
hon.  Friend  had  so  admirably  refuted  these 
objeetions,  that  he  would  not  trespass  upon 
the  House  by  following  his  hon.  Friend  in 
his  most* able  exposition.     It  was  demon- 
strated beyond  a  doubt,  not  only  that  with 
the  Ballot  all  intimidation  would  be  quite 
useless^  but  that  op^i  voting  was  much 
more  likely   to   produce  immorality  than 
p^att  foting.    la  the  open  system,  the 


elector  who  promised  to  vote  eontrary  to 
his  inclination  and  opinion,  and  adhered  to 
that  promise,  committed  both  the  immoral 
act  of  promising,  and  the  still  more  im. 
moral  act  of  keeping  his  promise.    If  there 
were  wickedness  in  making  the  promise, 
there  was  tenfold  wickedness  in  extorting 
it.     The  promise  was  given  by  the  trem. 
bling  dependent  to  save  himself  and  family 
from  the  worst  of  evils.    The  giving  the 
promise  was  so  far  innocent  that  it  injured 
no  one.     The  extorting  it  tended  to  very 
great  evils.     If  they  could  not  get  good 
voting    without    a    promise,    which    was 
broken  without  injury  to  any  one,  they 
must  be  content  to  get  good  voting  on  these 
terms,  and  be  glad  that  things  were  not 
worse.     There  was  an  argument    which 
had  been  much  employed  by  the  antagonists 
of  the  Ballot,  and  on  which  the  noble  Lord, 
the   Member  for  Stroud,  placed  especial 
reliance.     The  elective  franchise,  it  was 
said,  was  a  trust  reposed  in  the  hands  of 
the  elector  for  the  advantage  of  the  com- 
munity ;  and  the  elector  was  responsible 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  exercised  that 
trust.     Secret  suffrage  would  destroy  that 
responsibility,  and,  therefore,  it  was  argued 
it  would  be  an  eviL     Now,  if  the  electoral 
system  were   what  it  ought  to  be,    the 
interests  of  the  electors  would  coincide  with 
the  interests  of  the  community,   and  the 
real  wishes  of  the  electors  would  be  the 
best  expression  of  the  real  interests  of  the 
community.     If  this  responsibility  of  the 
elector  to  the  non-elector  acted  in  the  same 
direction  as  the  wishes  of  the  elector,  then 
evidently  it  was  superfluous ;  if  this  respon- 
sibility acted  in   a  contrary  direction,  it 
was  pernicious ;  but  what  was  the  price 
I  they  now  paid  for  this  useless  responsibility  f 
To  obtain  it,  the  elector  was  exposed  to  all 
the  influence  which  wealth  possessed  over 
poverty.    They  created  for  the  elector  two 
responsibilities  —  a    responsibility    to    the 
non-electors,   and  a  responsibility  to  the 
rich  and  the  powerful.     Who  did  not  see 
that  the  responsibility  of  the  poor  man  to 
the  poor  class  of  men  was  as  nothing,  whilst 
the  responsibility  to  the  rich  man  was  all 
powerful.  Those  who  laid  such  stress  upon 
the  responsibility  to  the  non-elector,  them- 
selves proclaimed  the  worthlessness  of  it, 
for  they  said,  that  with   secret    suffrage 
tenants  would  stay  away  from  the  poll  at 
the  command  of  their  landlords.    What  did 
this    proclaim    in    the   loudest    manner? 
What  but  this — that  the  motive  created"  by 
the  power  of  good  or  evil  in  the  hands  of 
the  poor  multitude  was  m  nothing*«-that 
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the  motiye  created  by  the  same  power  in 
the  bands  of  the  rich  few  was  irresistible. 
Could  there  be  a  stronger  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Ballot  than  this  ?  Could  there 
be  a  more  pointed  satire  on  the  pretence^ 
that  the  knowledge  by  the  poor  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  elector  votes,  is  a 
security  for  honest  voting?     The  elector 
who  staid  away  from  the  poll  made  pro- 
clamation of  the  fact.    He  scud  to  those 
around  him,  "  The  opinion  which  you  may 
hold  of  my  conduct  is  of  small  importance 
compared  with  what  I  have  to  hope  or  fear 
from  the  wealthy  and  powerfuL     My  re- 
sponsibility to  you  is  something  in  name, 
my  responsibility  to  them  is  something  in 
terrible  reality."     Of  these  positions  (the 
hon.  Baronet  continued)  the  noble  Lord, 
the  ex-Member  for  Devon,  ought  now  to 
be  well  aware.    He  Vrould  reSd  to  that 
noble  Lord's  recollection  his  enthusiastic 
reception  in  the  south  of  Devon — the  scene 
in  the  Castle-yard  in  Exeter — the  assembled 
thousands  who  there  greeted  him  with  loud- 
est acclamations,  and  three-fourths  of  whom 
held  up  their  hands  in  his  favour.     Where 
he  would  ask  that  noble  Lord,  was  his  much 
vaunt^  responsibility  of  the  elector  to  the 
non-elector,  when  a  few  days  afterwards,  in 
that  same  city,  an  enormous  majority  re- 
corded their  votes  against  him.     The  noble 
Lord  had  experienced  the  effects  of  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  elector  to  the  wealthy 
and  powerful ; — ^he  had  found  it  irresistible. 
It  was  said,  that  men  who  abstained  from 
registering  their  votes,  or  who  voted  con- 
trary to  their  real  wishes^  were  traitors  to 
their  couatry.     Undoubtedly  they  were  so. 
But  he  would  contend  that  men  who,  by 
acting  in  a  contrary  manner,  exposed  them- 
selves to  the  anger  and  evil  offices  of  their 
powerful  superiors,  were  tenfold  traitors  to 
themselves,  to  their  families,  and  to  their 
dearest  dependents.    Men  oould  not  be  ex- 
pected, nor  would  they  year  after  year 
sacrifice  themselves— year  after  year  sacri- 
fice their  families  and  their  best  interests, 
in  order  to  gratify  the  ambition,  to  secure 
the  return,  of  those  who  would  not  listen  to 
their  complaints,  or  grant  them  the  much 
needed,  the  only  efficacious  protection  of 
the  Ballot.     Let  the  noble  Lord  and  those 
who  thought  with  him,  reflect  and  |)onder 
well  upon  these  facts.     They  ought  now  to 
be  aware  of  the  fact — to  them  undoubtedly 
a  most  mortifying  fact,  that  amongst  the 
gentry  of  England  their  party  was  de- 
cidedly in  the  minority ;  they  ought  now  to 
be  aware,  that  the  vast  majority  of  the 
aristocracy,  of  the  landed  gentry,  and  al. 


the  dergy,  to  a  man,  were  their  determuiBd 
and  irrecondleable  foes,  who  would  f^pare 
no  effijrts,  who  would  use  every  species  of 
intimidation  and  undue  influence,  to  com- 
pass their  destruction.      They  could  not 
with  the  same  weapons  successfully  contend 
against  their  too  powerful  antagonists.     If 
they  could  not  protect  their  friends — ^and 
they  were  too  weak  to  do  so  without  the 
aid  of  the  Ballot — ^if  they  left  their  sup- 
porters, exposed  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
Tory  party,  they  would    by  degrees  be 
ejected,  like  the  noble  Lord,  from  the  re- 
presentation of  all  the  counties  of  Eneland. 
Did  they  remember  their  fatal  losses  m  the 
counties  during  the  last  general  election  ? 
Did  they  remember  that  their  friends  were 
ejected  and  replaced  by  their  antagonists, 
in  Berkshire,  Buckinghamshire,  Cambridg 
shire,  Denbighshire,  Derbyshire  south,  De 
vonshire  south,  Essex  south,  Gloucester- 
shire west,  Hampshire  south,  Lancashire 
south,  Leicestershire  south,  Lincolnshire 
Norfolk    east,    Northamptonshire    south, 
Shropshire  north,    Suffi)lk^  east,    SuflTolk 
west,  Surrey  east,  Surrey  west,  Warwick- 
shire south?     That  within   the  few  last 
weeks  they  had  been  again  dismissed  from 
Devonshire,  Inverness-shire,  and  Staffi)rd- 
shire  ?     They  had  themselves  proclaimed  to 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  the 
causes  of  their  defeat,  in  the  Address  of 
their  own  Reform  Association.    They  there 
told  the  people  that  their  defeat  was  not 
caused  by  "  any  change  or  reaction  in  the 
public  opinion,"  ^'  but  by  various  meana 
either  out  of  the  reach  or  repugnant  to  the 
principles  of  .Reformers^- by  the  unprece- 
dented canvas  by  a  large  body  of  the  dergy, 
by  bribery  and  intimidation,  by  the  corrupt- 
ing influence  of  dose  corporations^  by  the 
unscrupulous  perversion  by  Tory  auUiori- 
ties  for  party  purposes  of  powers  confined 
to  them  for  the  maintenance  of  order  and 
the  ends  of  justice."    These,  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet concluded  with  saying,  were  their 
own  words,  and  by  them  they  were  called 
upon  to  abide.     Did  they  require  stronger 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  Ballot  than 
these  ?     Was   this    list    not    a    suffident 
proof  to  them  of  the  absolute  necessity  of 
the  Ballot?     Did  they  prefer  to  be  utterly 
annihilated  as  a  party  in  that  House,  rather 
than  have  the  Ballot  ?     If  so  their  fate  was 
nigh  at  hand,  and  they  would  well  merit 
it 

Mr.  Gisbome  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London,  with  the  greatest  atten- 
tipn',  and,  he  would  say,  witli  the  utmost 
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•dmiralion ;  and  there  were  so  few  senti- 
ments  expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  from 
which  he  dissented,  that  he  was  almost 
surprised  to  find  himself  rising  to  move 
the  Previous  Question.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  placed  in  the  strongest  view  the  ad- 
vantages to  be  derived  from — ^the  advan- 
tages to  be  expected  from — the  system  of 
secret  voting ;  and,  if  the  only  question  at 
issue  was  simply  whether  the  advantages 
pointed  out  by  him,  in  the  system  of  secret 
voting,  were  real,  he  would  not  find  him 
(Mr.  Gisborne)  now  among  the  opponents 
to  his  Motion.  But,  fortunately,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  saved  him  the  trouble  of 
searching  for  an  argument  in  favour  of 
open  voting,  when  he  said  that  the  elec- 
tive franchise  was  a  trust  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  electors  for  the  general  good. 
Admitting  that  it  was  so,  surely  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  say  that  that  trust 
should  be  exercised  in  darkness,  and  that 
darkness  so  inscrutable,  that  even  the 
person  who  voted  was  unable  to  bring  any 
evidence  of  the  manner  in  which  be  had 
exercised  his  trust.  He  confessed,  how- 
ever, that  what. he  had  seen  during  the 
late  elections  had,  to  a  great  extent,  over* 
come  his  scruples  as  to  the  Ballot,  and  if 
he  could  be  persuaded  that  the  advantages 
of  secret  voting  were  such  as  to  over- 
balance the  advantages  of  open  voting,  he 
would  willingly  give  up  the  advantages  of 
open  voting.  But  no  one  had  yet  been 
able  to  convince  him  that  any  means  could 
be  devised,  by  which  protection  against 
intimidation  could  be  afforded  to  the  poor 
voter.  With  these  feelingn.  he  had  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session  advised  his 
hon.  Friend  to  alter  his  Motion,  and  to 
move  rather  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee,  to  consider  what  plan 
might  be  adopted  by  which  votes  at  elec- 
tions might  henceforth  be  taken  by  way 
of  secret  voting,  and  so  that  protection 
might  be  afforded  to  the  voter.  Till  some 
machinery,  by  which  the  voter  could  be 
protected,  was  devised,  and  till  it  was 
made  very  apparent  to  him  that  the  ad- 
vantages to  be  derived  from  the  system 
of  secret  voting,  were  greater  than  those 
which  they  possessed  under  the  system  of 
open  voting,  he  could  not  give  bis  sup- 

Krt  to  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion.  His 
n.  Friend  might  bring  forward  strong 
arguments  to  show  that  flying  was  better 
than  walking ;  but  he  would  require  excel- 
lent evidence  to  show  that  he  should  be 
able  to  acquire  the  power  of  flying,  before 


he  gave  up  the  power  of  walking.  Ha 
could  show  a  thousand  ways  in  which  the 
supposed  secrecy  of  this  mode  of  voting, 
could  be  evaded.  ,  He  repeated,  that  be 
was  satisfied  that  they  could  not  devise 
means  of  secret  voting,  that  could  not  be 
obviated.  His  hon.  Friend  had  denied 
that  the  adoption  of  the  Ballot,  would 
tend  to  destroy  the  present  Constitution 
of  the  country.  He  did  not  know  whether 
his  hon.  Friend  was  or  was  not  in  favour 
of  a  greater  extension  of  the  suffrage,  than 
now  existed.  For  his  own  part,  he  was 
not ;  for  he  thought  that  the  Reform  Bill 
gave  a  very  fair  share  in  the  Representa- 
tion to  the  popular  voice ;  but  the  adop* 
tion  of  the  Ballot  would  tend  to  prevent 
the  success  of  any  measure  for  that  pur* 
pose.  Supposing  that  there  was  a  strong 
popular  feeling  in  favour  of  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  by  open  voting,  as  the 
House  was  now  constituted,  such  an  opin- 
ion would  probably  be  effectual ;  but  if 
there  was  secret  voting,  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  great  body  of  the  present  voters 
would  think  that  the  classes  below  them 
should  possess  the  franchise.  Few  persons 
possessed  of  monopolies,  were  willing  to 
give  them  up,  and  that  feeling  would  ope- 
rate with  the  present  class  of  voters.  On 
these  grounds,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Ballot  would  give  any  great  extent  to  the 
popular  feeling.  This,  however,  was  no 
disrecommendation  to  him,  as  he  thought, 
under  the  Reform  Bill,  all  the  interests  of 
the  country  were  fully  and  fairly  repre- 
sented. There  was  another  point  he  would 
advert  to.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied  that 
his  hon.  Friend  did  not,  by  bringing 
forward  this  Motion  at  the  present  time, 
wish  to  embarrass  the  Government;  but 
he  could  not  help  reminding  him  that  the 
Motion  could  hardly  be  introduced  to  the 
House,  without  producing  this  result,  as  it 
was  well  known  that  the  opinions  of  the 
Members  of  the  Government  were  not 
uniform  on  this  subject  His  hon.  Friend 
must,  in  bringing  forward  this  subject,  be 
anxious  to  convince  those  Members  of  the 
Government  who  were  formerly  opposed 
to  the  Ballot,  of  the  propriety  of  granting 
it,  and,  above  all,  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Stroud.  Certainly  at  the 
present  moment,  after  what  had  taken 
place  in  Devonshire,  the  noble  Lord 
might  take  a  more  favourable  view  of  the 
case,  than  he  would  allow  himself  to  do  at 
other  times ;  but  this  was  a  reason  why 
his  hon.  Fiiend  should  not  have  brought 
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forwaid  the  Motion  at  the  present  moment, 
and  this  also  was  an  inducement  with  him 
.to  move  the  PreTious  Qaestion.  The 
chief  reason,  however,  that  induced  him 
to  pursue  this  course  was,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  not  demonstrated  to  his  mind 
the  advantage  of  secret  over  open  voting, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  they  should 
abandon  the  benefits  of  the  latter,  until 
they  were  convinced  of  the  superior  ad- 
vantage of  the  former.  If  his  hoa.  Friend 
had  moved  for  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  subject,  he  would  have  voted  for 
his  Motion ;  but  at  the  present  moment 
he  thought  that  he  should  best  consult  the 
interest  of  all  parties — and  for  the  final 
success  even  of  the  Ballot  itself — by 
moving  the  Previous  Question. 

DT*Bowrinrf  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  had  stated,  that  if 
satisfactory  evidence  could  be  given  to  him 
that  secret  voting  could  be  made  effectual, 
he  would  give  his  support  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House,  On  that  ground  he 
hoped  the  support  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  no  longer  withheld ;  for  he  could 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  had  had 
the  privilege  of  seeing  the  experiment 
sucoessfttUy  made  in  many  countries,  and 
he  had  no  doubt,  that  if  once  the  power 
was  given  of  introducing  it  fairly  into  this 
conatry,  it  would  prove  to  be  possessed  of 
all  the  advantages  which  its  advocates 
were  disposed  to  attribute  to  it.  He 
had  seen  the  ballot  applied  in  some 
oountries  where  the  suffrage  was  nar. 
low,  and  it  had  completely  answered  its 
end  there.  He  had  also  seen  it  applied 
to  other  countries  where  the  suffrage  was 
almost  universal,  and  with  equal  success  ; 
and  he  had  never  heard  it  objected  in 
those  oountries  that  it  could  not  be  made 
effectual,  or  that  the  votes  could,  after  all, 
be  denomiced  or  discovered.  He  believed, 
on  the  contrary,  wherever  the  experiment 
had  been  made,  it  had  been  found  com* 
pletely  efficient;  and  sure  he  was,  that 
there  was  no  individual  who  had  witnessed 
the  misery  caused  in  this  country  by  the 
System  of  open  voting — no  individual  who 
bad  seen  the  despotic  influence  and  op- 
pression which  were  exercised  on  the  one 
band,  and  the  corruption  and  profligacy 
which  were  brought  into  action  on  the 
otfaer—^who  would  not  earnestly  desire  to 
find  some  security  for  the  honest  voter  in  the 
eonseientioos  discharge  of  that  duty  which 
he  owed  to  himself,  to  his  country,  and 

MDkind»   What  waa  the  system  of  open 


voting,  but  machinery  by  which  fravdakat 
contracts,  entered  into  bv  individuals  In 
obtain  dishonest  votes,  and  then  to  betray 
their  country,  could  be  rendered  effectual  ? 
— and  what  was  the  system  of  Ballot,  but 
a  simple  and  effectual  instrument  which 
would  defeat  the  dishonest  contract,  de- 
tach the  dishonest  contractors  from  one 
another,  and  thus  re-establish  for  every 
individual  the  power    of  exercising  his 
suffrage  according  to  his  own  conscientious 
opinion — a  power  whicli   the  system  of 
open  voting  had  enabled  him  to  surrender 
to  the  corrupter  or  the  oppressor.     In  the 
case  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Corn  wall 
had  aliuded^-the  election  for  South  Devon 
-—he   had    seen  instances  which  would 
never  be  erased  from  his  memory.    Indi- 
viduals    representing    large  numbers   of 
tenants,  came  and  declared  that  their  voces 
were  coerced,  and  that  they  dared  not 
make  the  sacrifices  which  would  be  de» 
manded  of  them   if  they  followed  their 
own  wishes  and  their  honest  convictions. 
Others  there  were  who  felt   themselves 
strong  enough  and  bold  enough  to  make 
the   required  sacrifices  to  their  political 
creed.      They    did   it    once,— but   how 
could  perpetual  sacrifices  be  demanded-— 
how  could  Parliament  consent  to  entail 
upon  honest  men  renewed  and  repeated 
sufferings?     They  wisely  thought-^that 
means  should  be  found  to  enable  them  to 
give  their  votes,  without  being  exposed  to 
evil  consequences,  as  the  punishment  of 
what-^of  their  sincerity-— of  their  desire  to 
assist  the  causes  of  good  government  by 
their  individual  support.     He  only  knew 
two  ways  of  operating  upon  the  mind  of 
man — by  hope  and  fear :  they  could  be 
induced  to  do  wrong  only  by  one  of  these 
instruments.      Bribery,  in  the  shape  of 
promises,  appealed  to  a  man's  hopes- 
menaces,  in  the  shape  of  punishment,  to 
his  fears.    Why  should  he  be  led  astray 
by    either   if   security  could    be    found 
against  both  ?    The  Ballot  offered  a  pro- 
tection against    them:  it  destroyed  the 
baneful  effects  of  those  promises  by  which 
he  might  be  seduced  from  the  path  of 
right  into  the  path  of  error,*-and  equally 
powerful  was  it  to  release  him  from  threat- 
enings  of  despotism.    The  system  of  secret 
voting  struck  out  of  the  hand  of   the 
tyrants  the  instrument  of  tyranny,  and 
left  the  individual  to  act  as  his  judgment 
dictated.     He  had  often  heard  the  terms 
of  honour  and  credit  and  reputation  ap- 
plied to  the  obacactev  of  the  maa  baioi^ 
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enoQgk  to  laorifioe  himself  to  the  good  of 
the  communiiyy  who  did  his  duty  in  spite 
of  ev«y  temptatioD  and  every  threat ;  hat 
however  much  he  might  respect  the  mar* 
tyr,  he  would  put  an  end  to  the  martyr- 
dom* He  could  honour  those  who  suffered 
cheerfully  for  their  country's  sake»  but  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  prevent  the 
suffering  if  possible.  The  Ballot  was  not 
a  thing  of  modem  invention — it  existed  in 
ancient  times — it  was  practised  among  the 
Greeks  and  Romans — it  was  one  of  their 
great  political  discoveries.  Forgotten  in 
days  of  barbarism,  it  was  re-produced 
when  philosophy  and  knowledge  became 
the  handmaids  of  political  emancipation. 
It  seemed  to  accompany  every  progress  in 
the  path  of  political  experience,  and  to 
associate  as  it  were  of  necessity  with  popu- 
lar influence.  It  was  introduced  into  the 
provinces  of  the  United  States  one  by  one, 
after  duly  weighing  its  value  and  its  effi- 
cacy, and  now  it  prevailed  in  almost  all  of 
them,  because  it  had  been  found  success- 
ful. It  formed  a  part  of  the  representa- 
tive code  of  France ;  and  it  was  found — 
he  could  say  so  from  his  own  knowledge, 
— practicable  and  efficient  there ;  and  he 
doubted  whether  ten  men  in  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies  would  be  found  to  deny  its 
benefit^  or  whether  one  would  be  found  to 
deny  its  practicability.  It  was  introduced 
into  Spain  with  a  suffrage  almost  universal 
•^into  Portugal,  and  into  Italy,  and  it 
existed  In  Belgium.  It  had  been  adopted 
in  almost  every  country  where  there  was  a 
representative  government,  and  had  never 
been  abandoned  when  once  firmly  estab- 
lished. Why?  Because  it  had  been  dis- 
covered to  affi}rd  an  undented  and  un- 
doubted protection  to  the  elector.  It  was 
the  result  of  the  widest  observation— the 
most  extensive  experience.  It  was  recog- 
nised everywhere  but  here  (with  few  ex- 
ceptions) as  a  necessary  protection  and 
security  for  honest  and  rational  represen- 
tation, and  it  would  infallibly  be  ultimately 
established  here.  Such  being  his  views, 
he  should  have  great  pleasure  in  support- 
ing the  motion  of  thehon.  Member  for  the 
city  of  London. 

Mr.  Barlow  Hey  was  ready  to  admit, 
that  in  moving  for  the  adoption  of  the 
Ballot,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so 
from  the  purest  and  most  conscientious 
motives,  and  that  he  sincerely  believed  it 
would  be  the  means  of  doing  away  with 
bribery,  corruption,  and  intimidation  in 

the  retoro  of  Members  lo  thai  Hoase ;  io 


cooaequeace  of  wfafch  the  repreaentatioo 
of  the  people  would  be  better,  purer,  and 
more  likely  to  protect  the  liberties  of  the 
people  and  property  of  the  empire.  But 
he  could  not  but  be  surprised  to  see  those 
who  had  been  foremost  in  exclaiming 
against  corporations,  on  account  of  the 
secrecy  of  their  proceedings,  and  the  irre-* 
sponsibility  of  their  members,  now  coming 
forward  as  the  advocates  of  a  measure; 
the  whole  object  of  which  was  to  secure 
the  most  complete  secrecy,  and  the  most 
perfect  irresponsibility.  He  considered 
the  elective  franchise  as  a  trust  for  the 
exercise  of  which  the  electors  were  respon- 
sible,  not  only  to  their  fellow-townsmen 
but  to  the  country  at  large ;  and  he  could 
not  conceive,  f  if  public  opinion  were 
thought  a  necessary  restraint  on  Members 
of  that  House^  and  a  useful  control  upon 
the  actions  of  all  men,  as  far  as  regards 
the  public  welfare,  why  it  should  be  leas 
necessary  in  voting  for  Members,  nor 
could  he  understand  why,  if  so  much  light 
were  thought  necessary  for  the  super-* 
structure,  the  foundation  could  safely  be 
laid  in  darkness.  The  whole  case  of  the 
Ballot  mainly  rested  on  two  assumptions^-- 
first,  that  every  one  who  asked  for  a  TOte 
must  of  necessity  be  tyrannical  and  op- 
pressive, and  at  the  same  time  less  patrio- 
tic, less  pure,  and  worse  informed  than 
the  electors;  and  on  th^  other  hand,  that 
the  electors  must  be  more  pure,  patrkitio, 
and  well-informed,  yet  servile  and  coward- 
ly. There  was  no  ground  for  either  of 
these  assertions.  Both  France  and  Ame- 
rica had  been  mentioned  to  shew  that  the 
Ballot  had  worked  well—-but  how  had  it 
worked  well  in  France,  when  no  less  than 
sixty  changes  of  Government  had  taken 
place  in  that  country  in  sixteen  years? 
There  was  no  analogy  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  electors  of  the  two  coun- 
tries, for  the  proportion  of  the  electors  to 
the  population  in  France  was  1  in  1 82, 
while  in  England  it  was  1  in  24— the 
electors  in  France  were  required  to  pay 
200  francs  annually  of  direct  taxation,  as 
their  qualification,  a  sum  equivalent  at 
least  to  12/.  in  this  country^-while  ib 
England  it  was  merelv  required  that  they 
should  have  promised  to  pay  10i«  a-year 
in  rent.  This  shewed  that  there  was  no 
similarity  whatev»  between  the  circnm<' 
stances  of  England  and  France.  And 
then,  as  to  Amerka,  the  greatest  instances 
of  bribery  and  corruption  are  on  reooid  as 
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espcctalty  to  the  distribatton  of  28,000»000 
of  dollars  by  tbe  bank  of  the  United  States, 
for  the  purpose  of  influencing  the  election 
against  General  Jackson.  Gentlemen 
seemed  to  dread  the  influence  of  the 
Crown;  but  the  days  had  long  gone  by 
since  it  was  said  in  this  House,  "  that  the 
influence  of  the  Crown  had  increased,  was 
increasing,  and  ought  to  be  diminished."  At 
present  its  influence  had  been  very  much 
diminished :  first,  by  the  reduction  of 
30,000,000/.  of  expenditure;  and,  se- 
condly, by  the  Reform  Bill ;  and  as  long 
as  it  was  in  the  power  of  one  individual  to 
return  forty  or  fifty  Members  to  that 
House,  as  long  as  the  10/.  franchise  exist- 
ed in  London,  and  as  long  as  there  was 
great  difficulty  in  finding  seats  for  the 
Members  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  so 
long  he  promised  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
there  never  could  be  a  strong,  a  steady,  or 
a  permanent  government  in  this  country. 
Then  Gentlemen  need  not  be  afraid  of  the 
influence  of  property.  Much  had  been 
said  about  the  legitimate  influence  of  pro- 
perty ;  but  he  contended,  that  if  a  person 
who  only  promised  to  pay  10/.  a-year,  and 
one  possessing  10,000/.  a-year,  were  put 
upon  the  same  footing,  the  security  of  pro* 
perty  must  be  greatly  diminished.  He 
should  be  more  readily  induced  to  assent 
to  the  scheme  if  it  afibrded  any  represen- 
tation of  property,  as  was  the  case  of 
shareholders  in  the  Bank,  India  Company, 
and  other  joint-stock  companies,  who  had 
▼otes  according  to  the  stake  they  respect- 
ively held.  One  strong  objection  to  the 
Ballot  was,  that  it  represented  population, 
but  did  not  represent  property.  The  ad- 
▼ocates  of  the  plan  seemed  to  dread  the 
influence  of  a  kind  master  over  his  servant, 
and  of  a  good  landlord  over  his  tenant,  of 
employers  over  those  employed ;  but  he 
Gould  hardly  believe  it  would  have  any 
beneficial  eflect,  that  an  elector,  at  the 
moment  of  going  to  poll,  should  find 
himself  free  from  all  those  associations  by 
irhich  men  were  usually  guided  in  the  or- 
dinary circumstances  of  life ;  for  there 
were  such  things  as  evil  passions, — such 
things  as  envy,  hatred,  and  malice ; — and 
it  was  fair  to  suppose  that  under  the  Bal- 
lot those  passions  would  have  full  scope. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall  alluded  to 
Corporations.  There  was  one  close  Cor- 
poration with  which  he  was  acquainted, — 
a  Whig  Corporation,— which  had  always 
leturn^  Whig  Members  to  this  House, 
bdng  mostly  under  one  family. .  He  had 


seen  instances  of  intimidation,  though  not 
exactly  of  the  kind  that  had  been  alluded 
to.  It  was  his  lot  to  stand  a  poll  of  four 
days  at  the  time  of  the  Reform  Bill,  be- 
cause he  could  not  conscientiously  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  that  Bill.  During 
those  four  days,  intimidation  was  resorted 
to,  and  there  was  one  memorable  instance 
of  it  which  he  would  mention.  A  gallant 
Admiral,  highly  respected,  formerly  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  one  whose 
memory  would  be  long  dear  to  it,  came 
forward  to  vote  ;  but  he  was  so  treated  on 
going  to  poll,  and  such  opprobrious  epi- 
thets were  applied  to  him,  that  he  was 
obliged  to  retreat.  The  gallant  Admiral 
advised  him  immediately  to  close  the  poll, 
and  to  present  a  petition  to  the  House. 
He,  however,  wished  to  give  the  electors  of 
the  town  a  fair  trial,  and  not  to  abridge 
any  freedom  of  election,  short  of  personal 
violence.  He  could  neither  reconcile  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  city  of  Dublin,  nor  those  contained 
in  the  early  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  London,  with  the 
words  of  Lord  Althorp,  in  this  House,  that, 
*'  as  far  as  regards  the  representation  of 
the  people,  the  Reform  Bill  must  be  con* 
sidered  as  a  final  measure ;"  nor  with  those 
of  lord  Grey  in  the  other  House— that, 
'^  something  being  to  be  done  in  the  way 
of  Reform,  it  should  be  done  in  such  a 
way  as  to  give  a  resting-place  on  which 
the  Constitution  may  repose  free  from  fur- 
ther discussion  and  agitation  ;**  by  which 
it  appeared  that  it  never  was  in  the  con- 
templation of  the  leading  promoters  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  either  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons or  Lords,  to  adopt  the  Ballot ;  be- 
cause, according  to  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Members  themselves  who  proposed  it,  it 
would  make  a  great  change  in  the  repre- 
sentation. By  an  extract  which  hf  had 
made  from  the  American  papers,  relative 
to  the  representation  in  America,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  people  there  were  as  dis- 
contented with  the  representation  under 
the  Ballot  as  any  person  in  that  House 
could  possibly  be.  That  extract  said, 
*'  the  Congress  has  now  met  four  months, 
and  yet  no  measure  of  real  national  utility 
has  been  contemplated."  He  had  attend- 
ed to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
with  a  wish  perfectly  to  understand  his 
view  of  the  subject;  and,  after  having 
done  so,  the  feelmg  of  his  mind  was,  that 
it  would  be  his  duty  on  this,  as  on  all  occa- 
sions, to  oppose  such  a  Motion* 
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.  Mr.'Siruti  obsenred,  tbat  he  had  recei^^ed 
complaints  of  the  evils  prodaoed  by  the 
sresent  system  from  all  classes  of  society, 
he  therefore  felt  himself  called  upon  to  ad- 
dress a  few  observations  to  the  House;  this, 
howeveri  appeared  to  be  almost  unnecessary, 
after  the  conclusive  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  London.  Excel- 
lent, however,  as  this  speech  was,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  it  did  not  attract  so  much 
attention  as  its  merits  deserved;  for  if  it 
had  been  strictly  listened  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southampton,  he  would  have 
found  an  answer  in  it  to  any  objection  that 
he  had  urged  to  the  Ballot  in  the  course  of 
his  meech.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
mainly  to  rely  on  the  objection  that  the 
franchise  was  a  trust,  and  if  the  Ballot  was 
granted,  the  electors  would  cease  to  be  re« 
sponsible  to  the  non-electors.  But  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  electors  should  be  ren. 
dered  thus  responsible,  and  whether  any  ad- 
vantage would  arise  from  such  responsibility? 
It  was  clear  that  the  check  by  means  of  this 
•species  of  responsibility,  would  be  seldom 
operative,  and  only  in  periods  of  great  ex- 
eitement.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
electors  would  in  this  country  ever  form  a 
^>ecies  of  oligarchy,  and  exercise  their 
franchise  at  the  expense  of  all  others.  This 
however,  was  an  argument,  if  worth  any. 
thing,  in  favour  of  the  Ballot.  The  argu. 
ment  for  the  Ballot  was  not  that  the  elec- 
tors were  responsible  to  the  non-electors, 
>but  that  it  would  protect  the  electors  from 
the  influence  of  other  classes  of  persons 
having  interests  different  from  those  of  both 
non.«Tectors  and  electors  The  secret  voting 
protected  the  electors  against  tyrannical 
landlords  and  tyrannical  masters,  and  that 
was  the  real  answer  to  the  argument  which 
was  so  often  used,  and  which  had  been  so 
strongly  urged  by  the  hon.  Member.  He 
contended  uiat  the  object  was  not  attained 
by  open  voting.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
ako  said  that  the  system  of  Ballot  could  not 
he  adopted  without  being  detrimental  to  the 
security  of  property.  Now  the  only  reason 
that  he  Qould  imagine  for  such  a  conclusion 
was,  the  assumption  that  the  possessor  of 
10,000/.  a-year  would  net  have  a  greater 
influence  than  the  possessor  of  a  10/.  fran- 
chise. But  if  this  was  the  case,  he  did  not 
fe«l  that  it  would  interfere  with  the  secu- 
rity c>f  pniperty.  The  franchise  was  only 
held  by  persons  possessed  of  property,  al- 
though he  admitted  of  small  property; 
but  still  they  had  the  same  interest  in  sup. 
porting  the  rights  of  property  as  men  of 
jarge  property  in  the  country.    He  had 


not  heard  atty  argument  to  lead  hinr  to  sup- 
pose  that  persons  possessed  of  small  property 
would  do  that  which  would  be  as  injucious 
to  themselves  as  to  the  holders  of  large 
property.  It  was  not  true,  however,  that 
the  owners  of  large  property  would  have 
less  influence  than  at  present,  provided  they 
were  intelligent,  and  were  atixious  to  pro- 
mote the  well- being  of  those  they  were 
connected  with.  Superior  intelligence,  in- 
tegrity, and  benevolence,  combined  with 
great  wealth,  would  always  continue  to 
have  great  influence,  under  any  form  of 
Government  The  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
that  the  Ballot  would  destroy  the  influence 
of  the  good  landlord  and  good  master :  one 
reason  which  induced  him  now  to  support 
the  measure  was,  because  he  was  convinced 
that  it  would  increase  the  influence  of  the 
good  landlord  and  master,  and  destroy  that 
of  the  bad  landlord  and  master.  It  would 
destroy  that  species  of  influence  which  only 
existed  in  compelling  men  to  do  that  which 
they  believed  to  be  wrong  and  injurious  to 
the  country.  There  was  another  argument 
which  appeared  to  have  some  plausibility-— 
namely,  that  the  Ballot  was  immoral,  inas* 
much  as  it  induced  persons  to  break  their 
promises*  He  would  only  refer  to  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
London  on  this  point,  in  which  he  clearly 
showed  that  a  promise  extorted,  which 
would  lead  a  man  to  the  improper  exercise 
of  a  trust  imposed  on  him,  ought  not  to  be 
binding.  What  regard  to  morality  could 
those  have  who  extorted  promises  from 
persons  to  perform  public  duties  in  a  way 
the  latter  believed  to  be  injurious  to  the 
country.  Those  alone  ought  to  be  charged 
with  immorality  who  extorted  promises 
under  threats  and  coercion.  It  was  an 
offence  to  make  a  promise  to  commit  an 
offence ;  but  to  conunit  the  offence  was  a 
greater  offence  still.  The  most  criminal, 
however,  was  he  by  whom  such  a  promise 
was  extorted,  and  by  whom  the  commission 
of  the  offence  was  compelled.  His  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Derbyshire  men- 
tioned an  objection  which  he  did  not  ex- 
pect to  hear  from  him ;  he  said,  that  much 
difficulty  would  be  found  in  the  construction 
of  the  machinery  by  which  the  Ballot  would 
be  carried  into  effect  Now,  this  might  be 
true,  or  it  might  not  It  did  happen,  how- 
ever, that  such  a  description  of  machinery 
was  already  in  existence;  therefore  the 
difficulty  would,  probably,  not  be  so  great 
as  his  hon.  Friend  had  supposed.  But  what 
he  complained  of  was,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
should  mix  the  two  questions  up  together^ 
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when  tlM  only  question  now  befim  ihem 
for  disennion  was,  whether  secret  voting 
eoold  he  advantageously  adopted  in  this 
eountry.  The  other  question  was  quite 
distinct,  and  he  would  say  merely  mecha- 
nical, if  he  might  he  allowed  so  to  express 
himself.  Let  them  only  determine  in  favour 
of  the  Ballot,  and  he  had  no  doubt  they 
would  find  the  machinery.  But  suppose  it 
were  otherwise — suppose  they  did  not  suc- 
ceed in  finding  machinery  that  would  en. 
able  them  to  carry  the  principle  into  com- 
plete effect — suppose  it  were  not  in  their 
power  to  obtain  absolute  secrecy,  the  only 
result  in  that  case  would  be,  that  to  the 
extent  that  the  Ballot  was  inefiectual  the 
system  would  remain  as  it  was  at  present. 
The  failure  would  hardly  be  complained  of 
by  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  Ballot. 
If,  then,  he  admitted  the  possibility  of  not 
succeeding  fully,  still  such  success  as  did 
result  from  their  attempts  would  put  them 
in  possession  of  all  the  advantages  to  be  de- 
rived from  secret  suffrage.  Such  being  his 
opinion,  he  should  give  his  cordial  support 
to  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  was 
aware  that  on  the  present  occasion  they 
were  not  likely  to  be  successful ;  he  was 
aware  that  there  was  a  large  body  on  both 
rides  of  the  House  who  were  prepared  to 
oppose  the  motion ;  but  when  he  reflected 
on  the  immense  progress  the  question  had 
made-*when  he  saw  the  deep  interest 
which  that  great  political  body,  the  middle 
classes,  took  in  this  question — and  the  mid- 
dle classes  took  an  interest  in  it  because 
they  beheld  in  the  Ballot  the  means  of 
doing  their  duty  to  their  country,  and  of 
being  protected  in  the  expresaon  of  their 
opinion ;  when  he  called  to  mind  these  con- 
riderations,  he  felt  that  though  the  motkm 
miffht  be  defeated  to^n^ht,  success  would 
ultimately  attend  it.  ne  supported  the 
Motion  in  the  fuUest  conviction  that  the 
time  would  come,  and  it  was  not  far  distant, 
when  they  would  be  able  to  obtain  for  the 
people  of  this  country  this  great  and  neces- 
sary protection. 

Mr.  IViUianu  said,  he  had  long  consi- 
dered it  necessary  to  adopt  the  Ballot  at 
elections.  He  would  briefly  allude  to  some 
arguments  advanced  by  an  hoa.  Member  in 
the  course  of  the  debate.  First,  then,  as  to 
the  alleged  expenditure  of  twenty-eight 
millions  in  America  by  the  Bank,  for  the 
purpose  of  bribing  the  electors  to  oppose 
the  return  of  General  Jackson;  the  fact 
was,  the  money  was  spent  to  bribe  the  press 
to  influence  public  opinion  in  their  own 
favour,    and  notwithstanding    the  power 


raised  agflrast  Um>  he  was  letonied  by  a 
large  majority  because  of  the  Ballot.  Th« 
hon.  Members  for  Southampton  and  Deiby» 
shire  had  spoken  of  the  franchise  as  a  tmst: 
did  not  a  trust  mean  a  power  given  to  act 
fiuthfully,  truly,  and  justly  ?  and  was  it  not 
well  known  that  men  were  constantly 
obliged  to  vote  contrary  to  their  feeiing 
and  their  opinion  of  what  was  right  f  He 
had,  in  the  course  of  his  very  general  in*^ 
quiries,  learned  from  every  hon.  Member 
who  had  had  to  do  with  contested  elections 
that  they  knew  of  various  cases  in  which 
parties  entitled  to  vote  had,  fay  influence  or 
apprehension,  been  induced  to  give  their 
vote  contrary  to  their  conscience.  To  such 
persons  the  Ballot  would  be  fraught  with 
that  protection  which  they  now  so  eagerly 
desired,  and  which,  in  fact,  was  become  so 
indispensable.  The  principle  of  Ballot  had 
been  long  approved  and  adopted  by  vast 
numbers  of  the  middle  classes  of  society. 
Elections  were  determined  by  it  in  charita- 
ble institutions,  in  hosj^tals,  in  most  of  the 
scientific  institutions,  in  the  Bank  of  £ngu 
hind,  and  in  the  EasUlndia  Company.  The 
Ballot  was  also  to  be  found  in  the  dubs-— 
the  members  of  which  were  generally  men 
of  wealth,  intelligence,  and  Ugh  character; 
they  adopted  it— their  experience  having 
assured  them  of  the  benefits  resulting  from 
it.  He  trusted  that,  guided  hy  so  safe  a 
preeeden^  the  opinion  of  that  House  would, 
on  a  division,  be  fonnd  in  favour  of  the 
Ballot  at  elections  for  Membors  of  P!Bilia« 
ment.  He  was  prepared  to  maitifftw  tfagt 
the  extension  of  the  fnindiise  by  the  Be* 
form  Bill  had  proved,  and  would  continue 
to  he  agreat  evil,  to  those  enfranchised  and 
to  the  puiilic.  The  only  way  of  remedying 
the  inconvenience  and  mischief  was,  in  his 
qunion,  by  the  introduction  of  the  Ballot. 
Could  there  be  any  thing  more  degrading 
than  that  a  man  who  had  hem  given  fay 
the  Constitution  a  right  of  voting  for  a  le. 
presentative  should  he  controlled  in  the 
exercise  cf  that  right  by  amaster  or  a  tysMit 
of  a  landlord,  and  compelled  to  sacrifice  Us 
principle  to  his  interest. 

Mr.  Charles  RusseU  said,  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  resist  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London  for 
further  extensive  changes  in  the  mode  of 
constitutiog  the  House  of  Commons,  while 
they  were  as  yet  only  in  the  third  Session 
of  that  Parliament  which  was  assembled 
together  under  the  denomination,  and  if 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  de- 
served any  favour  in  that  House,  be  might 
say  the  somewhat  taunting  denomination 
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of  the  Refenned  Parliament.  He  ehonld 
iMiBt  the  proposition  on  every  principle 
of  common  prudence  and  good  faith. 
They  had  bat  jnst  accomplished  the  largest 
neaBnre  of  change  short  of  rerolntion  that 
any  nation  had  eve^  been  bold  enough  to 
undertake ;  and  on  every  principle  of  com- 
mon prudence,  therefore,  he  called  upon 
the  House  to  pause  and  carefully,  vigilantly, 
and  anxiously  to  watch  the  workings  of 
new  proportions  which  they  had  thought 
fit  to  assign  to  the  elements  of  our  mixed 
constitution.  During  the  progress  of  that 
great  question,  no  argument  was  more  in- 
sisted upon  in  justification  of  what  was 
called  its  sweeping  character,  than  that  it 
was  rendered  so  extensive,  in  order  (hat  it 
might  be  received  as  a  final  measure. 
On  every  principle  of  common  prudence, 
consequently,  he  called  upon  all  those 
who  had  advocated  that  measure  upon 
that  distinct  understanding — he  called 
more  especially  upon  the  King's  Ministers, 
who  had  placed  that  argument  prominently 
forward,  not  to  consent  to  sanction  further 
extensive  changes  before  that  so-called 
final  measure  had  itself  been  brought  to 
the  test  of  experience.  But  although  he 
resisted  the  proposition  upon  those  specific 
grounds,  he  was  not  unwilling  to  enter 
the  list  with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
.City  of  London  on  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion itself-— upon  its  utter  insufficiency  to 
answer  any  of  the  ends  proposed,  its  in- 
compatibility with  every  habit  and  feeling 
of  the  English  people,  and  its^ incongruity 
with  every  principle  of  the  English  Con- 
stitution. The  hon.  Member  had  said  the 
practice  of  the  Ballot  was  no  infraction  of 
the  English  Constitution.  If  there  was 
any  one  principle  which  more  than  another 
pervaded  every  branch  of  our  national  in- 
stitutions and  operated  as  the  purest  check 
upon  public  men  and  public  measures,  it 
was  publicity.  Whatever  temptations 
men  might  encounter  to  betray  their  trust, 
he  was  satisfied  they  were  far  more  likely 
to  be  deterred  from  doing  so  by  the  ill 
opinions  of  their  neighbours  than  by  any 
artificial  check  which  ingenuity  could 
devise.  Once  allow  men  to  act  in  secret, 
and  the  House  would  invite  them  to  act 
in  fraud.  What  was  it  that  secured  to  us 
the  equal  administration  of  our  laws,  and 
placed  the  judgments  of  our  Courts  of 
Justice  above  suspicion?  It  was,  that 
our  juries  acted  under  the  eye  of  a  vigilant 
and  enlightened  bar,  and  the  constant  con- 
trol of  pnblic  opinion.    What  was  it  that 


imparted  its  reel  tahie  to  oar  Trial  by 
Jury  ?  It  was  the  opinion  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Hardwicke,  that  the  real  excellence 
of  that  institution  consisted  not  so  much 
in  the  direct  functions  of  the  juror,  as  in 
the  obligation  which  he  imposed  upon  the 
judge  to  state  publicly  his  view  of  the  law 
and  of  the  facts  of  the  case  under  adjudi- 
cation. What  was  it  that  imparted  its 
vigour  and  efficiency  to  the  great  organ  of 
public  opinion— the  press?  It  was  that 
it  held  up  to  public  scrutiny  all  the  great 
events  in  which  the  country  was  interested, 
and  threw  a  constant  and  steady  light 
upon  public  men  and  public  measures. 
And  why  did  they  in  that  House  vote 
openly  in  the  face  of  one  another  ?  While 
they  were  at  present  actually  engaged  in 
devising  the  means  of  rendering  their  own 
votes  more  public,  why  should  they  not 
vote  as  it  was  now  required  their  con- 
stituents should  vote,  by  Ballot?  The 
great  end  and  object  of  all  those  instances 
was  to  cast  around  the  institutions  of  our 
country  the  great  sanction  of  publicity. 
Taking  it  for  granted,  then,  and  he  thought 
it  could  scarcely  be  denied,  that  the  Ballot 
was  not  only  an  anomaly,  an  innovation — 
that  it  was  not  only  unknown  to  the  prac- 
tice, but  that  it  was  totally  at  variance 
with  the  spirit,  of  the  English  Constitution 
— the  advocates  of  the  Ballot  must  be 
prepared  to  defend  it  upon  its  merits  alone, 
and  its  being  calculated  to  produce  such 
an  amelioration  in  our  system  that,  even 
as  an  anomaly  and  an  innovation,  it  was 
imperative  upon  the  House  of  Commons 
to  adopt  it  He  would  utterly  deny  that 
the  Ballot  would  produce  any  one  of  those 
advantages.  On  what  ground  could  the 
hon.  Member  hope  that  it  would  put  an 
end  to  the  practice  of  canvassing?  As 
long  as  the  voter  had  that  to  give  which 
the  candidate  was  solicitous  to  obtain^ 
he  would  be  the  object  of  importunity 
under  every  form  importunity  could 
assume.  Some  few  persons  there  still 
might  be  who,  as  at  present,  might  refuse 
to  pledge  themselves;  but  as  to  the  great 
majority  of  them,  promise  they  would 
when  they  were  pressed,  be  their  moral 
character  or  their  political  opinions  what 
they  might.  The  promise  once  given,  if 
the  voter  was  an  honest  man  he  would 
keep  it,  whether  he  gave  his  vote  by  Ballot 
or  openly,  and  concealment  would  be  of  no 
use  save  to  the  knave,  for  whom  assuredly 
an  upright  Legislature  would  not  increase 
his  facilities  of  disgracing  himself,  and  of 
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deceivipg  his  neighbour.    As  long  as  there 
were  candidates,  so  long  would  there  be 
persuasion  ;  as  long  as  there  were  voters, 
so  long  would  they  receive  solicitation ; 
and  it  was  absurd  to  expect  that  the  Ballot 
would  put  an  end  to  canvassing.     If  it 
operated  at  all,    it  would   step   in,    not 
between    solicitation    and   promise,     but 
between   promise  and  performance ;   and 
instead  of  protecting    a  voter  from  per- 
suasion to  pledge  his  word,  it  would  only 
absolve  him  from  the  necessity  of  keeping 
it.     It  would  make  him  a  freer  man  only 
at  the  expense  of  his  integrity,  and  would 
vitiate  his  moral  character  under  the  pre- 
text of   preserving    his    political    inde- 
pendence.    Whether  or  not  it  would  re- 
lease him  from  the  influence  of  superior 
wealth  or  superior  power,  it    .would,  at 
all  events,  absolve  him  from  the  obliga- 
tions of  fidelity,  and  it  would  debase  even 
the  corruption  of  receiving  a  bribe  by  the 
turpitude    of  violating    a    promise;   but 
though  candidates  might  use  persuasion, 
what  man^    it   was   asked,    would  give 
a  bribe  when  from  the  secrecy  of  the 
Ballot,  he  was  uncertain  he  should  ob- 
tain the  vote  for  which  he  had  paid? 
The  advocates  of  the  Ballot  did  not  ap<- 
pear  agreed   among  themselves  respect- 
ing the  extent  and  nature  of  the  secrecy. 
As  regarded  this  part  of  the  Question,  it 
might  not  be  uninstructive  to  recur  to  the 
progress  of  the  ballot  in  the  French  con- 
stitution.    By  the  French  constitution  of 
the  year  1791,  the  electors  were  permitted 
to  name  the  candidate,  as  were  the  electors 
at  present  in  England.    By  the  constitu- 
tution  of  1793,  the  option  was  first  given 
to  them  of  voting  by  ballot  or  openly,  au 
tcrutin  ou  d  haute  voix ;  and  it  is  some- 
what singular  that  Danton  and  the  strictest 
of  the  Republicans  defended  the  practice 
of  open  voting,  contending  that  publicity 
and  the  light  of  day  were  the  natural  ele- 
ments of  liberty.     But  by  the  constitu- 
tion of  1795,  only  two  years  later,  some 
progress  having  then  been  made  in  the 
science  of  revolution  and  Republicanism, 
the  mode  of   election   was  confined  to 
secret  ballot,  au  icrutin  secret;  and  he 
should  tike  to  know  which  of  those  repub- 
lican states  the  advocates  for  the  ballot 
proposed  to  adopt.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  in   the  very  earliest 
debates  that  occurred    on   this    subject, 
stated   that  he   would    not  prevent  any 
voter,   English,    Scotch,   or    Iri^h,    from 

voting  as  openly  as  be  pleased.  To  which 


the  right  hon..BaronRt  now  at  the  head  of 

the  Board  of  Control  replied.     '*  Ay,  but 
if  the  ballot  he  not  secret,  it  is  not  the 
Ballot  I  mean."  Unquestionably  that  rigrht 
hon.  Baronet  was  right,  because  if  the  voter 
were   to  be  permitted   to  give  his  vote 
openly,  what  would  there  be  to  prevent 
parties  from  entering  into  any  bargain  they 
pleased,  and  giving  and  receiving  the  proof 
of  its  fulfilment  ?    It  had  always  appeared 
to  him,  that  it  would  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  devise  any  mode  of  secrecy  so  im- 
penetrable, as  that  by  collusion  it  mi|^ht 
not  be  defeated  at  the  poll.  But  assuming 
that  that  secrecy  was  obtained  at  the  poll, 
what  chance  was  there  that  it  would  be 
preserved  afterwards  ?     It  was  for  voters 
in  the  humble  walks  of  life  that  this  mode 
of  secrecy   was  devised,  and  when   the 
House  considered  what  were  the  habits  of 
such  persons,  was  it  probable  that,  on  an 
occasion  of  such  general  interest  and  ex- 
citement as  an  election,  a  man  should  not 
tell  for  whom  he  had  voted,  and  thus  ex- 
pose himself,  if  not  to  constraint  before 
the  election,  to  what  would  be  equally  an- 
noying to   him^ — vengeance  and  resent- 
ment afterwards?    But  to  go  a  step  fur- 
ther,  and   admitting    that  this    secrecy 
might  be  secured  both  at  the  poll  and 
afterwards,  he  would  contend  that  candi- 
dates who  would  not  scruple  to  resort  to 
bribery,  would  not  be  deterred  by  any- 
such  considerations,  and  that  if  they  could 
obtain  no  other  security,  they  would  rely 
upon  the  word  of  the  voter.    There  was 
amongst  persons  of  the  humbler  condition, 
and  sometimes  even  of  the  worst  cha- 
racter, a  species  of  honour  which  was  more 
binding  upon  them  than  obligations  of  a 
higher  sanction,  and  if  they  could  but  once 
be  induced  to  look  upon  the  party  with 
whom  they  were  engaged  in  the  sacred 
light  of  an  accomplice,  their  word  might 
be  implicitly  relied  upon.     He  believed  it 
would  be  found  as  an  universal  axiom  that 
in  those  objects  which    men's  interests 
prompt  them  to  pursue,  against  which  the 
law  has  offered  no  protection,  or  which 
are  in  contravention  of  the  law,  the  neces- 
sity of  mutual  confidence  would  raise  a 
species  of  hoimdr,  a  8puriou>  place-b^xue 
honour,  but  still  a  species  of  honour,  which 
would  operate   more  upon  such   persims 
than    higher  obligations.      In    those   in- 
stances the  8elf*enactinff,  self-protrcttngf 
law   would  be  more  efficacious  than  the 
public  law  of  the  land.     Again,  what  uiti- 
venial  suspicion  apd  ipistrust  would  ^  ib^ 
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almostinevitable  consequence  of  the  Ballot. 
SoppOBe  a  man  to  have  received  600 
promiaeSy  and  only  400  votes,  he  would 
ftel  that  200  of  the  electors,  had  betraved 
htm,  and  in  his  uncertainty  on  whom 
to  fix  the  stigma,  he  would  spread  the 
blame  over  the  whole,  and  impute  turpitude 
to  many  who  had  not  deserved  it.  He 
heard  it  stated,  that  under  the  administra- 
tion of  one  of  the  French  Ministers — 
he  believed  De  Gazes — he  had  received 
a  number  of  promises  to  insure  him  a  ma- 
jority of  from  sixty  to  seventy  votes  upon 
an  important  question.  He  saw  all  who 
had  promised  him  give  their  votes,  and 
yet  when  the  Ballot  glasses  were  ooened, 
his  majority  did  not  exceed  four.  He  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell)  was  perfectly  aware  of 
the  advantage  which  the  advocates  of  the 
Ballot  might  draw  from  this  fact  in  sup- 
port of  their  argument,  that  it  enabled  a 
man  to  prefer  the  obligations  of  public 
duty  to  those  of  personal  pledge  ;  and  he 
would  give  them  the  full  benefit  of  the  in- 
ference, but  at  the  same  time  they  must  be 
prepared  to  take  with  it  this  consequence 
-*-they  must  be  prepared  to  uphold  the 
most  odious  doctrine  which  the  world  was 
ever  deluged  by,  a  false  and  corrupt  phi- 
loaophy,  that  private  vice  might  prove 
public  benefit.  In  the  event  of  any  doubt 
arising  as  to  the  validity  of  votes,  the 
Ballot  afforded  no  means  of  scrutiny ;  and 
in  spite  of  every  exertion,  every  one  knew 
that  bad  votes  would  occasionally  be  ad- 
mitted. In  short,  there  was  no  end  to  the 
difficulties  and  inconveniences  that  would 
result  from  the  secret  practice  of  the 
Ballot.  The  advocates  of  that  practice, 
however,  had  attempted  to  defend  it, 
not  00  the  ground  of  argument  only,  but 
of  experience  also,  and  had  referred  the 
House  to  examples  both  in  our  own  and 
in  other  countries,  in  the  present  and  in 
remote  times.  As  regarded  our  own 
country,  the  practice  had  hitherto  been 
confined  to  such  bodies  as  the  East- India 
Company,  charitable  institutions,  and 
clubs.  What  benefit  the  East- India 
Company  promised  to  themselves  by  elect- 
ing their  directors  by  Ballot  he  had  never 
been  able  to  understand.  Did  it  insure 
secrecy  ?  Certainly  not.  No  man  hesi- 
tated to  say  for  whom  he  intended  to  vote, 
and  the  strength  of  every  candidate  could 
be  as  well  ascertained  before  as  after  the 
Ballot  was  taken.  Did  it  preclude  the  ne- 
cessity of  canvassing?  Certainly  not,  be- 
Cttuse  a  canvass  for  a  seat  in  the  East*Iodia 
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direction  was  just  as  laborious  and  almost  as 
expensive  as  a  canvass  for  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  did  not  prevent  the 
exercise  of  influence,  for  when  a  candidate 
offered  himself  for  a  seat  in  the  East- 
India  direction,  no  inquiries  were  made  as 
to  what  he  knew  of  East-India  affairs,  but 
only  as  to  what  interest  he  stood  in — 
whether  in  the  city  interest,  in  the  House 
interest,  or  in  the  Indian  interest ;  and  if 
direct  bribery  did  not  prevail,  as  unques- 
tionably it  did  not  in  the  election  of  the 
honorablebody,theexemptionfromitwasto 
be  ascribed  to  the  condition  of  the  electors ; 
and  though  that  might  be  a  very  good 
argument  for  raising  the  qualification  to 
the  level  of  the  trust,  it  was  no  argument 
for  debasing:  the  trust  to  the  level  of  the 
qualification.  Between  this  kind  of  elec- 
tion and  the  election  at  clubs  there  was 
this  broad  distinction — in  one  case  the 
question  was,  whether  a  man  should  be 
elected  to  a  given  office,  and  though  he 
might  be  disappointed,  there  was  no  dis- 
grace in  the  defeat;  on  the  other  hand, 
the  question  was,  whether  a  man  should 
be  admitted  into  a  society  with  every 
member  of  which  he  probably  considered 
himself  an  equal,  and  rejection  was  con- 
sidered, at  least  used  to  be  considered,  a 
personal  afiront:  the  secrecy  of  the  ballot 
certainly  operated  very  beneficially  in  such 
instances  in  preventing  personal  quarrels. 
He  should  not  be  considered  as  guilty  of 
pedantry  in  following  the  hon.  Member 
if  he  said  a  very  few  words  on  the  ex- 
amples which  hon.  Members  had  adduced 
from  ancient  states.  What  adv.antage  the 
Greeks  had  derived  from  the  Ballot  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton  had  not  in- 
formed the  House,  but  this,  at  least,  no 
schoolboy  could  forget  that  they  made 
use  of  it  to  get  rid  of  almost  the  only 
honest  man  they  ever  had  among  them. 
There  was  a  striking  passage  bearing  on 
this  part  of  the  subject  in  the  history  of 
Bishop  Burnett.  In  speaking  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  Scottish  Parliament,  in  166*2, 
by  which  twelve  Peers  were  rendered  in- 
capable of  serving  the  King,  and  their 
names,  though  selected  by  corrupt  in- 
fluence were  nominally  chosen  by  Ballot,  he 
very  justly  and  emphatically  denominated 
iheB'dlot**  the  factious  practice  of  a  jealous 
commonwealth,  never  to  be  set  up  as  a  pre- 
cedent under  a  Monarchy."  Even  the 
Athenians  were  ashamed  of  it  when  Aris- 
tides,  the  justest  man  among  them,  fell 
under  its  censure,  and  they  laid  it  aside 
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not  lon^r  after vrards.    Of  this  practice,  as 
it  prevailed  among  the  RoinaDBy  he  would 
con6ne  himself  to  one  single  authority, 
but  that  the  authority  of  Cicero,  not  the 
only  example  of  an  orator  and  a  states- 
roan,  who  had  acknowledged  that  he  had 
taken  a  view  of  the  same  question  at  a 
later  period  of  his  life  different  to  that 
which  he  had  taken  in  the  rashness  of  his 
youth.  Cicero,  in  one  of  his  early  orations, 
denominated  the    Ballot    no    less    than 
*'  principium  justmimcB  libertatis;  **  but  it 
was  not  in  the  orations  of  the  orator,  but 
in  the  treatises  of  the  philosopher — in  his 
treatises  *'  De  Amicilid  and  de  Legibus^*" 
that  persons  were  to  search  for  his  mature 
and  deliberate  opinion.     He  there  spoke 
with  no  great  respect  of  those  by  whom 
the  Ballot  was  introduced  among  them- 
selves.    ''  Neque  lator  quisquam  est  t»- 
ventus  neque  auctor  unquam  bonus,"     He 
inveighed  against  the  Ballot  as  calculated 
to  destroy  the  legitimate  influence  of  the 
higher  class,  as  operating  as  a  shelter  to 
corrupt    votes,   as  raising  the  populace 
against  the  Aristocracy,  and  as  consign- 
ing the  most  important  affairs  of  State  to 
the  guidance  of  a  mob.    He  gloried  ex- 
pressly in  this  circumstance,  that  he  him- 
self had  been  elected  to  the  office  of 
consul  by  a  viva  voce,  and  not  by  Ballot, 
election,  and  suggested  as  a  mode  by 
which  it  should  be  rendered  beneficial, 
that  it  should  become  a  nota  optimatibua. 
This  verv  quality  of  secrecy,  therefore,  for 
which  the  English  House  of  Commons 
was  so  earnestly  contending,  was,  upon 
the  authority  of  Cicero,  found   by   the 
practical  experience  of  the  Romans  to  be 
a  vice  of  which  the  system  of  ballot  r^- 
Quired   to  be  purged.     America  formed 
the  first  example  of  the  extensive  use  of 
the  Ballot  among  modern  states,  and  was 
consequently  most  frequently  insisted  upon. 
The  opinions  respecting  the  effect  of  the 
practice  there  were  so  various,  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  reconcile  them.  For 
his  own  opinion,  be  thought  that  all  the 
evils  of  a  contested  election  existed  io 
America  to  as  great  an  extent  as  in  Eng- 
land,   probably  with    the    exception    of 
bribery.    The  American  newspapers  were 
fell  of  all  the  bitterness  and  acrimooy  of 
electioneering  hostilities,  and  all  the  tricks 
and  manceuvres  of  electioneering  tactics. 
The  noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  Laoca- 
shire),  who  had  had  the  advantage  of 
some  local  observation,  infocmed  the  House 
in  an  early  debate  oa  thia  subject,  that 


the  effects  of  the  Balloi  in  Aiatriea 
at  least  doubtful.    The  nghl  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Essex,  now  a  Peer,  had  said  that 
the  Ballot  had  been  actually  rejected  in 
Virginia,  and  the  hon.  Member  foi  Old- 
ham,   who   probably  knew  as  much  of 
America  as  any  other  Member,  had  said 
with  a  very  significant  nod  of  his  head, 
in  the  last  debate  upon  this  Question,  that 
if  he  pleased  he  could  disclose  some  secrete 
about  the  Ballot.     Was  this  then  the  ex- 
perience upon  which  hon.  Members  were 
to  be  called  to  adopt  the  Ballot  ?    Was  its 
failure  in  America  to  be  prognostic  of  its 
success  in  England;  and  were  they  so 
enamoured  of  strauge  fashions  that  nodiing 
would  suit  them,  but  that  they  should 
deck  themselves  out  in  the  worn-out  gar- 
ments of    the  Americans?     Bat    what 
analogy  was  there  between  the  state  of 
England  and  the  state  of  America  ?     The 
Government  of  America  was  wholly  and 
esseatially  republican,  and  if  once  the 
House  of  Commons  were  to  admit  the 
principle  of  adapting  the  American  re«* 
publican  form  to  our  mooarohical  inetii* 
tution,  where  could  the  initatioD  be  ex* 
peoted  to  end  ?  They  might  as  well  take» 
and  probably,  if  they  anoe  entered  open 
the  course,  it  would  not  be  long  ere  tbey 
were  called  upon  to  take,  the  example  of 
the  American  President,  and  render  the 
Sovereignty  itself  periodical  and  elected 
by  Ballot.    It  was  somewhat  singular,  he 
trusted  not  ominous,  that  almost  all  the 
examples  of  the  extensive  use  of  the  Ballot 
were  to  be  found  among  Republican  stales^ 
France  forming  the  most  striking  ezeep* 
tion.    France  did  not  form  an  exceptiott 
when  the  Ballot  was  introduoedthete,  and 
how  long  she  might  continue  to  form  aa 
exception  who  would  be  bold  enough  lopre« 
diet  ?    Since  hon.  Membeve  bad  laid  aooee 
stress  upon  the  example  of  Fiance^  it 
might  be  well  to  consider  for  a  moment  to 
what  that  example  was  entitled.    Tboiif^ 
France  was  now  free,  she  had  only  }uet 
escaped     from     the    trammels   of    the 
moat   galling   despotism     under    wbiek 
a    nation     had     ever    langoished.     In 
other  countries  tlie  power  of  the  Geewa 
had  been  measured  or  controlled  hfy  sMne 
other  power — by  the  power  of  theChaicAi« 
by  the  power  of  a  future  liability,  or   by 
the  power  of  the  people ;    bot  in  Franee, 
from  a  very  early  to  the  latest  time    frons 
the  reign  of  Louis  llth,  at  all  evenle, 
until  tlm  close  of  the  reiga  of  Boaapmrtet 
wilk  one  sbest  inleivnl  of  amnrehy,  the 
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pmmr  of  dw  Momrdi  had  btta  atle  wA 
Mp»«ne*^itndtnded   and   noeontnotted. 
AccmrdiBfly,  at  night  be  axpeeted,  al- 
most all  Uie  reeent  intlitstiona  of  Fiance 
were  direetdd  agamst  the  power  of  the 
Grown.    It  was  not  persoMil  iafliteoce 
»or  pecuniary  corruption  against  which 
the  Ballot  was  directed,  bnt  it  was  the 
power  of  the  Crown ;    and  if  there  was 
any  value  in  the  analogy,  Hon  Members 
must  be  prepared  to  advocate  the  use  of 
the  Ballot,  not  ooiy  at  elections,  but  in 
that   House.      He  woold  ask  any  hen. 
Member,  whatever  his  political  opinions, 
if  there  was  danger  proceeding  from  any 
qnsrter  in  this  ooontry  from  the  excess  of 
power  while  that  danger  proceeded  from 
the  direction  of  the  Crown  ?     And  did  it 
at  all  follow,  that  becanse  the  Ballot  might 
be  found  to  answer  among  the  French, 
while  they  were  yet  in  the  very  bad  of 
their  liberty,  that  it  should  have  the  same 
effect  upon  the  ancient  and  long  establish- 
ed  institutions    of   Bngland  ?     He  had 
heard  that  the  French  were  emuloiis  of 
onr  constitution,  and  it  would  be  new  to 
him  to  learn  that  England  should  copy 
FNibce.    Mttoh  as  he  admired  the  man- 
Ihiess,  and  morei  If  possible,  the  modera- 
Hon  with  which  the  French  had  in  later 
days  vindicated  and  asserted  their  free 
institutions,  he  for  one,   in  seeking  to 
repair  our  own  institutions,  was  not  willing 
to  look  for  an  example  in  a  country,  in 
the  earlier  pages  of  whole  revolutionary 
history  he  was  of  opinion  this  country 
might  take  a  salutarv  warning  against  the 
eatravagancies  of  poiiticsl  speculation  and 
the  excesses  of  political  frensy.     And  in 
the  latter  pages  of  the  same   history, 
dowti  to  this  very  day,  he  thought  we 
might  study  with  equal  advantage   the 
effsot  of  a  King  struggling  to  sustain  a 
tattering  and  equivocal  thmae,  of  a  Peerage 
without  permanency,  property,  or  indepen- 
dence, and  a  House  of  Commons  without 
«onsiat«nct)    steadineas,    or   diaeretion. 
This  was  ttae  view  he  had  taken  of  the 
vtrioua  ai^gnmenu  that  had  been  adduced 
in  suppoit  of  the  Ballot,  and  ft>r  the  rea- 
sons h^  had  aasigiied  he  asuat  at  M  times 
vt)te  agaittst   it.    If  it   wouU    prevent 
bribery,  if  it  would  rennedy  intimidatioa, 
tf  k  wefuld  even  tnitigaln  many  of  She  evils 
fBfy  which  the  pKsent  systeui  was  anfuca* 
ibnahly  ufltended,  thenttmiglitbehenefieiBi 
hsit   that,   or   unytfitng  ufipmaohing  So 
it,  he  did  not  believe  wioald  he  the  efeit. 
His  ten  conviction  was,  that  inatesd  wf 
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mMgalMig^  i^  would  ngffmdie  mtvog  of  ih#r 
efts  that  wese  aa  present^usperiieBeed,  au4 
ala»iatPoduc«mauj  neur^ils.  psoper  ^ 
itself.    Tbay  whoi  ol^ected  to  these  iu*< 
roads  upoo  the  institutions  of  our  countvy 
wttre  not  t0  he  caUed  upon  to  show  they 
ought  not  to  be  asade:    it  wiw  not,  for 
theee  who  wese  in  possession  to  pcove  a 
good  title,  but  it  was  fof  those  who  ira^ 
pugned  that  title  to  make  out  that  thevs. 
was  better.    He  did  not  believe  that  thie 
experiment  would  afford  any  auch  pioof% 
This   proposed    piactico  of   the    IMlot 
would  be  an  innovation  of  our  National 
Institutiona  and  a  violation  of  our  nation* 
ai  feelings,^to  which  he  trusted  the  House 
of  Commons  would  not  readily  be  brought 
to  submit    Publicity  had  hitherto  proved, 
the  life  and  soul  of  English  Institutions* 
English  character,  and  EagUsb   habits^ 
We  never  had  done,  and  God  forbid  we 
ever  should  do,  things  as  if  we  were 
ashamed  of  them  and  obliged  to  perform 
them  in  a  corner*    The  cbaraoter  of  the 
nation  was  at  stake*    As  long  as  voting 
continued  opeui  as  it  was  at  present,  we 
had  at  least  some  security  in  tha  vs^lue 
which  every  man  placed    in    the   good 
opinion  of  his  neighbour,  and  in  the  main** 
teoance  of  his  own  character  for  consist 
tency  and  truth.    Let  the  House  of  Com-* 
mons  take  away  the  great  sanction  of 
safety  and  publicity,  and  it  took  away 
one  of  the  strongest  ties  by  which  men 
were  bound  to  the  discharge  of  their  publio 
duties.    He  dreaded  as  a  national  cala» 
mity,  and  deprecated  as  a  national  dii-* 
grace,  underhanded,  clandestine  proceed «- 
ings;  and  he  should  not  be  frightene4 
from  the  propriety  of  that  by  the  un*- 
English    prejudice,   and   what  to  somo 
persons  migbt  seem  the  charm  of  novelty. 
He  trusted  that  in  this    instance  bon. 
Members  would  be  found  staunch  to  the 
example  of  their  forefathersi  and   that 
they  woold   spare   their  memories  end 
themselves  the  degcadation  of  selecting  to 
do  that  in  the  dark  which  their  fi)refatbers 
had  done,  and  inculcated  upon  them  to 
do«  openly  and  oianfoUy.io  the  face  of 
day. 

Mr.  Ward  wiaa  auasoos  not  to  give  a 
silent  vote  om  the  presenit  occasiou. 
Hkkenbe  he  had  voted  against  the  intro- 
dnetien  of  the  Vote  by  Fallot  into  4jie 
electoral  system,  not  jbeeause  he  disap- 
paeved  of  ji,  hut  in  ooottfqufncff  of  bis 
mnd  aec  Jiaviag  been  made  up  on  the 
anhject.       The  argumenta  against  that 
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system  which  had  been  so  ably  concen- 
trated,  and  brilliantly  enforced  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
were  applied  chiefly  against  the  utility  of 
adopting  the  principle  of  secresy   when 
that  of  publicity  was  the  recognised  spirit 
throughout  the  range  of  our  institutions. 
He  admitted  that  it  did  appear  to  be  an 
anomaly  that  just  at  the  time  we  had 
been  extending  the  franchise — which  was 
to  give  the  very  essence  of  publicity  to 
representation  —  a    measure    should    be 
proposed  calculated  to  make  the  voting 
secret.     The  strangeness  of  this,  however, 
disappeared  when  it  was  remembered  the 
danger  under  which  the  voter  laboured  of 
suffering  from  coercion.     Voters  were  in 
the  same  situation  as  the  subjects  of  an 
arbitrary  Monarch.     Did  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  mean  to  tell  them  that  if  they 
were  in   another  country,  with   the  un- 
friendly region  of  Siberia  in  the  back- 
ground, that  the  Ballot  might  not  give 
protection  to  a  voter  and  to  his  family, 
and    shield    them    from    the    effects  of 
despotic  power?    Just  in  such  a  situation 
was  the  present  constituency  of  this  coun- 
try.   The  case  in  favour  of  the  Ballot 
was  not  made  out  by  looking  at  the  work- 
ingof  the  present  system.  It  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  theory  of  free 
representation  was    the    right  of  every 
Englishman  to  give  his  vote  fearlessly  in 
the  face  of  God  and  his  country.     But 
the  question  arose,  can  this  be  done? 
In    the     late    elections    he    was    con- 
vinced that  in  half  the  cases  where  the 
elective  franchise  was  exercised  the  voters 
could  not  give  a  conscientious  vote  with- 
out entailing  upon  themselves  and  families 
consequences  the  most  fearful,  the  voters 
being  equally  under  control  with  the  serfs 
in  Siberia.      With  regard  to  the  advan- 
tages of  open  voting,  he  would  first  take 
the  situation  of  those  who  were  tenants  at 
will,  created  under  that  clause  in  the  Re- 
form Bill  which  bore  the  name  of  the  no- 
ble Marquess  opposite  (Marquess  of  Chan- 
dos).     Now  in  the  nature  of  things  as  they 
at  present  existed,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  precarious  value  of  agricultural 
produce,  was  it  likely  the  influence  pos- 
sessed by  the  landlord   over   the  tenant 
would  decrease  ?    But  as  it  was,  he  would 
ask  any  hon.  Gentleman  acquainted  with 
this  class  of  voters  where  there  could  be  a 
set  of  men  more  entirely  subservient  to  their 
landlords  than  the  tenants  at  will  ?    They 
were  not  only  depeodenti  but  they  were 


almost  the  property  of  the  landlord,  and 
to  such  an  extent  did  this  belief  obtain 
that  it  had  been  considered  highly  impro- 
per for  one  landlord  of  a  neighbouring 
estate  to  canvass  the  tenantry  of  another. 
This  was  reducing  the  people  to  the  level 
of  the  villains  of  the  Saxon  and  Norman 
times,  instead  of  maintaining  them  in  the 
sturdy  independent  state  so  justly  eulo- 
gised by  the  hon.   Gentleman  opposite. 
Independence  under  such  circumstances 
was  a  mere  name,  a  complete  mockery, 
just  as  if  the  Reform  Bill  had  intended 
to  give  the  great  proprietors  a  number  of 
votes  exactly  proportioned  to  the  number 
of  their  acres,  and  contemplating  that  one 
voter  should  be  a  Reformer,  because  he 
held  property  of  the   Duke  of  Bedford; 
and  another  a  Tory,  because  a  tenant  of 
Lord  Rolle.    To  go  from  the  land,  and 
to  look  at  the  effects  of  the  same  system 
in  the  towns  and  boroughs  of  the  empire, 
it  would    be  found  equally  prejudicial. 
What  effect  had  the  open  voting  on  the 
tradesmen  and  1 OL  householders  of  those 
places  ?    He  had  seen  it  in  fifty  instances. 
The  candidate  proceeded  from  house  to 
house,  generally  in  the  company  of  some 
influential  Gentleman  in  the  neighbour* 
hood,  who,  if  the  voter  proved  at  all  refrac- 
tory, gently  hinted  that  his  custom  was 
worth  having,  and  that  if  he  (the  trades- 
man) did  not  vote  as  he  (the  Gentleman) 
wished  he  should  have  no  more  of  his 
custom,  and  that  there  were  other  trades- 
men more  accommodating  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood.   The  Ballot  would  effectually 
put  an  end  to  that,  besides,  it  would  gra- 
dually put  an  end  to  the  system  of  can- 
vassing, which  he  thought  most  desirable. 
The  hon.   Member  for  Derbyshire  (Mr. 
Oisborne)  objected  to  the  time  at  which 
this  Motion  was  brought  forward,  bat  on 
a  question  like  the  present,  whk;h  was 
only  gradually  though  surely  making  its 
way  and  acquiring  most  respectable  and 
influential  converts,  it  was  impossible  all 
at  once  to  expect  that  any  Government 
could   be  completely  united  with  respect 
to  it.     Naturally  reluctant  to  depart  from 
the  ancient  system  many  might  be,  and 
he  had  yielded  only  to  conviction.    The 
Ballot  might  be  called  an  un-English  sys- 
tem, but  he  considered  it  one   by  which 
alone  the  virtues  of  Englishmen  could  be 
protected  and  their  liberties  secured.     He 
wanted  to  know  whether  there  was  not  also 
something  'substantially   un-English  and 
mean  in  the  present  system  of  emgnnage 
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which  was  known  to  be  resorted  to  even 
in  this  city  by  hired  agents*  for  the  pur- 
pose of  prying  into  the  manner  in  which 
individuals  may  have  voted  ?  He  had 
witnessed  so  much  of  disgusting  coercion 
in  the  present  system,  that,  apprehending 
none  of  those  evils  fancied  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
likely  to  result  from  the  adoption  of  the 
Ballot,  he  was  prepared  to  give  his  hearty 
and  earnest  support  to  the  original 
motion. 

Viscount  Howick  agreed  in  thinking'  it 
unnecessary  to  notice  most  of  the  argu- 
ments, which  had  been  used,  and  in  stat- 
ing the  reasons  which  induced  him  to 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  London,  he  should 
not  think  it  necessary  to  dwell  on 
the  practice  of  the  Ballot  being  un- 
English,  and  of  its  being  immoral ;  still 
less  should  he  speak  of  the  legitimate  in- 
fluence, as  it  was  called,  of  property.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  under  the  name 
of  legitimate  influence  of  property  wished 
to  maintain  that  which  he  thought  a 
degrading  and  oppressive  tyranny  on  the 
electors  of  the  country.  With  respect  to 
the  object  said  to  be  aimed  at,  there  could 
be  no  possible  dispute.  What  they  all 
wanted  was  the  fairest,  the  freest,  and 
the  most  impartial  system  of  election  which 
all  things  considered,  it  was  in  their  power 
to  attain.  That  was  so  plain  that  he 
thought  no  words  were  required  to  prove 
it  though  the  hon .  Member  for  the  city  of 
London  had  wasted  on  it  many  refined 
and  metaphysical  arguments.  But 
though  the  hon.  Member  had  laboured 
that  part  of  his  case  much,  it  was  not  so 
with  the  means  of  carrying  the  proposi- 
tion into  eflect.  In  truth,  he  bad  been 
greatly  disappointed  in  the  means  by  which 
the  hon*  Member  for  the  city  of  London 
proposed  to  carry  into  eflect  the  system 
of  secret  voting,  so  as  to  accomplish  the 
important  ends  he  had  in  view.  The  hon. 
Member  seemed  altogether  to  have  passed 
over  what  formed  the  whole  difliculty  of 
the  Question.  The  hon.  Member  merely 
brought  forward  his  resolution  in  favour 
of  the  Ballot,  without  stating  one  word  as 
to  the  machinery  by  which  that  system  of 
voting  was  to  be  carried  into  execution ; 
still  less  had  he  said  one  word  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  secret  voting  which 
be  recommended  was  to  prevent  fraud  and 
tbe  admission  of  improper  voters.  He 
bad  sat  on  many  Election  Committees, 


and  he  must  say,  if  intimidation  had 
existed,  the  utmost  partiality  and  unfair^ 
ness  had  to,  at  least,  as  great  an  extent 
been  complained  of  on  the  part  of  returning 
officers.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  provided  against  that 
evil.  Perhaps  it  might  be  said  that  on 
the  introduction  of  his  Bill,  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  prepared  with  ma- 
chinery which  would  prevent  fraud,  and 
by  which  secresy  would  be  effectively 
enforced ;  but,  apart  from  that  preliminary 
objection,  how  was  the  system  of  secret 
voting  to  prevent  all  those  evils  to  which 
so  much  allusion  had  been  made  ?  The 
hon.  Member  had  divided  his  subject  into 
two  parts.  First,  as  to  intimidation,  and, 
secondly,  as  to  bribery.  Intimidation 
was  no  doubt  carried  on  at  present  to  a 
great  extent,  and  particularly  among  te* 
nants  at  will.  But  was  it  not  obvious 
that  if  secret  voting  were  established  the 
landlord  would  exercise  all  his  remaining 
influence  to  ascertain  tbe  way  his  tenant 
voted  ?  And  landlords  who  had  now  no 
scruple  in  having  recourse  to  intimidation 
would  go  subsequently  to  the  election, 
and  ask  the  tenant  upon  his  honour  did 
he,  or  did  he  not,  vote  in  such  or  such  a 
way.  He  would  put  a  case  where  a  land- 
lord had  fifty  tenants,  and,  with  strong 
interest  in  favour  of  a  candidate,  was  de- 
termined to  carry  the  election.  He  might 
give  out,  and  he  had  the  power,  that  he 
would  punish  all  those  who  would  not 
give  a  positive  promise  in  favour  of  this 
candidate.  How  was  it  possible  to  pre- 
vent tbe  landlord,  subsequent  to  the  elec- 
tion, going  round  among  his  tenants  and 
asking  them  which  way  they  voted. 
Could  they  prevent  the  landlord  from 
adopting  such  a  course  if  he  chose  ?  Per- 
haps, some  might  say  that  there  would  be 
no  fault  in  giving  a  false  answer.  He 
would  not,  however,  go  into  the  danger- 
ous metaphysical  question  whether  such  a 
line  of  conduct  would  be  justifiable  or  not ; 
but  he  would  say  that  it  would  be  bad  to 
trust  to  such  a  declaration,  and  it  would 
be  a  dangerous  example  to  the  children 
and  other  members  of  a  family  if  it  ever 
should  become  the  practice  for  a  voter  to 
give  a  false  answer  to  such  a  question. 
Besides,  while  the  Ballot  professed  to  pro- 
tect the  vote,  it  would  deprive  the  elector 
of  that  legitimate  influence  of  character 
and  respectability  which  was  most  impor- 
tant of  all,  and  which  his  openly  taking 
part   in  an  election  invariably  secured. 
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Ifwch  htA  been  said  about  the  intimida- 
tion |»r&ctised  during  the  last  election ; 
btit  he  would  Teutunfe  to  say  that  ib  1 826  the 
tenant  was  JUtt  as  tnuch  under  the  influeuce 
of  thelaudlofd  as  at  present,  aud  intimida- 
tion Was  carried  to  as  great  an  extent. 
But  even  admitting  that  intimidation 
had  been  practised  to  a  great  extent  dur- 
ing former  elections,  he  would  say  that 
a  corrective  to  the  evil  was  daily 
gaining  ground — namely,  public  opin- 
ion, and  candidates  were  so  con- 
tinced  that  it  was  dangerous  and  invidi- 
ous to  have  recourse  to  such  a  practice, 
that  thej^  often  found  it  advantageous  to 
refrain  ft-om  exercising  the  power  which 
their  property  gave  them.  For  himself  he 
eould  say,  that  when  he  had  contested  the 
county  he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  he 
had  more  votes  by  giving  up  all  influence 
than  others  had  obtained  by  undue  means, 
*hd  he  was  quite  convinced^  that  when 
that  opirtion  became  prevalent,  as  he  had 
no  doubt  it  would,  there  would  be  no  oc- 
basfbn  for  the  Ballot.  The  system  of 
isipionnage  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bt.  Alban*s  had  alluded  as  cotinected 
ivith  the  present  system,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  the  certain  inevitable  con- 
seauencie  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Ballot.  Its  very  first  effect  would  infallibly 
be  an  organi2ed  system  of  spies  to  ascer- 
tain whether  persons  voted  according  to 
their  promises,  which  would  create  heart- 
burnings and  jealousies  among  the  lower 
tlasses,  that  must  put  an  end  to  all  social 
peabe  and  comfort.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cornwall  stated,  in  support  of  the 
Ballot  that  the  party  with  which  he 
(Lord  Ho  wick)  acted  were,  in  general, 
very  much  worsted  at  the  late  election. 
It  was  impossible  to  deny  the  melancholy 
fact,  that  they  were  so  in  a  great  number 
of  cases ;  but  he  did  not  attribute  it  to 
the  same  cause  as  the  hon.  Member.  It 
Was  ihuch  more  owing  to  the  effect  Of 
delusion  practised  on  the  ttkinds  of  the 
voters  th&n  to  compulsion.  It  was  the 
eflfect  of  the  cry  that  had  been  raised — 
that  nothing  haa  l>een  done  by  the  Whig 
Government  for  the  agricultural  interests ; 
and  Gentlemen  were  returned  who  pro- 
mised that  they  would  procure  the  repeal 
of  the  Malt-tax.  That  circumstance  went 
further  to  explain  those  defeats  than  the 
want  of  the  Ballot.  He  believed  the  Ballot 
woutd  not  have  made  the  difference  which 
•6Yne  Gentlemen  seemed  to  anticipate, 
tte  %ot)«  Metuber  for  th«  City  of  London 
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stated  that  the  Ballot  would  not  onl^ 
pluck  up  intimidation  by  the  roots,  but 
throw  great  embarrasi;ment  in  the  way  of 
those  who  wished  to  corrupt  the  electors. 
That  was  an  extraordinary  areument. 

Mr.  Vrote  :  I  said  the  Ballot  would 
produce  two  separate  effects, — it  would 
pluck  up  intimidation  by  the  rot)t^,  and 
greatly  embarrass  and  restrain  the  pnictice 
of  bribery. 

Viscount  Hmick  did  not  think  the 
Bjillot  would  throw  great  embarrassment 
in  the  way  of  those  who  wished  to  corrupt 
the  electors.  So  far,  indeed,  from  ft* 
having  that  effect  it  would  tend  in  a  gredt 
measure  to  secure  impunity  to  those  wht) 
were  guilty  of  bribery.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  nobody  would  think  of  purchas- 
ing a  vote  which  he  did  not  know  Would 
be  given  in  his  favour.  But  that  Was  not 
the  manner  in  which  bribery  to  a  large 
extent  was  carried  on.  When  bribery 
was  to  be  practised  on  an  extensive  scale, 
it  was  almost  invariably  carried  on  in  this 
manner : — A  voter  was  told,  provided  such 
a  candidate  was  returned,  he  should  re- 
ceive a  present  fourteen  days  after  thift 
meeting  oF  Parliament,  so  as  to  run  no 
risk  of  a  petition  being  presented ;  ahd 
accordingly  a  certain  number  ot  bfunk 
covers  with  10/.  or  51,  were  rcgulAVly  di- 
rected to  the  electors,  for  having  uscrf 
their  virtuous  ihfluence  in  procuring  the 
return  of  so  incorruptible  a  Member. 
Bribery  was  conditional  on  the  success  oT 
the  candidate  for  the  most  pah ;  and,  in- 
stead of  the  Ballot  being  an  obstacle  to 
its  practice,  it  would.  In  his  opinion,  Very 
much  furnish  facilities  for  it.  Tlie  House 
would  now  probably  think  thM  he  had 
dwelt  at  sufficient  length  upon  the  greater 
and  more  important  effects  which  the 
Ballot,  if  unfortunately  it  shouM  ever  be 
agreed  to,  would  be  nkely  to  produce  oh 
the  social  condition  and  moral  chara<^teir 
of  the  coiiintry ;  he  should,  therefore,  hoW 
request  their  attention  to  one  of  the  minor 
advantages  which  were  expected  to  resnh 
From  the  change  contemplated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  London,  tt 
was  the  opinion  of  thM  hoti.  Member  thtit 
the  use  of  the  Ballot  would  allay  political 
animosity,  and  that  open  votmg  tkad  the 
eflfect  of  exciting  private  fetids.  It* 
probable  efUcacy  in  suppressing  th6«e 
feuds  be  very  much  doubted ;  tif  its  hi- 
sufficteticy  to  do  so  for  any  great  lengtli 
of  time  be  felt  pretty  neatly  assured ;  hxk 
tftti  tAitAiiitif  tbtt  ifaere  did  cttitifiiyQ 
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ktij  great  degree  of  animosity  after  con- 
tested elections,  he  would  maintain  that 
even  those  unpleasant  results  had  much 
better  be  encountered  than  the  more 
dangerous  consequences  that  must  ensue 
from  a  suppression  of  opinion.  It  was 
notorious  that  in  America  the  Ballot  did 
not  prevent  such  feuds,  and  he,  therefore, 
saw  none  of  the  advantages  which  the 
hon.  Member  described  as  its  results.  It 
was  not  without  some  regret  he  observed 
that  the  opposition  of  those  who  with  him- 
self differed  from  the  hon.  Mover  assumed 
the  form  which  it  had  done  in  a  Motion 
of  the  previous  Question.  If  it  had  re- 
mained with  him  to  decide  the  way  in 
which  it  should  have  been  dealt  with,  he 
should  greatly  have  preferred  to  meet  it 
by  a  direct  negative ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  was  perfectly  ready  to  acknow- 
ledge that,  in  the  reasons  urged  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  pre- 
vious Question,  there  was  considerable 
weight.  There  was  much  force  in  the  re- 
mark, that  many  Gentlemen  who  fully 
felt  the  existing  evils  would  rather  wait 
for  a  little,  and,  before  they  pronounced  a 
decided  opinion,  make  themselves  ac- 
quainted with  the  view  taken  of  this  sub- 
ject by  the  Committee  to  whose  considera- 
tion intimidation  at  elections  and  bribery 
were,  amongst  other  subjects,  connect- 
ed with  the  conduct  of  elections,  re- 
ferred. That  was  certainly  not  an  un- 
reasonable wish,  and  yet  he  could  not  help 
regretting  that  the  previous  Question  had 
been  moved ;  and  were  it  not  on  account 
of  ita  having  the  effect  of  putting  the 
House  to  the  unnecessary  trouble  of  two 
divisions,  instead  of  one,  he  should  be  in- 
duced to  divide  the  House  first  against 
the  Amendment,  and  afterwards  on 
the  main  question.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  emphatically  declaring,  that 
be  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  plan  of 
voting  which  had  been  recommended  for 
their  adoption  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
city  of  London. 

Mr*  Chorks  Builer  began  by  adverting 
to  the  argument  whicb^  by  an  hon.  Mem. 
faer  on  £e  other  side^  had  been  founded 
upon  the  asaumption  tiiat  the  Reform  Act 
eofostituted  a  final  and  conclusive  measure^ 
that  the  (Jovemment  proponnff  that  mea- 
aore,  and  the  Members  of  the  Legislature 
hf  whose  votes  it  had  been  carti^,  were 
hound  ixievocabl J  to  consider  it  as  a  com* 
jj^teaad  perfect  decisionj  which  was  never 

9ft«rw»rd8  to  be  disturbed.    Against  being 


so  restricted  he  begged,  most  unequivocally> 
to  protest.  So  far  from  considering  the 
measure  of  reform  a  final  measure,  in  that 
sense  of  the  word,  he  wished  distinctly  to 
dedare  that  he  did  not,  in  the  least,  con- 
sider himself  bound  by  it  He  had  always 
held,  that  he  remained  perfectly  at  liberty^ 
after  having  obtained  an  extension  of  the 
franchise,  to  demand  that  further  privilege, 
which  could  alone  secure  the  free  exercise 
of  those  enlarged  elective  rights.  There 
were  some  arguments  used  on  the  other 
side,  to  which,  if  any  reply  were  expected, 
he  might  undertake  to  say,  that,  so  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  that  expectation  would 
be  disappointed.  He  could  scarcely  bring 
himself  to  think  that  it  would  be  otherwise 
than  an  abuse  of  the  patience  and  indulg- 
ence of  the  House^  if  he  were  to  occupy 
their  time  with  very  minutely  discussing 
the  arguments,  which,  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  rested  mainly  for  their  value  upon 
quotation Sj  or  upon  names  and  dates :  he 
had  had  experience  enough  of  that  House 
not  to  put  the  most  implicit  confidence  in 
the  sort  of  history  which  sometimes  occu- 
pied a  prominent  part  in  the  discussions  of 
that  House.  He  was  not  inclined  to  make 
an  exception  from  this  rule  in  favour  of 
the  quotations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Reading.  He,  therefore,  should  pass  by 
without  further  notice  the  emphatic  nod 
which  had  been  referred  to,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham,  a  quotation  from  a 
dialogue  of  Cicero,  with  the  names  of  the 
speakers  in  which  they  had  not  been 
favoured  ;  and  he  should  take  equally  little 
notice  of  certain  passages  from  American 
papers,  penned  amidst  all  the  heat  and 
acrimony  of  a  contested  election.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Reading,  with  that  zeal 
for  the  Reform  Act  which  now  charac. 
terized  its  former  opponents,  protested 
against  altering  it.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  the  Reform  Act  was  a  sufficient 
guarantee  for  the  independence  and  rights 
of  the  electors  of  England.  The  hon. 
Member  had  asked^  what  had  occurred 
since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act  to 
render  necessary  any  additional  guarantee 
in  the  shape  of  the  Ballot.  He  replied, — 
the  experience  of  two  general  elections. 
The  result  of  those  two  elections  showed 
that  the  Reform  Act  was  only  efficient  as  a 
general  guarantee  for  the  people  against 
wholesale  tyranny  on  the  part  of  their 
rulers^  but  that  it  was  totdly  unavail- 
ing against  the  influence  of  intimi- 
dation at  elections.  Were  they  now  to  be 
called  on  to  rest  contented  with  the  Reform 
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perfection  of  legislative  wisdom.     What! 
were  they  so  to  consider  it  after  two  ge. 
neral  elections  had  proved  that,  without 
the  Ballot,  Reform  was  worse  than  nothing, 
or  if  good  for  anything,  could  only  operate 
in  times  of  great  excitement,  when  it  might 
he  too  late  to  remedy  encroachments  upon 
public  liberty  and  property,  which  previous 
intervals  of  apathy  might  have  facilitated, 
and  when  the  other  advantages  derivable 
from  an  extended  sufirage  were,  at  least, 
problematical?  It  was  the  steady,  uniform, 
and  equable  action  of  the  popular  will  that 
they   desired,    and    not    those    occasional 
bursts  that  might  sometimes  frustrate  the 
.  very  purposes  which  they  were  intended  to 
promote.     The  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last, 
in  order   (with,  he   must   say,  indiscreet 
zeal)  to  get  up  an  argument  against   the 
Ballot,  gave  up  the  popularity  of  the  Mi- 
nisters.    The  noble   Lord  said,  that  the 
result  of  the  last  election  had  not  been  ob- 
tained by   means  of  intimidation  used  by 
the  opponents  of  the  Ministers,  but  through 
a   species  of  delusion  which   happened  to 
prevail  throughout  the  country.     Now,  in 
his  humble  opinion,  this  was  purely  an  old 
Tory  doctrine  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
advanced.     "  It  was  not  because  intimida- 
tion was  used  by  the  candidates  against  us 
that  we  were  beaten,"  said  the  noble  Lord, 
"but   because    we    were    represented  as 
despoilers  of  the  Church  and  the  friends  of 
Popery."     This   was   the   delusion  which 
was  kept  up,  according  to  the  noble  Lord's 
theory.     Did  he  not  see,  that,  by  admitting 
this,  he  was  admitting,  with  the  Tories, 
that  the  change  at  the  elections  was  caused 
by  an  expression  of  the  genuine  sentiments 
of  the  electors,  which,  however  unwise  and 
absurd,  must  be  allowed  to  be  an  evidence 
of  public  opinion.    The  noble  Lord  used 
the  very  language  of   his  opponents,  not 
perceiving,  what  he  thought  was  obvious 
to  all  the   world,  that    ''delusion"    and 
"sound  Conservative  feeling**  were  abso- 
lutely convertible  terms.     The  noble  Lord 
had,  in  particular,  referred  to  the  delusion 
practised  in  reference    to  the    Malt-tax. 
what  was  the  real  state  of  the  case  ?    It 
was  not  that  liberal  Members  were  rejected 
in  counties  on  the  occasion  of  those  elections 
to  which  the  late  change  in  the  Adminis- 
tration   gave  rise,    on    account   of   those 
Members  having  voted  in  favour  of  the 
Malt-tax^  contrary   to  the  expectations  of 
their  constituents — that  was  not  the  cause 
of  their    rejection,    but   the    direct  and 
strenuous  exertion  of  influence  possessed  by 
T017  landlords  and  parsons.    Many  calling 


themselves  Conservative,  had  voted  for  thai 
tax,  and,  in  that   respect^  they  had  but 
little  to  boast  of,  but  they  were  re-elected 
when  the  clergy  and  the  aristocracy  were 
on  their  side.     It  was  not  against  the  dis- 
pleasure  of  the  people,  whatever  delusions 
might  have  been  practised,  that  the  liberal 
candidates  had  to  contend,  but  against  the 
influence  of  a  portion  of  the  landed  aristo- 
cracy and  the  power  of  the  clergy,  for 
whenever  the  voting  proved  adverse  to  po- 
pular principles,  the  cry  was,  that  it  pro- 
ceeded entirely  from  a  sound  Conservative 
feeling ;  whereas,  when  it  went  the  other 
way,  the  observation  made  was,  that  the 
change  arose  from  the  practice  of  delusion 
having  been  detected.      If  that  delusion 
really  existed  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  been  told  it  existed,  it  could  not  have 
been  so  limited  in  extent ;  it  would  have 
been  more  generally  and  uniformly  difiused. 
How  would  the  noble  Lord  account  for  the 
very  partial  effect  of  that  delusion  in  Nor. 
folk  ?     How  did  it  occur  that  whilst  the 
eastern  division  of  the  county  returned  two 
Tories,  the  western  division  returned  its 
old  Liberal  Members  ?  The  solution  of  the 
mystery  was  simply  this;  that  the  landed 
proprietors  of  the  eastern  division    were 
chiefly  Tories,  and  that  the  land  of  the 
western  division  is  divided  between  two 
very  great  Whig  proprietors.     How  did  it 
happen  that  the  Members  for  the  northern 
division  of  Devon  were  Whigs,  while  in  the 
southern  division  a  Whig  was  replaced  by 
a  Tory  ?     The  noble  Lord  could  not  sup- 
pose that   the  election    in  the  northern 
division  was  influenced  by  the  result  of  the 
subsequent  vote  upon  the  Malt-tax^  or  by 
a  wise  foreknowledge  which  led  the  Sectors 
to  avoid  running  the  risk  of  being  honoured 
by  the  services  of  any  representative  who 
was  likely  to  fall  a  victim  to  the  efiects  of 
"inspiration."     The   result   of   the    two 
elections  shewed  that  in  that  county,  as 
has  been  the  case  in  many  others  through- 
out the  United  Kingdom,  the  influence  of 
property  was  omnipotent.     If  the  delusion 
ever  existed,  nothing  had  then  occurred 
to  dispel  it.     It  ought  to  have  been  as 
potent  in   the  north  as  in  the  south  of 
Devon.     He  did  not  know  how  the  noble 
Lord  could  account  for  the  diflerenoe  be. 
tween  districts  so  near  and  bodies  of  men  eo 
similar.     He  would  explain  it  by  the  fact, 
that  the  mass  of  property  in  the  south  of 
Devon  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Tories,  and 
that  of  the  north  is  in  the  possession  of 
Reformers;     and     however     convenient 
inspiration  might  be  in  that  Hous^  the 
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greatest  care  seemed  to  have  been  taken 
to  prevent  tenants  frooi  being    inspired 
otherwise  than  as  their  landlords  might 
wish.     How  did  the  noble  Lord>  even  ad- 
mitting that  delusion  prevailed  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Malt-tax  before  the  last  general 
election,  account  for  the  result  of  the  three 
late  elections  for  three  counties  of  Great 
Britain?    Had  any  new  delusions  sprung 
up  which  misled  the  people  ?    Did  not  the 
noble  Lord  know  that  neither  the  miser- 
able "  No  Popery"  cry,  nor  the  vote  upon 
the  Malt-tax  had  influenced  the  minds  of 
the  electors  on  the  occasions  to  which  he 
referred  ?  Had  the  noble  Lord  not  learned, 
bitter  as  might  be   the  mortification    of 
acknowledging  it,  that  the  result  was  pro- 
duced by  the  general  enmity  of  the  gentry 
and  higher  classes  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment ?    And  had  he  not  yet  learned,  too, 
that  the  only  efficacious  means  by  which 
the  corrupt  and  sordid  influence  which  had 
been  exercised  against  that  Government 
could  be  counteracted,  was  by  giving  the 
people,  who  were  friendly  to  the  Ministry, 
that  protection  which  would  enable  them 
to  exercise   their  franchise  with  freedom 
and  independence?    How  did  the  noble 
Lord  account  for  these  delusions  on  ques- 
tions of  general  politics  having  prevailed 
comparatively  so  little  among   the  more 
independent  electors  of  our  towns,  and  so 
generally  among  those  agricultural  voters 
who  were  subjected  to  aristocratic  influence? 
The  way  in  which  that  operated  had  been 
curiously  exemplifiedduring  the  late  election 
for  South  Devon,  and  an  analysis  which 
he  had  procured  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
suflTrages  had  been  recently  given  in  that 
place  might  not  be  undeserving  the  attention 
of   the   House,   from   which  analysis  he 
trusted  it  would  be  sufficiently  apparent 
that  it  was  not  the  fear  of  the  Pope,  but  of 
the  landlord  and  the  parson,  that  influenced 
the  electors.     The  measure  of  Reform  in. 
troduced  by  the  Government  of  Lord  Grey 
enlarged  the  franchise  in  the  towns,  and 
gave  increased  power  to  the  independent 
voters  throughout  the  country ;  but  there 
was  another  great  Reformer  who  about  that 
period  stood  forward  in  the  Legislature,  no 
less  a  person  than  the  noble  Lord,   the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire.     He,  too, 
was  resolved  to  try  his  hand  at  Reform, 
and  thereupon  he  was  received  with  the 
warmest  applause  by  all  who  had  been 
theretofore  considered  the  most  implacable 
foes  of  all  or  any  reform.    The  noble  Lord 
declared  himself  determined  to  vindicate 
the  rights  of  the  50/.  leaseholders,  and 


came  forward  in  the  noblest  manner  for 
that  purpose,  sustained  by  the  cordial  appro- 
bation of  all  the  friends  with  whom  he  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  acting.  The  state- 
ments to  which  he  should  now  proceed  to 
caU  the  attention  of  the  House  contained 
evidence  of  the  most  conclusive  and  satis- 
factory kind,  to  show  that  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  recently  a  candidate  for  South 
Devon,  had  been  rejected  by  the  dependent, 
and  not  the  independent,  portion  of  the 
electors :  he  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of 
627-  He  was  aware  that  that  circumstance 
would  be  referred  to  as  a  proof  that  a  r&- 
action  had  taken  place  in  the  public  mind, 
and  as  evidence  that  a  material  approach  to 
Toryism  had  been  made  throughout  the 
country  since  the  last  general  election,  but 
he  entreated  attention  to  facts.  In  counties, 
the  persons  principally  independent  of  the 
higher  classes  and  the  parsons  were  the 
freeholders.  Now,  the  numbers  of  the 
freeholders  polled  for  both  candidates  were 
within  three  of  each  other,  those  for  the 
noble  Lord  being  1,894,  while  the  numbers 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  were  1,897.  The 
former  poUed  1,237  leaseholders,  while  the 
latter  had  as  many  as  1,840;  thus  the 
House  would  see  that  the  sitting  Member 

fdned  hb  majority  solely  by  leaseholders* 
ut  the  analysis  was  more  curious  if  they 
looked  to  particular  districts.  In  the  Ply« 
mouth  district  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
majority  of  fifteen  over  the  noble  Lord; 
but  for  the  latter  S40  freeholders  polled 
in  this  district,  and  only  246  freeholders 
supported  his  opponent ;  while  the  noble 
Lord  received  but  302  leasehold  votes,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  404.  Here  the  ma- 
jority of  independent  voters  obtained  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  beat  down  by  a  dependent 
majority  for  his  opponent.  He  would  next 
mention  Tavistock. — [^Cheers.^ — He  was 
glad  to  hear  those  cheers ;  they  proved  that 
the  remarks  he  had  made  were  not  without 
some  force.  Hon.  Members  might  think 
that  Tavistock  would  display  facts  adverse 
to  liberal  principles,  while  it  was  exactly  the 
case  which  best  suited  the  purposes  of  his 
argument  He  was  aiming  to  establish 
this  truth,  that  the  efiect  of  the  Reform  Bill 
was  to  extend  and  consolidate  the  influence 
of  property,  and  the  statements  which 
he  held  in  his  hand  proved  incontro- 
vertildy  that  it  was  only  where  the  influ- 
ence of  property  came  in  to  the  aid  of  the 
noble  Lord  that  he  could  obtain  the  support 
of  the  leaseholders.  The  state  of  things  in 
the  Tavistock  district  proved  this  and 
nothing  less,  that  the  leaseholders  that  wer& 
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«  depmdent  as  tbeT"  were  elsewhere^  for 
hieie  tbe  noUe  Loid  could  command  180 
easeholds,  while  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
Qfiilj'  stxty-six.    Bnt  there  were  four  town 
ponshes  in  that  dinsion  of  the  county  which 
formed  a  striking  contrast  to  the  condition 
of  the  rural  districts,  for  there  the  numbers 
for  the  noble  Lord  were  277>  while  those 
for  liie  hoD.  €rentleman  were  only  128. 
In  the  Exeter  district,  where  Lord  Rolle, 
Sir  Thomas  Acland,  and  the  dean  and 
chapter  possessed  great  influence — 'he  hoped 
he  might  be  allowed  to  call  the  last  men- 
tioned body  great  Tory  landlords — the  no- 
ble Lord  could  command  only  thirty-four 
leaseholders,  yet  his    opponent    had    the 
mfirages  of  849-  In  the  district  of  Honlton, 
in  a  parish  where  the  principal  landowner 
was  an  old  and  known  supporter  of  the 
noble  Lord's  party,  every  meholder  except 
one,  and  that  was  a  clergyman  of  the  parish, 
voted  for  the  noble  Lm^.    It  might,  per- 
haps, be  said  that  Lord  John  Russell  lost 
his  election  because  he  was  supposed  to  be 
unfavourable  to  the  claims  of  the  agricul- 
turistsi     Now,  it  was  remarkable  that  the 
distimses  of  the  agricultural  interests  were 
never  so  much  as  mentioned  during  the 
eleetion.     Besides,  their  distresses  and  their 
elaims  had  too  recently  been  disposed  of  in 
the  House,  and  by  the  Conservative  Mi- 
nistry.    Certain  it  was  that  the  Gentle- 
men who  had  so  recently  been  returned  to 
the  House  for  the  southern  division  of  the 
county  of  Devon  never  appeared  under  the 
engaging    and  amiable  character  of   the 
•*  ntrmers'  friend."    The  strictly  agricuU 
lural  voters  when  independent  voted  for 
the  noble  Lord,  as  in  the  parishes  between 
Plymouth  and  Tavistock^  where  all  the 
voters  polled  for  him,  in  opposition  to  the 
landlords.    A  very  curious  case  appeared 
ef  two  parifihes  in  South  Devon,  which  per- 
fectly illustrated  the  position  he  had  tiken 
in  reference  to  this  point.    Both  these  pa- 
rishes  were  chiefly  inhabited  by  farmers, 
who  had  always  been  of  the  same  political 
epinion ;  and  had,   consequently,    always 
voted  ff^  the  same  candidate  at  Elections. 
One  of  these  parishes  was  the  property  of  a 
landlord,  and  the  voters  were  his  tenants ; 
the  other  was  occupied  by  yeomen,  iiviog 
en  their  own  property,  by  ri^t  of  which 
tihev  voted.     Now,  in  the  first  of  these 
pandies  at  the  Election  of  1832,  every 
doctor  voted  for  the  Liberal  candidate;  but 
at  the  last  election,  the  landowner  having 
tinned  round  to  Conservatism,  all  his  te- 
Mms  very  obligingly  turned  with  bim«  and 
toled  fbr  the  Torjr  candidate.    In  tbe  «e* 


The  Ballot. 


436 


cond  parish,  on  the  contrary,  all  the  yeomen 
voted,  as  they  had  been  accustomea  to  do, 
fbr  the  Liberal  candidate.     After  these 
statements,  he  thought  it  was  not  too  much 
to  say  that  the  voters  were  not  sufficiently 
free  according  to  the  present  state  of  the 
law ;  for  it  appeared  tnat  when  the  land- 
lord was  a  Liberal,  they  generally  support- 
ed the  Liberal  candidate,  but  when  the  knd- 
lord  was  a  Tory  they  also  voted  for  the 
Tory,  and  if  the  landlord  were  to  change 
to-morrow  they  would,  doubtless,  change 
with  him.     This  result  could  not  be  said  in 
many  cases  to  arise  from  any  peculiar  feel* 
ing  of  fondness  or  sympathy  which  existed 
between  the  landlord  and  his  tenantrv*  To 
illustrate  that,  he  would  merely  allude  to 
one  nobleman,  whose  name  he  would  not 
mention,  who  had  resided  a  great  manv 
years  abroad,  and  who  had  recently  died. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  could  hardly 
be  said  that  it  was  on  account  of  any  feeU 
ing  of  sympathy,  or  any  high  regard  for  his 
virtues  on  the  part  of  his  tenantry,  that  this 
nobleman's  tenantry  all  went  round  with 
him  at  the  last  election.    No.    The  fact 
was  simply  this,  that  the  noble  landowner 
was  one  who  did  not  grant  leases  to  his  te- 
nantry, and,  therefore,  had  them  effectually 
under  his  control.     He  must  confess  that 
he  thought  the  principle  of  the  Ballot  had 
exceedingly  good  prospects  at  the  present 
moment.    He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
majority  of  the  House  was  yet  in  its  favour ; 
though  it    had    met  with  some  recruits 
amongst  its  Members.    The  hon.  Member 
for  1^.  Alban's,  for  one,  had   that  night 
given  the  Question  his  support.    He  could 
only  say  that  they  were  proud  of  such  sup* 
port    The  noble  Lord  opposite  was  not  yet 
a  convert  it  was  true ;  but  he  hoped  that 
the  day  of  his  conversion  was  not  far  dis- 
tant   I'he  noble  Lord  had  hemmed  the 
Question  round  within  the  narrowest  pos- 
sible limits.    He  had  thrown  over  all  the 
old  Tory  dogmas  of  the  legitimate  influence 
of  property,  and  such  like,  and  merely  con* 
fined  himself  to  the  hypothesis  that,  in 
practice,  the  Ballot  would  not  be  efiective. 
That  was  a  matter,  however,  which  oer. 
tainly  could  not  be  proved  until  it  had  been 
fairly  tried  in  the  country.    One  of  the  no» 
ble  Lord's  objections  to  the  Ballot  was,  that 
the  voter,  after  all,  would  not  be  able  to 
keep  his  secret — that  he  would  reveal  hifl 
vote  to  his  wife,  or  to  some  pot*house  com* 
panions,  or  even  that  there  would  be  spiea 
set  upon  him,  to  discover  how  he  had  voted 
It  had  even  been  sugeested  by  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  landloia  would  baldly  de« 
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IbWid  of  hitti  bow  he  had  voted^  and  con- 
HHie  his  sUence,  if  he  teAised  to  reply,  into 
h  cohfefidOxi  of  having  voted  contrary  to  hk 
t^bfed.  Now  he  (mV.  C.  fitiUet)  could  not 
believe  that  the  landlof ds  of  England  would 
be  Bo  base  lind  tyrannical  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  pictured  them.  Nb  doubt,  under  ex- 
isting circumstances,  the  landloid  would  be 
willing  to  use  the  influence  which  he  found 
placed  in  bis  hands  to  forward  his  political 
views)  and.  Would,  if  he  was  thwarted 
by  his  tenant,  feel  inclined  to  vindi- 
cate his  wbunded  dignity.  But  he  could 
nut  believe  that  if  the  law  was  altered,  and 
this  direct  influence  taken  out  of  the  bands 
nf  the  landlnni,  that  he  would  be  so  base 
SIB  to  employ  spies  over  his  tenantry,  and 
li^b  to  the  tittle  tattle  of  a  man's  wife  to 
find  out  how  he  had  voted.  Now,  with 
respect  to  bribery,  he  admitted  that  the 
Ballot  would  not  entirely  do  away  with 
this  evil ;  but  he  believed  that  except  in 
cases  where  candidates  Were  enormously 
Hch  ot  powerful,  the  Ballot  would  go  a 

freat  way  towatds  remedying  bribery.  No 
uman  precaution  could  prevent  the  exist- 
ence of  "evil,  and  he  should  be  content  witli 
ttie  Bdlot  if  it  rendered  bribery  uncommon 
by  making  it  enormously  expensive.  The 
Iftm.  MetMser  for  Reading  Had  f«ferred  M 
Ibe^fekperknceof  France  against  ike  Ballol; 
Mil,  in  Ills  o^nton,  that  was  entirely  in 
ffSTouf  tsf  ilie  BaUot.  It  wat  tvue  tlMit 
ilKiyvng  tile  early  period  of  the  Revohitao* 
Danton  and  Robiipkim  bad  le&yMsod  mt 
opuiion  against  the  Bolk«.  Bvt  wiiy  ? 
Briefly    beeaHse    the    demagogues    who 

Srannased  over  the  people  did  not  choose 
6  voice  of  tke  country  to  be  heari.     In ; 
17P5,  however,  the  fitdlot  was  adopted, 
not  from  any  improvement  in  the  two  men 
he  had  meationed  in  die  arts  of  revolution, 
for  they  liad  boen  dead  for  two  years,  but 
from  the  progress  of  improvement,  and  it 
told  much  in  favour  of  the  Ballot  tSiati 
France    immediately  afterwards    made  a 
rapid  advance  towatds  a  tolerable  system' 
of  fepresentative  government.     Again,  as' 
\o  the  supposition  that  the  lanffloid  would 
Wring  the  truth  AY)m  the  tenant  as  to  how. 
he  had  Voted,  he  should  be  told  he  knew 
that  the  tenant  would  have  no  other  re^ge 
ngtiinst  the  landlords  questions  than  false- 
hood.   Admitting  that  it  brought  him  to 
the  question  df   t?he  immorality  of  llie 
Balidt,  and  ke  apprehended  no  more  dMger 
to  pt/blic  tnorals  ftom  giving  the  temmft  n 
twwcft  to  Save  bimself  ^  an  untruth,  than 
TlMelsoW  was  fnmi  iaMgin^  in  anydf 
^mw  luniMeM  ^wsiobs  urm^n  «ugvv  ve 


tinted  in  every  part  of  society.  He  belitved 
that  If  it  were  to  be  established  by  law 
that  a  lie  in  such  a  case  should  be  juslift* 
able,  no  more  fault  would  attach  to  tlm 
man  who  uttered  it«  in  refdy  to  an  imper-* 
tinent  Of  tyrannical  question,  than  to  the 
servant  who,  by  custom  of  society,  says  that 
his  master  is  not  at  home,  when  in  reality 
he  is  in  the  bouse.  He  did  not  suppoat 
diat  the  dependant  voter  wonld  ba  m 

gu*rulous  as  acme  Gentlemen  expededL 
lecton  had  in  OMtty instances  bean  known, 
to  keep  dieiir  own  setict  befoi^  dbGir  votea 
were  given,  there  wus  little  daagiar  of  their 
indiscretion  afterwnrds,  when  so  nudi 
wouM  depend  npon  their  silanoe.  He  had 
fecrown  several  wstances  of  a  man,  wbosa 
mind  appeared  to  have  besti  thoroogkiy 
made  up  «ll  the  time,  ftom  tiie  readiness 
with  whidh  he  HiubBcqiiently  gave  his  ^cH% 
yet,  nevertheless,  so  cautioua  of  precipi* 
tating  a  discovery  which  might  momeuiaiily 
compromise  him,  that  it  wns  mebadjimm 
possible,  up  to  the  veiy  day  ef  fioUing>  fte 
anybody  to  nmlee  out  on  whifth  eide  im 
meant  to  vote.  He  eonld  not,  thesafaup, 
tonemve,  ttiaft  the  same  elass  of  asen  vsenU 
be  gMty  of  Mdiaoretson,  when  se  nnseli 
migSt  depend  «ni  their  silenee.  Hebelitved 
that  the  kmdleid  wlie  shosild  endensnvr  te 
extott  premises  or  infflnnatiGHi  Cnsn  aodk 
persens,  weald  wn  great  risk  ef  being  de^ 
eeived ;  end  be  said  egam,  the*  ftdioliegda 
nttered  witlk  liie  neceasary  and  jostifisMe 
pnrpose  «if  ennMing  a  voter  todis^argeMs 
duty  te  the  pebiic,  would  not  dindnfah  the 
ewn  selji^eteem  of  that  voter,  or  degnde 
htm  in  the  eyes  of  his  feHow  nsen^  Bnit 
tile  qnoBtaon  was  not  eetded  by  eataUishing, 
that  certain  inmiendities  wonld  be  the 
eooaeqoenoe  of  secret  voting;  the  i^uestion 
was,  from  wbieh  of  the  ewo  do  the  went 
evils  reeak  ;  from  open  vntsng,  nr  frma 
eoficeabneaft?  Theadveeatesof  openvntfteg 
eonld  not  endme  tfaeaa  oiodes  cf  vkwiag 
llie  snbjeot ;  tlieir  hearts  dways  eoee  at  the 
gioriouB  prospects  wldch  the  pnetioe  <ef 
open  voting  pteseated;  wiien  thi^  saar 
eleoiers  drank  and  intting^  they  iiad  ti^ir 
haaads  on  tbesr  heuts  and  said,  that  mm 
Saglndi  dreedcan,  that  peoved  the  feend 
SDperiovky  <€  Btfltam,  aid  iiow>ene  fia^jlaiifa 
man  was  able  to  beat  ten  fVenotanieD.  He 
weuld  now  come  tto  eome  ef  thendrantagsa 
of  the  Ballet;  itwenld,  inAeCntplim, 
be  inoMMpfctible  with  Tmy  dominatsan ;  dt 
wonld  ^ne  the  voter  from  tbe  donUe  » 
timilatien  to  wMch  lie  was  at  funsent  «nb- 
jeeted,  f dr  he  w«ui  ^geneseily  fhraatened  eedl 
sttHshed  Vy  bo*  pnitei.   fie 
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in  the  small  borough  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent^  having  on  one  occasion 
devoted  half  an  hour  in  endeavouring  to 
persuade  an  elector  to  vote  against  him 
(Mr.  C.  Buller)  fearing  the  man  might 
vote  for  him,  in  consequence  of  any  innu- 
ence  he  might  have  over  him.  [^Laugh- 
ter."^  He  did  not  understand  that  laugh. 
He  supposed  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
uttered  it  thought  it  to  be  an  impossibility 
that  a  man  should  be  so  conscientious,  or 
have  a  disinterested  regard  for  the  feelings 
of  another.  But  he  would  reduce  the  whole 
matter  quite  to  their  level,  and  render  it 
perfectly  intelligible  to  them.  The  fact 
was,  he  was  already  assured  of  a  majority 
of  200,  and  therefore  the  House  would  not 
overrate  his  magnanimity.  He  must  add 
that  it  was  an  occasion  on  which  forbear- 
ance,  or,  perhaps,  generosity,  was  neces- 
sary. Intimidation  before,  and  persecution 
after,  bad  been  practised  by  the  vanquished 
party ;  and  had  not  his  friends  forborne  to 
exercise  retaliation,  in  consequence  of  the 
good  humour  natural  to  victory,  that  town 
would  have  been  in  a  state  whicK  it  would 
be  terrible  to  think  of.  The  same  was,  he 
was  conviaced,  the  condition  of  all  the 
other  towns  similarly  circumstanced  in 
England.  There  was  one  other  great 
recommendation  of  the  Vote  by  Ballot* 
If  it  were  adopted  elections  would  be  less 
under  the  influence  of  popular  excitement 
and  public  agitation  than  at  present.  He 
was  not  favourable  to  agitation  when 
carried  beyond  the  necessary  limits.  The 
liberal  party  in  that  House,  and  in  the 
Government,  knew  that  a  great  majority 
of  the  property  and  station  of  the  country 
was  against  them,  and  that  they  had  an 
active  and  zealous  clergy  to  contend  with 
tlM).  To  counteract  this  double  influence 
they  were  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  agi- 
tation, and  to  excite  the  people  to  uie 
highest  pitch  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
them  to  preserve  their  political  rights.  If 
the  Ballot  existed  there  would  be  nothing 
of  this.  The  party  in  the  State  which  felt 
most  secure,  in  a  consciousness  of  its  purity, 
and  the  consequent  support  of  the  people, 
would  refrain  from  all  agitation  and  ex. 
eitement,  and  thus  these  dangerous  po- 
litical intruments  would  come  to  be  ens- 
used  altogether.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
been  taunted  with  bringing  forward  his 
Motion  in  the  present  state  of  public  feel- 
ing; but  hia  hon.  Friend  had  a  much  truer 
peroeptioD  of  the  great  importance  of  the 
queftion  it  inrolved,  as  well  as  a  much 
pcoper  appnciation  of  public  feeling 


on  the  subject  than  those  who  taunted 
him.  He  was  perfectly  convinced  of  the 
great  magnitude  of  the  evil,  and  the  perfect 
character  of  the  remedy  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend;  and  he  also  believed  that, 
notwithstanding  everything  that  had  been 
done  in  the  way  of  Reform,  the  public 
would  hail  this  guarantee  against  oppres. 
sion  as  the  greatest  boon  of  alL  No  man 
who  hated  persecution,  who  felt  disgusted 
with  the  profligacy  daily  witnessed  at  elec- 
tions, who  wished  well  to  the  institutions 
of  the  country,  and  who  desired  their  im- 
provement rather  than  their  destruction, 
could  do  otherwise  than  wish  well  to  this 
question,  and  give  his  every  efibrt  to  free 
this  popular  arm  of  freedom  from  the  chains 
with  which  it  was  now  shackled.  Give 
the  people  the  Ballot,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve they  would  feel  uneasy  about  anything 
else.  However  luscious  the  fruits  which 
any  Ministers  might  spread  before  their 
gaze,  they  had  sense  enough  to  prefer  to 
all  of  them  the  key  of  the  garden-gate,  and 
the  power  of  helping  themselves. 

Mr.  Barlow  Hoy  rose  to  explain.  In 
reference  to  some  expressions  which  had 
fallen  from  an  hon.  Member  reipecting 
the  power  which  the  Government  would 
acquire  by  the  Ballot*  he  begged  to  state 
that  so  long  as  individuals  could  return 
thirty  or  forty  Members  to  that  Hoatet 
and  as  long  as  the  10/.  franchise  existed  in 
towns*  there  was  nothing  to  dread  from 
the  power  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Milnes  Oaskell  said,  that  he  should 
have  been  perfectly  content  to  leave  this 
Question  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Reading  (Mr.  Russell)  and  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick)  if  he  had  not 
felt  it  to  be  one  upon  which  every  man 
that  was  possessed  of  honourable  feelings 
was  fally  competent  both  to  form  and 
express  an  opinion,  inasmuch  as,  notwith- 
standing all  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Member  for 
London  (Mr.  Grote),  notwithstanding  all 
the  ingenuity  and  ability  which  had  been 
shown  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Buller,)  he  could 
not  remove  from  his  miod  the  impression 
under  which  he  had  entered  the  House, 
and  under  which  he  was  prepared  to  vote 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  there  was  something  in  the  very 
act  of  voting  by  ballot,  which  was  incon* 
ststent  with  the  habits  of  manliness  and 
fatr*deaiing  which  had  hitherto  chaiBC- 
tensed  the  people  of  this  country.    Now, 
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"voliflg^  ivhidh  the  hon.  MemlMr  fbr 
LondoD  b«d  oalkd  upon  tbe  Hoitfle  to 
diieird,  hid  seeofed  to  thesi  thiongh  t 
long  fleriea  of  yean,  a  better  and  an  ablef 
Repreeentaiiye  body  than  any  country  in 
the  world  eter  enjoyed-**that  it  had  en- 
snved  both  safety  to  property,  and  freedom 
to  disco98ion-«that  under  this  calumni* 
ated  system,  power  had  been  met  at  erery 
tvro  by  right -—arbitrary  will  kept  in  cheek 
by  habits  and  cnstoms-^by  a  spirit  of  re- 
sistance always  active  and  tigtiant— and 
by  that  inherent  jeai6asy  of  encroachments, 
which  was  at  once  the  natural  result  of 
our  freedom,  and  the  best  preservative  of 
oar  independence  and  oor  power. 

Mr.  Rkhards  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  sat  down  on  the  elo- 
quence of  his  obseryations,  and  stated  that 
he  had.  never  heard  such  a  promising 
speech  fkt>m  so  young  a  Member  during 
his  experience  of  that  House.  He  should 
explain  briefly  why  he  meant  to  give  his 
vote  against,  instead  of  for,  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  London.  At  the 
eketbnfbr  Knaresborough,  he  was  himself 
9Mefmo  sofS^^tetftom  the  wantof  the  protec- 
tfon  which  the  Balkit  would  aflbrd  eminst 
intimidation  and  persecmion  of  all  kinds. 
Letters  had  been  sent  from  London  to  the 
Whig  nobility  and  gentry  in  the  neigh- 
botirhood  to  vote  and  influence  the  votes 
of  their  tradespeople  and  dependants  in 
fivottr  of  the  Whig  candidate  and  against 
biffi«  Their  servants  were  in  consequence 
se^t  out  in  all  directions,  and  many 
electors  of  the  town  were  from  that 
reasonpreventedfrom  giving  himtheir  votes. 
The  tradesmen  were  especially  obnoxious 
to  that  inftnence.  All  which  he  could 
have  verified  upon  oath,  if  necessary. — 
Smarting  under  the  eflects  of  this  course 
of  conduct  on  the  part  of  his  opponents, 
he  confessed  that,  in  the  moment  of  sore* 
neasand  irritation  he  had  leaned  to  the 
opinion  that  a  protection  was  ne» 
cessary ;  and  he  had  therefore  promised 
his  friends  to  give  the  subject  his  best 
consideration.  He  had,  however  given 
them  no  promise;  because,  as  he  then 
alleged,he  was  afraid  he  might  commit  him- 
self rashly,  while  his  better  judgment  was 
under  the  influence  of  a  natural  feeling  of 
resentment.  So  much  he  felt  bound  to 
say  in  explanation  of  the  vote  he  was  about 
to  give  upon  this  question.  He  should 
next  oiTer  bis  reasons  for  that  vote.  It 
was  qnite  impossible  not  to  give  the  utmost 
ondit  for  good  intentions  to  his  hon. 


Friend,  the  Member  ttit  London,  in  being** 
ingferward  the  Question  before  the  House, 
and  to  believe  otherwise  that  he  did  it  from 
a  most  pure  and  philosophic  conviction 
of  its  ptobable  utility.  The  Motion  before 
the  House,  however,  divested  of  all  its  ex- 
traneous matter,  appeared  to  him,  (Mr. 
Ridiards)  to  resolve  itself  into  the  simple 
question^— was  it  right  or  safe  to  take  away 
the  political  influence  at  present  possessed 
and  exercised  by  property,  and  ccmfer  it  on 
the  democracy?  He  thought  answering  it  in 
the  aflirmative  would  be  dangerous  in  the 
last  degree  to  property-^to  the  social 
institutions  of  the  conn  try  •-^and  even 
to  the  democracy  itself.  It  would  be  the 
fertile  and  certain  source  of  violation  of 
all  law  and  order— of  anarchy*— ofdestruc-* 
tion  of  life  and  property*^and  lead  roost 
decidedly  and  directly  to  bloodshed  and 
plunder.  Scenes  would  be  enacted  in  the 
country  such  as  men  shuddered  to  read  of 
elsewhere.  These  consequences  had  been 
overlooked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon* 
don.  There  was  one  argument  which 
might  be  strongly  urged  against  the  Qoes^ 
tlon,  the  absence  of  all  necessity  for  it.-^>^ 
Twenty  yearssincehe(Mr.  Richards)  might 
have  Willingly  adopted  tbeUtopian  notionsof 
bis  hon.  Friend,*  the  Member  for  London  ; 
but  the  experience  of  that  period  of  time 
had  made  him  desirous  of  leaving  well 
alone.  Twenty  years*  experience  of  tho 
blessings  and  prosperity  of  the  country 
under  those  institutions,  made  him 
look  with  great  jealousy  upon  any  at« 
tempt  to  alter  them ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  in  their  protection  every 
individual  might  enjoy  all  the  liberty,-^ 
political,  commercial,  and  80Cial-**whk}|i  a 
reasonable  man  could  desire.  The  effect 
of  innovation  in  established  institutions 
was  dreadful.  In  France  the  6rst  act  of 
the  Convention  was  extending  the  fran^ 
chise  to  all  who  paid  taxes.  What  was 
the  consequence  ?  Why,  that  the  highest 
promise  and  most  reckless  daring  obtained 
the  representation  of  the  country,  and  that 
liltimately  the  poissardes  of  Paris  came  to 
be  the  dictators  of  all  constituencies  within 
their  influence  or  reach.  This  became  so 
obvious  to  the  French  people,  that  alter 
the  lapse  of  a  long  period,  when  in  1892 
they  remodelled  the  Electoral  colleges,  to 
provkle  against  the  too  general  diflhsion 
of  the  franchise  they  devised  the  mode  of 
the  double  vote.  But  even  that,  too,  they 
found  ineffectual.  With  respect  to  tho 
United  Stetes  of  Asiierica>  ho  ihould  $%jt 
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iMt  hm  SeiiioM?— upon  what  ground  the^ 
hadcotnented  to  suspend  the  writ  for  Staf- 
ford the  other'daif  ?-*>upon  what  ground 
had  the  40s*  freeholders  of  Ireland  been  dts- 
Aranchised  in  1829  ? — and,  above  all,  upon 
what  possible  principle  had  the  Reform 
Bill  itself  been  passed  ?  Surely,  upon  the 
admitted  principle  that  the  elective  fran- 
chise was  a  trust-^and  if  men  were  to  be 
enabled  to  exercise  this  trust  in  secret— 
if  the  protection  of  secrecy  was  to  be 
added  to  the  possession  of  power — and 
every  voter  throughout  the  land  was  to  be 
invested  with  an  authority  which  was  not 
only  absolute,  but  irresponsible — why, 
Gentlemen  might  say  what  they  pleased 
about  the  harshness  and  the  tyranny 
which  prevailed  now,  but  he  must  venture 
to  think  that,  under  the  system  which 
they  recommended,  we  should  be  living 
under  a  tyranny  of  a  much  more  debasing 
and  much  more  dangerous  description. 
Certainly*  if  all  voters  were  free  from 
the  operation  of  human  motives,  as  some 
Qentlemen  seemed  to  imagine^  and  if  all 
landlords  were  monsters  of  cruelty,  the 
Ballot  might  be  desirable.  If  the  gentle* 
men  of  England  were  the  tyrants  which 
the  hon«  Baroneti  the  Member  for  Corn** 
wall  (Sir  William  Molesvn)rth)  had  repre- 
sented them,  and  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  be  hunted  down  as  men  that 
were  incapable  of  appreciating  the  civil 
institutions  of  their  country,  he  could  un« 
derstand  the  argument  on  which  their  de- 
basement was  sought  for ;  but  if  Gentle- 
men disclaimed  the  inference,  they  should 
renounce  the  argument.  The  hon»  Gen- 
tleman, he  thought,  had  taken  a  very 
prudent  course  in  declining  to  quota  any 
authorities  in  support  of  his  proposition. 
With  authorities,  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self had  told  them,  that  ho  would  have 
nothing  to  do.  He  would,  perhaps,  how* 
ever,  allow  him  (Mr.  Gaskell),  to  remind 
him  of  Mr.  Canning's  definition  of  tyranny, 
and  to  ask  him,whether  ha  did  not  think  that 
the  Ballot  would  secure  its  prevalence  f 
"  Tyranny,"  Mr.  Canning  said,  '*  was  irre- 
sponsible power,  and  this  da&nition  of  it 
was  equally  true,  whether  the  power  was 
lodged  in  the  hands  of  one  or  of  many, 
idle,  therefore,  and  absurd  to  talk  of 
freedom,  where  a  mob  domineered  1"  It 
was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Burke,  that  private 
honour  was  the  best  foundation  of  public 
trust,  and  that  the  adequate  discharge  of 
•ooial  duties  was  in  itself  no  mean  step 
lowaids  patrioiiin.   Mr.  Burke,  thereforei 


must  have  been  one  of  the  fofumoat  op- 
ponents of  a  change  which  took  away  so 
many  incentives  to  the  discbarge  of  Uiose 
duties,  and  made  public  trust  a  thing  alto^ 
gether  apart  from  private  considerations. 
He  was  not  aware  that  the  subject  had 
been  much  canvassed  till  within  of  lat# 
years,  but  he  felt  sure  that  if  it  had,  them 
would  have  been  no  end  to  the  repro- 
bation  that  would  have  been  oast  upon  it 
by  the  great  men  of  our  own  times,  and 
by  those  who  had  gone  before  Uiem-^at 
least  they  had  the  advantage  of  knowing 
that  all  the  great  authorities  of  ancient 
timee  were  arrayed  against  it :  the  hon. 
Member  for  Reading  had  truly  told  them, 
that  Cicero  had  dated  the  downfall  of  the 
Roman  empire  from  the  introduction  of 
the  Ballot,  and  he,  (Mr.  Gaskell)  oould 
further  inform  the  wtNrthy  Dootor  who 
represented  Kilmarnock  (Dr.  Bowring), 
that  Pliny  also  had  held  a  similar  opinion. 
He  knew  that  there  was  aaother  argument 
in  support  of  the  Ballot,  which  was  derived 
from  the  practice  of  other  countries,  and 
that  France  and  Che  United  States  were 
insunced  as  examples  of  what  this  country 
might  beeome  under  the  proposed  ayttemk 
Now>  he  was  not  going  to  inquire  whether 
the  Ballot  worked  well  in  those  ooutttrtes 
or  did  not^the  horn  Member  for  Readingi 
he  thought,  had  verjr  conclusively  shown, 
that  it  did  not}  but  m  bis  (Mr.  QaskeH'e) 
opinion,  there  was  a  much  shorter  and  a 
much  simpler  answer  to  this  argument 
than  any  which  could  be  founded  on  an 
inquiry  into  the  practice  of  other  oounlriea. 
That  answer  was,  that  they  were  not 
legislating  for  a  Republic.  There  might 
be  some  Gentlemen  who  were  prepared  so 
to  legislate,  but,  thank  God,  tha  peoplu 
of  England  were  not  yet  ripe  for  a  Re*> 
public,  and  not  prepared  to  borrow  their 
electoral  code  from  Republican  tnstitutiona. 
If  they  looked  to  the  history  of  the  past, 
they  would  find,  that  wherever  the  Voiia 
by  Ballot  had  prevailed  there,  bribery  and 
intimidation  had  prevailed  also ;  that  in 
Rome,for  exampleiuo  sooner  was  the  Ballot 
introduced,  than  bribery  and  intimida* 
tion  became  extended  and  systematiied ; 
and  that  in  the  secret  conclaves  of 
Venice,  fraudulent  Balloting  prevailed  to 
so  enormous  an  extant,  that  it  was  found 
necessary  to  punish  a  first  offence  with  six 
years'  imprisonment,  and  a  second  oiFenoe 
with  death.  They  would  remember,  too, 
what  was  of  much  more  impoitance  than 
thiS«-*>that  their  present  system  of  open 
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^wliiigi  whidh  the  kon.  Mdmbdr  ibr 
Lonilloii  bad  ealtod  upon  the  House  to 
dweird,  had  seeofed  to  them  thfongh  e 
long  ceries  of  yean,  a  better  and  an  ablef 
Representative  body  than  any  cottntry  in 
the  world  ever  enjoyed-*-that  it  had  en- 
snved  both  safety  to  property,  and  freedom 
to  discnssion— ^that  under  this  calumni- 
ated system,  power  bad  been  net  at  every 
tarn  byright— arbitrary  will  kept  in  check 
by  habits  and  cnstoms-^-by  a  spirit  of  re- 
skitance  always  active  and  vigtlant-^nd 
by  that  inherent  jeal6aBy  of  encroachments, 
which  was  at  once  the  natural  result  of 
our  freedom,  and  the  best  preservative  of 
ovr  independence  and  our  power. 

Mr.  Rkhards  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  sat  down  on  the  elo- 
qnence  of  his  obseryations,  and  stated  that 
he  had  never  heard  such  a  promising 
speech  fh>m  so  young  a  Member  during 
his  experience  of  that  House.  He  should 
explain  briefly  why  he  meant  to  give  his 
vote  against,  instead  of  for,  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  London.  At  the 
eleetmnfbr  Knaresborough,  hewas  himself 
asevere  soiilftrerfrom  the  want  of  the  pmtec- 
tlon  whtoh  the  Ballot  would  affbrd  aminst 
intimidation  and  peraecution  of  all  kinds. 
LeiCert  had  been  sent  from  London  to  the 
Whig  nobility  and  gentry  in  the  neigb- 
boorhood  to  vote  and  inflnence  the  votes 
oC  their  tradespeople  and  dependants  in 
ftvour  of  the  Whig  candidate  and  against 
biffl*  Their  servants  were  in  consequence 
scQt  out  in  all  directions,  and  many 
eleetors  of  the  town  were  from  that 
reasonpreventedfrom  giving  himtheir  votes. 
The  tradesmen  were  especially  obnoxious 
to  that  influence.  All  which  he  could 
have  verified  upon  oath,  if  necessary.--* 
Smarting  under  the  eflects  of  this  course 
of  conduct  on  the  part  of  his  opponents, 
he  confessed  that,  in  the  moment  of  sore- 
ness and  irritation  he  had  leaned  to  the 
opinion  that  a  protection  was  ne- 
cessary ;  and  be  had  therefore  promised 
his  Mends  to  give  the  subject  his  best 
oonsideratmn.  He  had,  however  given 
tbem  no  promise;  because,  as  he  then 
alleged, he  was  afraid  he  might  commit  him- 
self rashly,  while  his  better  judgment  was 
under  the  influence  of  a  natural  feeling  of 
resentment.  So  much  he  felt  bound  to 
say  in  explanation  of  the  vote  he  was  about 
to  give  upon  this  question.  He  should 
next  offer  his  reasons  for  that  vote.  It 
was  qnite  impossible  not  to  give  the  utmost 
oiidtt  for  good  intentions  to  his  hon. 


Friend,  the  Member  fer  London,  hi  bring- 
Ingforward  the  Question  before  the  House, 
and  to  believe  otherwise  that  he  did  it  from 
a  most  pure  and  philosophic  conviction 
of  its  probable  utility.  The  Motion  before 
the  House,  however,  divested  of  all  its  ex- 
traneous matter,  appeared  to  him,  (Mr. 
Richards)  to  resolve  itself  mto  the  simple 
question*— >wa8  it  right  or  safe  to  take  away 
the  political  influence  at  present  possessed 
and  exercised  by  property,  and  confer  it  on 
the  democracy?  He  thought  answering  it  in 
the  afiirmative  would  be  dangerous  in  the 
last  degree  to  property— to  the  social 
institutions  of  the  country^-«-and  even 
to  the  democracy  itself.  It  would  be  the 
fertile  and  certain  source  of  violation  of 
all  law  and  order--of  anarchy^-'Of  destruc* 
tion  of  life  and  property-^and  lead  most 
decidedly  and  directly  to  bloodshed  and 
plunder.  Scenes  would  be  enacted  Jn  the 
country  such  as  men  shuddered  to  read  of 
elsewhere.  These  consequences  had  been 
overlooked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
don. There  was  one  argument  which 
might  be  strongly  urged  against  the  Qoes^ 
tion,  the  absence  of  all  necessity  for  it-^^ 
Twentj^  years8incehe(Mr.  Richards) might 
have  Willingly  adopted  tbeUtofnannotiotts of 
bis  hon.  Friend^  the  Member  for  London  ; 
but  the  experience  of  that  period  of  time 
bad  made  him  desirous  of  leaving  well 
alone.  Twenty  yeafs'  experience  of  the 
blessings  and  prosperity  of  the  country 
under  those  institutions,  made  him 
look  with  great  jealousy  upon  any  at-* 
tempt  to  alter  them ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  in  their  protection  every 
individual  might  enjoy  all  the  liberty,-— 
political,  commercial,  and  social-«-whfCh  a 
reasonable  man  could  desire.  The  effect 
of  innovation  in  established  institutions 
was  drsadful.  In  France  the  first  act  oi 
the  Convention  was  extending  the  fran.. 
chise  to  all  who  paid  taxes.  What  waa 
the  consequence  ?  Why,  that  the  highest 
promise  and  most  reckless  daring  obtained 
the  representation  of  the  country,  and  that 
ultimately  the  foUsatdes  of  Paris  came  to 
be  the  dictators  of  all  constituencies  within 
their  influence  or  reach.  This  became  so 
obvious  to  the  French  people,  that  after 
the  lapse  of  a  long  period,  when  in  1832 
they  remodelled  the  Electoral  col)es:es,to 
provide  against  the  too  general  dHfhsion 
of  the  franchise  they  devised  the  mode  of 
the  double  vote.  But  even  that,  too,  they 
found  ineffectual.  With  respect  to  thO' 
I  United  S^tes  of  AmericUi  he  should  Hf» 


447 


TheBaUai, 


{COMMONS} 


Th^Bmlbi. 


4M 


that  if  ever  there  was  a  oountry  io  the 
world  in  which  it  might  be  aafe  to  give 
ftopreme  power  to  the  democracy  it  was 
in  that.  Yet  what  was  the  fact  ?  The  in- 
terference of  the  democracy  was  found  to 
be  so  troablesome,  not  alone  in  elections, 
but  to  the  Legislative  Assembly,  that  a 
Member  of  the  Legislature,  Dr.  Wooilas- 
ton,  a  Connsellor  and  a  Secretary  of  State, 
had  stated  broadly  that  there  was  the 
greatest  danger ;  that  it  would  ultimately 
subvert  the  Government,  endanger  life, 
and  destroy  all  order  and  stability  in  the 
State.  If  that  was  like  to  be  the  result  in 
America  what  might  not  England  expect 
if  the  democracy  obtained  the  ascendancy. 
The  history  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
mob  at  Bristol — ^the  dreadful  recital  of  the 
conflagration— -the  murders  and  the  rob- 
beries of  that  melancholy  period  answered 
the  Qnestion,  and  proved  what  was  to  be 
expected  if  the  mob  again  acquired  power. 
Lord  John  Rutiell  promised  the  House 
that  he  would  not  imitate  the  example  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough  (Mr. 
Richards),  who,  in  his  unconsciousness 
that  the  subject  was  to  be  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  that  night,  had 
resorted  to  America  and  France  for  topics 
of  discussion,  the  noble  Lord  then  pro- 
ceeded to  the  following  effect: — I  shall 
not  enter,  Sir,  into  all  those  subjects  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  adverted ; 
but  what  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  address 
to  the  House  I  shall  address  as  directly  as 
possible  to  the  question  now  before  it, 
and  I  will  in  the  first  place  notice  what 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Buller)  stated  in  the  commencement 
of  his  very  able  and  argumentative  speech 
•—namely,  that  he  did  not  conceive  him> 
self  bound,  in  voting  for  the  Reform  Bill, 
o  refrain  from  voting  at  any  subsequent 
period  in  favour  of  the  adoption  of  Vote 
by  Ballot.  Sir,  I  have  only  to  say  upon 
that  subject,  that  in  bringing  forward  the 
Question  of  Reform,  I  stated  to  the  House 
that  I  considered  the  Questions  of  Vote 
by  Ballot  and  the  duration  of  Parliaments 
should  be  entirely  distinct  and  separate 
subjects,  upon  which  either  those  who 
brought  forward  the  Reform  Bill,  or  those 
who  gave  that  measure  their  support, 
must  subsequently  take  such  a  line  of 
conduct,  as  upon  consideration,  might 
seem  to  them  the  best  and  the  most 
proper  to  be  pursued.  But  I  added,  with 
reference  to  the  Vote  by  Ballot,  that  I 
hoped  Parliament  would  long  pause  b^- 


fore  they  Yesled  in  any.  set  of  puatomm  ma 
irresponsible  power;  lest,  while  by  intro- 
ducing a  system  of  secret  voting,  they 
prevented  bad  influence  over  the  good 
they  might,  at  the  same  time,  preveai  the 
exercise  of  good  influence  over  the  bad. 
Now,  Sir,  the  sentiments  I  expressed  at 
that  time  are  very  little  different  from  the 
sentiments  I  entertain  at  the  present 
moment — sentiments  which  I  must  say 
have  not  been  at  all  changed  by  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
London  (Mr.  Grote);  ft>r  my  hon.  Friend 
having  pointed  out  the  method  by  which 
Vote  by  Ballot  might  be  secured,  and 
having  endeavoured  to  obviate  the  objee- 
tions  raised  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northumberland  (Lord  Howick), 
as  to  complete  secrecy  being  ensured  by 
any  mode  or  machinery  that  might  be 
adopted,  applied  himself  to  an  argument 
which  has  been  frequently  «rged  against 
this  mode  of  votings — namely,  that  after 
ail,  the  landlords,  and  those  who  svished 
to  exert  influence  over  the  voters,  would 
be  able  to  find  out  the  way  in  which  their 
tenants  and  dependents  intended  to  vote, 
and  consequently  be  enabled  to  exeil  the 
same  influence  as  heretofore.  To  this 
argument  my  hoo.  Friend  gare  two 
answers,  and  two  answers  which,  I  think, 
show  that  we  have  not  yet  sufficient 
grounds  to  abandon  the  old  method  of 
voting,  and  to  adopt  one  that  is  entirely 
new.  **  I  own,"  so  said  my  hon.  Friend 
'*  we  must  trust  to  the  forbearance  of  the 
landlords."  Why,  Sir,  what  is  it  we  trust 
to  at  present.  To  what  do  we  trust  at 
present  for  the  preservation  to  tenants  and 
dependents  of  their  right  of  voting  ?  We 
trust  to  nothing  else  than  to  the  forbear- 
ance of  the  landlords.  It  would  seem, 
indeed,  that  we  were  content  with  taking 
very  bad  precautions,  if  we  were  to  adopt 
this  new  line,  this  untried  measure,  when 
the  only  security  we  are  to  obtain  after 
all,  is  the  security  we  have  at  present-- 
the  confident  expectation  that  the  landlords 
would  not  be  tyrannical ;  that  they  would 
not  endeavour  to  search  and  seek  out  the 
mode  iu  which  their  tenants  voted ;  that 
they  would  not  attempt,  in  short,  to  exer- 
cise any  tyrannical  or  undue  influence  over 
them.  Now,  Sir,.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  are  disposed  to  deny  that  there  is  at 
present  in  many  places  an  undue — I  will 
say  in  some  cases  a  tyrannical — influence 
exercised  over  voters ;  and  am  not  one  of 
those  who  agree  with  th^  hon.  Member 
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who  Imm  jmi  tat  down  (the  Member  for 
Kaaresborough),  that  it  is  proper,  in  order 
to  prevent  the  influence  of  aemagogues, 
that  the  rights  of  property  shoald  extend 
•o  far  as  to  constrain  a  man  to  give  his 
vote,  which  he  ought  to  give  fairly  and 
impartially,  in  accordance  with  the  dictates 
of  his  own  conscience,  according  to  the 
opinions  of  another.  But,  Sir,  I  enter- 
tain a  considerable  degree  of  confidence 
that  the  influence  which  is,  as  I  say,  some- 
times tyrannically  exercised,  will  not,  in 
the  course  of  time  and  with  the  progress 
of  opinion,  be  so  exerted.  I  trust  now  to 
the  remedy  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
still  proposes  to  trust  to,  even  after  the 
Ballot  shall  be  established.  1  trust  to  a 
certain  degree  of  forbearance ;  I  trust  to 
a  certain  degree  of  shame  on  the  part  of 
those  who  have  the  power  to  exercise  in- 
fluence over  voters ;  and  as  he  says  they 
will  not  endeavour  to  find  out  the  way  in 
which  a  man  has  voted  when  he  has  given 
his  vote  secretly y  so  I  say  that  now  the 
probability  is,  that  as  public  opinion  gains 
ground,  and  the  people  of  England  have 
the  power  of  choosing  their  representatives 
generally,  the  exercise  of  that  power  in 
particular  instances  will  become  odious 
and  will  be  generally  abhorred.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  stated,  and  stated  most  truly, 
that  considerable  influence  was  exercised 
at  the  late  Devonshire  election ;  and  I 
must  say,  that,  in  many  instances,  that 
exercise  was  most  painful  to  me,  both  on 
behalf  of  the  men  who  voted  for  and 
against  me :  knowing  as  I  did,  that  many 
persons  voted  in  my  favour  at  a  very  great 
sacrifice,  at  a  very  great  risk  of  their  own 
personal  interests,  and  under  direct  threats 
of  intimidation.  But,  Sir,  the  question 
is,  whether  this  is  a  power  which  is  gene- 
rally exercised.  I  will  only  mention,  on 
the  other  band,  that  at  the  former  Devon- 
shire election,  although  I  was  opposed, 
and  very  warmly  opposed,  the  same  de- 
gree of  influence  was  not  exercised.  There 
were  persons  who  had  even  served  on  my 
committee  at  the  former  election,  who 
were  obliged  at  this  late  election,  after 
serving  on  my  committee  again  for  some 
days,  to  turn  against  me  just  previous  to 
the  day  of  nomination.  Sir,  this  shows 
that  the  influence  exerciseH  upon  the  oc- 
casion was  no  ordinary  degree  of  influ- 
ence ;  it  was  not  that  ordinary  degree  of 
influence  which  is  generally  used  at  elec- 
tions, but  it  was  thought  that  it  was  an 
occasion  on  which  a  great  triumph  might 
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be  obtained.  An  exaggerated  importance 
was  attached  by  the  party-opposed  to  me 
in  gaining  the  victory.  There  were  many 
who  thought  that  the  gaining  that  victory 
would  be  a  triumph  to  the  cause  in  which 
they  were  all  embarked  ;  there  were  many 
who  supposed  that  sinecures  in  the  Irish 
Church  ought  to  be  preserved,  in  which 
some  of  ti.eir  friends  were  interested. 
There  were  many  who  were  so  sanguine 
as  to  think  that  all  the  abuses  of  the 
Church  and  of  the  Corporations  would  be 
kept  up  if  they  were  but  successful  in 
gaining  a  triumph  on  that  occasion.  They 
undoubtedly  attached  a  very  false  and  ex- 
aggerated importance  to  that  election,  but 
it  is  to  the  existence  of  that  exaggerated 
importance  that  I  attribute  their  using 
that  degree  of  influence  which  never  had 
been  used  at  any  former  Devonshire  elec- 
tion within  my  knowledge — a  degree  of 
influence  which  I  will  say  the  landlords 
are  not  accustomed  to  use  in  elections 
generally  throughout  the  kingdom.  I 
will  further  acknowledge  my  belief  to  be, 
that  if  the  Reform  Bill  be  allowed  to  »> 
on  without  any  great  change  being  made 
in  its  provisions,  its  tendency  is  to  establish 
freedom  of  election.  I  believe  that  cases  of 
the  exercise  of  this  undue  influence  will  be 
rare  and  unfrequent  after  a  few  years; 
and  although  I  am  far  from  saying,  that 
after  passing  that  Reform  Bill  we  should 
never  pass  any  other  measure  having  re- 
ference to  elections,  yet  I  do  think  it  is 
not  too  much,  to  ask  that  after  a  great 
change  of  that  description — a  very  great 
constitutional  change — we  should  pause 
for  a  time  and  see  whether  it  does  not 
produce  the  eflects  which  we  originally 
anticipated  from  it,  and  which  I  must  say 
it  has  to  a  very  great  extent  already  con- 
ferred. But  there  was  another  argument 
used  by  my  hon.  Friend,  which  appeared 
to  me  deserving  of  some  notice.  My  hon. 
Friend  said,  that  although  the  land- 
lords might  endeavour  to  find  out  how 
their  tenants  and  dependants  voted,  the 
latter  would  have  no  difficulty,  and  feel 
no  scruple  in  uttering  a  falsehood  to 
screen  themselves,  and  that  the  landlords 
would  be  thus  foiled  in  their  object.  Now, 
Sir,  I  cannot  say,  without  speaking  with 
very  false  cant  upon  the  subject,  that  the 
question  of  the  adoption  of  vote  by  ballot 
comes  recommended  to  me  very  highly 
when  I  find  its  first  and  steadiest  advocate 
telling  me  and  the  House  that  the  con- 
sequence pf  its  adoption  will  be  that  a 
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gteelt  pOfticm  of  the  voters  thrdtigtiout  Uie 
country,  in  reply  to  a  question  connected 
with  the  election  of  their  reprefentatives 
in  Parliament,  will  return  for  answer  a 
direct  falsehood.  Bat,  Sir,  mv  belief  is,  I 
will  fairlysay,thatthe  electors  of  this  coun- 
try will  return  no  such  answer.  I  believe 
that  the  Ballot  will  have  no  such  effect. 
My  opinion  is  that  in  every  village  in  the 
country  inquiry  will  be  made  how  a  man 
has  voted,  and  that  the  voters  will  have 
very  little  difficulty  or  hesitation  in  stating; 
the  truth  ;  as  I  believe  that  this  will  be 
their  disposition  and  inclination,  so  I  be- 
lieve that  they  will  have  very  nearly  the 
same  sphere  in  which  to  give  a  vote  in 
opposition  to  the  opinion  of  their  land- 
lords as  they  have  now.  But,  Sir,  there 
is  another  point  of  view  touched  upon  by 
iny  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  North- 
umberland, in  which  I  think  the  Vote 
by  Ballot  is  likely  to  produce  injurious 
effects,  I  mean  with  respect  to  bribery. 
I    cannot  but  think  that   it  will  be  far 

« more  easy,  when  there  can  be  no  scrutiny 
into  votes,  and  when  you  will  have  no 
right  to  inquire  how  this  man  voted  or 
how  that 'roan  voted,  to  practise  bri- 
bery wholesale;  and  that  a  man  who 
would  be  inclined  to  take  a  bribe  now^ 
but  would  be  restrained  by  the  fear  of 
doing  80,  would  not  feel  the  same  fear 
when  he  had  an  opportunity  of  receiving 
a  bribe  with  impunity.  But,  Sir,  while  I 
thus  think  that  the  mode  of  voting  by 
Ballot  does  not  come  so  strongly  recom« 
mended  to  the  House  as  to  induce  me  to 
adopt  so  very  great  a  change,  I  must  at 
the  same  time  consider  that  it  is  a  change 
which  is  at  variance  with  all  our  common 
habits  add  with  all  our  political  and  con- 
stitutional system.  In  all  other  institutions 
a  different  course  is  adopted.  Take  our 
Courts  of  Justice  for  example.  The  Judge 

•  pronounces  his  opinion  in  open  Court ;  the 
deliberations  of  the  Jury,  to  be  sure^  are 
secret,  but  then  they  are  obliged  to  be 
unanimous  ;  so  that  it  cannot  be  said  that 
there  is  any  great  difference  of  opinion 

'  among  them.  Then  if  you  look  to  Par- 
liament, you  will  find  that  although  there 
be  meetings  of  party,  still  the  delibera- 
tions of  Parliament,  when  we  come  to 
discuss  great  questions^  are  open  and 
public,  and  the  conduct  of  the  Represent- 
atives of  the  people  is  known  to  them. 
It  is  the  same  thing  with  regard  to  the 
Executive  Ministers  of  the  Crown ;  they 
may  deliberate  in  secret;  but  if  they  have 


any  measure  to  prOfxMe^  or  Mf  act  to  40f 
that  act  or  that  meadnre  4s  openly  known 
and  openly  opposed,  and  they  stand,  and 
must  stand  or  fall  by  the  result  of  the 
discussion  of  its  merits.    Well,  then,  Sir, 
it  is  the  practice,  the  general  practice, 
and  I  will  say,  the  wholesome  practice  df 
this  country,  that  all  persons  exercising 
authority — whether  they  are  exercising  tt 
in  trials  over  the  life  and  liberty  of  their 
fellow-subjects — whether  they  are  exer- 
cising  it  with   regard  to  great  legisla  ive 
measures — or  whether  they  are  exercising 
it  with  reference  to  great  legislative  au- 
thority— do  all  act  under  the  responsibility 
of  the  vigilant  control  df  public  opinion. 
They  are  all  acting  in  the  public  8ig;ht,  ia 
the  broad   daylight,   and  before  all  the 
world;  end  this  circumstance,  I  believe, 
affords  the   l>est    check    upon    all  their 
actions— the  best  defence   for  the  good 
government  of  this  country, — and  the  best 
security  for  its  good  order  and  well-being. 
It  is  proposed,  then,  in  this  instance  alone, 
-^in  the  solitary  instance  of  the  election 
of  Members  of  Parliaraent,--'that  the  act 
of    voting  should  be  one  of  secrecy- 
one   which   should  be  hidden  from  the 
the  world  and  htiman  observation— one 
for  the  exercise  of  which  no  man  should 
be  responsible,  and  into  the  exercise  of 
which   no  man  should  have  a  right  to 
inquire.     I  must  say,  that  without  the 
fullest  proof  of  necessity, — unless  I  am 
forced  to  it  by  necessity, — unless  I  am  con- 
vinced that  there  is  no  other  mode  by  which 
men  can  give  their  votes  fairly  and  deli- 
berately ,^I  am  not  disposed  to  adopt  this 
plan  of  secrecy  ;  I  would  rather  leave  the 
voters  of  this  country — to  whom  I  believe 
their  high  and  important  trust  is  most 
properly  confided — like  persons  exercising 
other  powers  of  a  similar  description,  to 
vote  before  the  world ;  and  I  do  believe 
that,  in  the  end,  the  result  must  be,  that 
there  will  be  a  free  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament.     I  do  believe  that,  even  at 
present,  imperfect  as  the  result  of  the 
Reform  Bill  may  be  in  some  instances, 
this  House  is  now  the  fair  Representative 
of  the  people  of  this  country.    Sir,  enter- 
taining these  opinions,  I  shall  undoubtedly 
vote  for  the  previous  Question,  which  has 
been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member;  and 
even  if  he  had  submitted  no  such  Motion 
to  the  House,  1  must  say,  I  should  most 
undoubtedly  have  voted  for  negativing  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
Lord  Stanley  said^  he  would  not  trouble 
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Uie-HtMiM  wkh  ihofe  thnr  «  few  dbsenra- 
tioos  npoa  a  sitbjeot  that  had  been  discas- 

lebd  orer  and  over  again,  until  it  had  been 
worn  threadbare.  He  could  not  but 
confeae  that  he  lejoiced  at  the  declaration 
he  had  jnat  heard  from  the  noble  Lord, 
for  the  speech  the  noble  Lord  had  just 
delivered  had  afforded  to  his  nnind  the 
aatisfactory  assurance  that  it  was  the  set- 
tled purpose  of  the  present  Qovernroent  of 
Lord  Melbourne,  as  it  had  been  the  deter- 
niinatioh  of  the  Govern  men*,  of  Earl  Grey, 
to  resist  the  introduction  into  that  House 

.of  any  measure  establishing  the  Vote  by 
Ballot  at  elections.  If  he  were  satisfied 
with  Ahe  tone  of  the  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend,  he  must  confess  that  he  was  the 
more  surprised  at  the  course  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  adopted  on  this  occasion. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord,  having  made  up  his  mind  consistently 

•  with  the  pledges  that  had  been  given  upon 
the  subject  by  Earl  Grey*  and  in  accord- 
ance with  those  pledges  that  had  been 
given  by  Lord  Althorpon  the  introduction 
of  the  Reform  Bill — that  the  noble  Lord 

-  having  made  up  his  mind  to  resist  all  future 
encroachments  upon  the  Constitution, 
he  would  have  pursued  a  course  >  more 

'  consiatent  with  the  greatness  of  the  subject, 
and  have  deemed  it  more  expedient  to  set 
the  Question  at  once  at  rest  by  a  direct 
negative.  This  would  have  been  more 
eligible  than,  by  moving  the  previous 
Question,  to  induce  the  House  to  come 
to  a  decision  inconsistent  with  the  grounds 

,  on  which  the  case  was  really  resisted.  In  the 
year  1833,  in  the  yeAr  1834,  there  had  been 
no  such  hesitation  in  meeting  this  Ques« 

•  tion.  Immediately  after  he  had  felt  it  his 
painful  duty  to  quit  the  Government  of 
which  Earl  Grey  was  the  head,  his  I.ord« 
ship  had  thought  it' necessary  in  the  Hous^ 
of  Lords  to  express  broadly  and  decidedly 
his  sentiments  with  respect  to  the  general 
policy  he  had  pursued,  and  especially  with 
respect  to  the  great  measure  of  Parliamen- 
tary Ref<)rm.  He  had  said  that  in  intro- 
ducing the  Reform  Bill  he  had  thought  it 
right  to  make  the  measure  extensive,  in 
order  that  he  might  take  his  stand  on  it, 
and  consider  it  as  a  iinal  measure.  This 
was  not  the  first  time  that  the  Question  of 
the  Ballot  had  been  introduced  into  the 
discussions  of  that  House,  and  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Londoh.  But  how  was  the  measure  met 
by  Earl  Grey  in  1833^-by   the  previous 

'  quettioD  ?     No  ;  he  met  it  on  by  a  far 


higher  principle!  of  consistency  and  hotiour. 
Did  he  meet  it  upon  the  ground  of  the 
pledges  that  bad  been  given  by  one  side 
of  the  House,  and  received  by  the  other 
— 'On  the  ground  that  those  who  had 
supported  and  those  who  had  opposed 
Reform  had  reserved  to  themselves  the 
Question  of  the  Ballot  ?  No  ;  Earl  Grey 
met  the  Question  on  a  higher  principle  of, 
honour^  He  did  not  resort  to  the  previous 
Question ;  he  met  it  by  the  direct  nega- 
tive, and  was  supported  by  a  great  major* 
ity  of  the  Houses  by  a  majority  of  more 
than  two  to  one.  He  would  refer  to  Lord 
A 1  thorp's  words  on  that  occasion,  and 
then  let  the  House  consider  the  determined 
manner  in  which  he  had  met  the  Question. 
Lord  A 1  thorp  had  aetdy' and  he  appealed 
to  every  Gentleman  who  heard  it.  And 
he  begged  the  House  to  recollect  that 
Lord  Althorp  said,  that  when  the  Motion 
in  favour  of  the  Ballot  was  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London,  who  had  made  the  Motion  now 
pending  before  the  House,  and  on  that 
occasion  the  leader  in  that  House  of  Earl 
Grey's  Government,  the  leader  of  the  first 
Reformed  Parliament,  said,  that  altliough 
his. private  opinion  was  in  favour  of  the 
Ballot,  he  felt  that,  in  point  of  honour 
and  duty,  he  waa  bound  to  meet  the 
Motion^  not  with  the  previous  Ques- 
tion, but  wilh  the  direct  negative. 
Lord  Althorp  then  said,  ^*  He  (Lord  Al- 
thorp) appealed  to  every  Gentleman  who 
was  in  the  last  Parliament,  and  who  knew 
the  whole  proceedings  whilst  the  Question 
of  Reform  was  going  on,  whether  the  pro- 
moters of  that  measure  did  not  ^contend 
that  as  far  as  the  representation  of  the 
people  was  concerned,  it  was  to  be  consi- 
dered, and  was  proposed*  -as  a  final  mea- 
sure.""* He  (Lord  Stanley)  might  be  told 
that  this  pledge  did  not  include  the  Bal- 
lot, but  he  would  reply  that  Lord  Althorp's 
speech  was  delivered  in  opposition  to  the 
Motion  in  favour  of  the  Vote  by  Ballot. 
The  noble  Lord  then  added,  *' But  if  he 
were  now  to  vote  with  the  bon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London,  he  should  be  acting 
more  inconsistently  with  every  thing  he 
had  stated  during'  the  whole  progress  of 
the  measure  of  Reform."  The  pledge 
given  by  Earl  Grey's  Government,  in  his 
opmion,  was  not  less  in  force  because  two 
short  Sessions  had  elapsed  since  it  had 

been  given.  He  knew  that  his  noble  Friend 
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(Lord  John  Russell)  felt  the  objection  not 
less  strong  upon  him,  than  it  had  been  on 
Lord  Grey  and   Lord  Althorp,  although 
he  had  been  deluded  into  adopting  a  mode 
of  proceeding  which  was  certainly  not  the 
most  high-minded.     Why,  he  asked,  was 
not  the  present  a  fit  time  for  discussing  the 
Question  of  the  Ballot  ?     When  could  the 
time  be  fitter?    The  previous  Question, 
according  to  Parliamentary  forms,    was 
only  moved  when  it  was  not  deemed  expe- 
dient  to  bring  into  discussion  some  great 
principle  of  important  consequences ;  but 
the  present  Question  had  been  duly  gone 
into,  and  he  was  unwilling  that  the  coun- 
try should  be  kept  in  suspense  upon  the 
subject.     The  House  might  at  that  mo- 
ment go  into  all  the  facts  and  merits  of  the 
case,  as  well  as  it  had  done  in  1833,  or  as 
it  could  by  any  possibility  do  in  1837.   He 
had  great  doubts  how  far  he  could  accede 
to  any  proposition,  which  implied  that  cir- 
cumstances did  not  allow  the  Question  to 
be  settled  at  the  present  instant.  The  Ques- 
tion was  deemed  most  important  to  all 
county  voters;  it  gave  rise  to  great  anxiety 
and  it  was  a  Question,  moreover,  on  which 
his  noble  Friend  told  the  House  that  his 
mind,  and  the  minds  of  his  Colleagues, 
were  most  distinctly  made  up.    Why  then 
was  not  the  question  met  with  the  direct 
negative?  If  his  noble  Friend  were  a  con- 
vert to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Liskeard,  he  could 
then  understand  his  shrinking  from  com^ 
ing  to  a  discussion;  but  if  it  were  true 
that  he  remained  unconvinced,  let  him  at 
once  declare  to  the  House  his  mind,  and 
let  the  country  know  what  were  the  feel* 
ings  of  the  Ministers.     For  his  part,  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  would  not  enter  into  the 
Question  of  the  South-Devon  Election.  The 
learned  Member  for  Liskeard  had  entered 
pretty  elaborately  into  an  analysis  of  the 
votes,  and  had  told  the  House,  that  of  the 
householders  and  freeholders,  the  majority 
of  the  householders  had  voted  for  his  noble 
Friend,  but  that  the  scale  had  been  turned 
by  Tory  magistrates,  Tory  landlords,  and 
the  Tory  clergy.     He  was  certain  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  result  of  the  election  did  not  speak  the 
opinions  and  principles  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Devon — that  it  did  not  speak  the  real 
opinions  of  the  people — but  that  it  spoke 
only  the  influence  exercised  over  the  peo- 
ple by  Tory  magistrates,  Tory  landlords, 
and  a  Tory  clergy.    If  this  were  the  fact, 
all  he  (Lord  Stanley)  wanted  to  know  was, 


how  all  these  people  had  been  so  changed 
since  the  previous  election.    There  wem 
at  the  last  election  the  same  landlords,  the 
same  clergy,  the  same  magistrates,  th«t 
there  had  been  at  the  election  that  had 
taken  place  only  a  year  before.    ["  No^ 
no,  no!"]   Did  Gentlemen  cry  «  No,  noT 
What,  then,  in  the  interval  had  there  been 
such  great  transfers  of  landed  property  in 
the  county  of  Devon  ?    He  believed  that 
there  had  been  at  both  elections,  the  same 
clergy — the  same  incumbents  of  the  same 
livings — the  same  persons  in  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  peace — and  the  same  landlords^ 
holding  the  same  properties.     Surely  the 
different  results  of  the  two  elections  must 
have  been  occasioned  by  some  change  tn 
the  conduct,  some  alteration  of  policy  in 
his  noble  Friend — for  the  clergy,  landlords, 
and  magistrates,  possessed  no  more  inlla- 
ence  at  the  last  election  than  they  had 
done  at  the  preceding  election.  He  appre- 
hended that  something  had  occurred  in 
the  interval  of  the  two  elections,  which 
operated  upon  the  feelings  of  all  those 
who  were  masters  of  that  infiuence  over 
electors,  which  had  been  the  topic  of  dis* 
cussion.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  had  said  that  it  was  desirable 
at  elections,  to  do  away  with  the  infloeoee 
of  property,  and  that  the  Ballot  woqU 
effect  that  object.  He  (Lord  Stanley)  would 
meet  the  learned  and  hon.  Gentleman  on 
both  of  those  points.    He  would  maintahi 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  do  away  with 
the  influence  of  property  at  elections*^ 
very  far  from  it ;  and  if  it  were  desirable, 
he  would  maintain  that  the  Ballot  woald 
not  effect  that  object.    His  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Northumberland,  had  an- 
swered all  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  discussed 
the  Question.     He  (Lord  Stanley)  would 
throw  overboard  all  that  had  been  said 
about  the  Ballot  being  un-English,  and  he 
would  consider  the  Question  in  its  consist- 
ency and  relation  to  the  practice  and  spirit 
of  the  Constitution,  and  to  the  Reform 
Bill  of  Lord  Grey,  who»  in  discussing  that 
Bill,    had  laid  down  the  principle  that 
wealth  and  landed  property  should  have, 
and  ought  to  have,  their  doe  inlluenoe. 
In  elections,  the  electors  doubly  represent 
the  non  electors  as  well  as  themselves,  and 
the  constituency,  as  well  as  the  Member 
returned,  have  equal  and  ascertained  du- 
ties, and  he  as  a  Representative  had  as 
much  right  to  know  who  his  constitueney 
were,  and  whether  they  approved  or  dis- 


Ufl 


ThB  Ballot 


{JUNB  2} 


The  SatloL 


458 


approved  of  bis  conduct*  as  they  had  a 
right  to  koow  of  him  what  his  conduct 
had  beeo  in  that  House.  He  thought  it 
not  only  a  trust  but  a  duty — he  considered 
it  not  only  a  privilege  but  a  duty ;  and 
that  it  was  essential  to  bim  as  a  public 
loan  to  point  out  to  the  country  and  the 
people,  those  electors  who  bad  changed 
their  opinions,  whether  from  private,  pub-, 
lie,  or  other  motives.  He  claimed  a  right 
10  that  publicity  as  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  well  as  his  constituency  did  to 
know  his  public  conduct,  and  bow  he  had 
represented  them  and  the  country  at  large. 
He  bad  never  disguised  those  views  of  the 
Question  from  his  constituents.  AVhether 
be  bad  sat  for  places,  as  he  had  done, 
where  such  opinions  were  popular,  or 
where  they  were  unpopular,  he  had  always 
stated  openly  that  it  was  best  for  the  Con- 
stitution that  publicity  should  be  given  to 
the  conduct  of  every  man  who  had  a  voice 
in  the  ^tate  whether  he  belonged  to  the 
higher  or  less  humble  classes.  It  was  said, 
that  Vote  by  Ballot  was  un-English;  it  was 
so  with  respect  to  the  way  public  duties 
were  discharged.  America  had  been  men- 
tioned. Let  them  look  to  America,  to 
which  country  he  had  paid  a  short  visit ; 
and,  from  what  he  saw  of  the  Ballot,  he 
must  say,  that  he  did  not  consider  it  an 
efficient  preventive  against  bribery  and 
corrupt  practices  at  elections.  At  all 
elections  in  America,  the  votes,  though 
taken  by  Ballot,  were  as  public,  as  notori- 
ous, and  as  much  jobbed  for  as  they  were 
in  this  country.  He  happened  lately  to 
receive  a  letter  from  a  young  friend  now 
travelling  in  America,  who  was  a  gentle- 
man of  a  liberal  family,  and  educated  on 
liberal  principles*  As  the  letter  was  a 
private  one  he  had  no  right  to  mention 
the  name  of  the  author,  but  he  would  read 
an  extract  from  it  containing  the  opinions 
of  the  writer  on  the  Ballot  and  Universal 
Suffrage.  *'  What  a  pity,"  says  the  writer, 
**jfou  cannot  ostracise  one  of  the  followers 
of  the  doctrines  of  Mr.  ■  (he  would 

tay  Mr.  Blank,  as  he  did  not  wish  to 
mention  names),  and  let  him  see  the 
working  of  the  Ballot  and  Universal  Suf- 
frage in  this  country.  Treating,  bribery, 
and  jobbing,  are  the  consequences  of  the 
former,  and  scenes  of  tumult  and  violence 
arise  out  of  the  latter.  I  have  not  '*  con- 
tinued the  writer  "  found  one  eminent 
lawyer  or  Statesman  in  this  country  who 
does  not,  as  regards  England,  lean  to  the 
Conservative  aide  more  or  less.  FederalistSp 


Nullifiers,  Whigs,  and  Jacksonians,  all 
agree  in  saying,  for  Heaven's  sake  take  care 
of  what  you  are  about  in  England.  We 
know  the  practical  effects  of  Vote  by  Ballot, 
Universal  Suffrage,  Annual  Elections,  and 
mob  force.  I  send  you  this  information, 
having  been  brought  up  a  good  Whig, 
but  I  verily  believe,  had  I  come  here  a 
radical  I  should  have  returned  to  England 
a  Tory.^  He  had  received  this  letter  from 
Washington ;  the  writer  had  been  present 
at  the  sittings  of  Congress,  and  the  above 
was  the  view  he  took  of  the  working  of 
the  Ballot,  and  of  Universal  Suffrage. 
With  respect  to  having  the  votes  kept 
secret,  the  Ballot  would  be  a  simple  and 
easy  remedy,  provided  all  parties  were 
agreed  on  observing  secrecy.  But  the 
moment  you  had  the  Ballot  the  elector 
would  have  set  in  against  him  all  the  in- 
fluence and  scrutiny  of  family  and  other 
private  connexions;  he  would  have  to 
contend  against  Conservative  Clubs,  and 
the  prying  of  Reform  associations,  all  of 
whom  would  be  inclined  to  discover  how 
he  had  voted.  Set  all  this  against  the 
Ballot  and  the  elector,  and,  moreover,  set 
all  the  violence  of  party  at  contested  elec- 
tions, and  then  tell  him  whether  the  vote 
would  be  as  secret  as  it  was,  or  more  so 
than  it  was,  in  America.  Such  an  opinion 
he  would  laugh  to  scorn.  In  America 
before  the  elections  there  were  everywhere 
associations  formed  with  the  express  view 
of  discovering  how  every  elector  voted. 
That  was  the  first  step  usually  resorted  to 
to  do  away  with  the  secrecy  proposed  by 
voting  by  Ballot.  The  next  step  was,  an 
urn,  for  the  purpose  of  balloting,  was 
placed  in  a  small  room,  beside  the  door  of 
which  agents  for  each  candidate  stood 
with  green  or  blue  tickets,  and  the  voter 
received  from  the  agents  a  green  or  blue 
ticket,  according  to  the  particular  candi- 
date he  meant  to  vote  for.  [**No,  no,"]  No  ! 
Why,  he  saw  this  mode  of  taking  votes 
practised  a  thousand  times  over.  He  saw 
that  that  was  the  practical  working  of  the 
Ballot  in  America ;  but  it  was  true,  as  his 
hoo.  Friend  stated,  that  such  a  method 
might  be  easily  evaded.  He  would  now 
come  back  to  what  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
John  Russell)  said  about  trusting  in  the 
forbearance  of  landlords,  and  upon  that 
point  he  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend. 
If  they  had  the  Ballot  be  would  say,  as 
a  landlord,  that  he  would  not  only  see 
whether  the  elector  dependent  on  him 
votedf  bat  he  would  see  him   put  the 
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ticket  into  the  balloting  urn*.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  that  was  a  desirable 
course  of  proceeding,  or  a  course  that 
ought  to  be  adopted  by  landlords  unless 
forced  to  it  by  expediency ;  but  he,  as  a 
landlord,  would  be  driven  to  that  expedi- 
ency if  the  Ballot  were  employed,  in  order 
(6  satisfy  himself.  He  would  not  trouble 
the  House  at  that  late  hour  by  entering 
further  into  the  merits  of  the  Question. 
He  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  he  was 
bound,  as  having  had  the  honour  of  being 
a*  Member  of  Lord  Grey's  Government, 
a  Government  pledged  against  this  ques- 
tion, as  well  as  by  his  own  conviction,  to 
resist  the  introduction  of  the  Ballot,  as  a 
dangerous  innovation.  He  also  feTt  that 
a  different  course  from  that  adopted  ought 
to  be  pursued,  and  that  they  ought  to 
come  to  a  direct  vote  on  the  question — 
yes  or  no.  They  ought,  by  so  doing,  to 
nave  trusted  to  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
and  see  how  far,  with  respect  to  this  Ques- 
tion, they  represented,  or  did  not  repre- 
sent, the  opinions  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. His  hon.  Friend  seemed  inclined 
to  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Derbyshire ;  but,  as  he 
knew  there  was  always  much  misrepre- 
sentation out  of  doors  as  to  putting  or  not 
putting  the  previous  question,  he  was  rather 
in  favour  of  meeting  the  Motion  by  a 
direct  negative.  On  the  previous  Quesiion 
he  would  prefer  having  an  Amendment 
for  a  direct  negative  moved,  and  perhaps 
he  would  have  moved  that,  did  not  a  feel- 
ing of  prudence  restrain  him  from  increas- 
ing the  numbers  of  the  minority.  !Ie 
would,  therefore,  acquiesce  in  the  previous 
Question,  and  vote  for  it,  inasmuch  as  it 
seemed  to  be  supported  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers. 

Sir  Francis  Burdeti  said,  that  after  the 
eloquent  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  last  spoken,  he  would  not  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  one  moment 
were  it  not  for  the  few  things  that  fell 
from  the  noble  Lord  respecting  following 
up,  on  this  Question,  a  point  of  honour. 
For  his  own  part  he  knew  that  his  feelings 
had  never  varied  on  this  Question.  He 
did  not  concur  in  the  anticipations  of 
good  or  evil  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  interested  in  the 
Question,  expected  from  it.  His  opinion 
was,  that  the  Ballot  would  cause  none  of 
the  dangers  those  persons  who  opposed  it 
said  it  would.     At  the  same  time  that  he 

made  this  avowal  be  did  not  see  tbat  it 


t^ould  be  attended  by  all  the  advstnta^ 
expected  from  it  by  the  boii.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard,  and  by  those* hon. 
Members  who  took  the  same  view  of  the 
Question.  Th6  noble  Lord  (Lotd  "Stanley) 
seemed  to  think  that  there  ^as  sonle  un- 
derstanding between  the  Ministers' whb' 
carried  the  Reform  Bill,  'and  the  party 
who  enabled  them  to  carry  that  measure 
•^— that  it  was  understood  between  them 
that  it  was  to  be  a  final  nleasure;  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  discreditable  and 
dishonourable  to  propose  any  alteration 
in  a  questioti  that  was  to  be  considered 
finally  settled.  But  the  noble  Lord  wb's 
mistaken,  for  the  Vote  by  Ballot  and  tfie 
quesiion  of  Triennial  Parliaments  were 
especially  excepted,  and  leflop^n  t'oflntare 
consideration.  If  that  was  true,  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  him  now  from  giving 
an  unbiassed  vote  on  the  Question.  Ilie 
noble  Lord  truly  said,  there  was  no  better 
time  for  disposing  of  the  Question  than 
now,  and  if  there  was  no  bar  of  honour — 
no  infringement  of  pledges — he  thought 
that  an  argument  for  the  mode  the 
Question  was  now  met  in.  He  was  struck 
with  the  eloquence  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  displayed  on  all  subjects,  hiit 
the  determination  he  had  come  to  that 
night  did  away  with  all  the  cogent  argu- 
ments urged  by  the  noble  Lord  'in  the 
beginnintj  of  his  speech.  When  the  noble 
Lord  referred  to  America  he  begged  to 
say,  that  he  (Sir  Francis  Burdett)  was  not 
one  who  looked  to  America  or  to  any  other 
country  for  its  institutions ;  but,  looking 
to  America  with  reference  to  this  Question^ 
the  way  the  Ballot  was  considered  irt  this 
country  and  America  was  not  the  same, 
and  the  adoption  of  It  here  would  not,  of 
course,  produce  the  sartie  results.  The 
mode  adopted  in  America  wUs  nothing 
more  than  a  simple  manner  of  taking 
votes  without  any  view  to  concealment. 
When  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  persons 
were  placed  in  the  election  room  on  each 
side  the  door,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
tickets  for  the  urn,  that  mode  as  a  simple 
way  of  taking  votes  was  very  well;  but  If 
secrecy  was  the  object, "  it  was  a  very 
inefficient  mode.  If  we  had  the  Ballot  in 
this  country  good  care  would  be  taken 
that  there  should  be  no  persons  at  the 
doors  to  give  or  receive  coloured  tickets. 
He  confessed  that  the  Ballot  wai  not 
generally  liked  in  this  country,  though' 
some  individuals,  like  the  hon.  and  learned' 

Membisr  for  LItkeitrd,  let  A  high  price  otl 


Ml 


nbtf64»ito. 


{SxMit  «> 


Tie  ^llfft. 


46S 


It  i  Mhlkef  were  totkliy  miaUk^D  if  they  I  ihftt  Bill  a  feir  €S(peri«ent»  butsaid  they 


lli«ugkt  that  the  working  of  it  would  be 
•vpoaed  to  no  difiiottUies.  The  great  ob<- 
jcictioB  to  it  was  the  habits  and  the  feei* 
4ii^  of  the  pedple  of  this  country,  who,  if 
iiiey  bad  ^e  Ballot,  would  not  suppress 
their  feelinga,  and  conceal  how  they  had 
voted.  He  who  coneealed  his  feelings  and 
im  vote  would  be  considered  to  have  acted 
diarepstabiy,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
who  did  not  conceal  them  would  be 
thought  to  act  a  manly  part.  The  whole 
Mng  would  woik  badly,  and  would  be 
defeated  by  the  people  themselves.  To 
prevent  deceit,  and  the  breaking  up  of  all 
social  converse,  if  the  Ballot  were  adopted 
it  should  be  also  enacted  that  there  should 
benodiscoverymadeoflhevoteby  the  voter, 
or  otherwise.  In  his  mind  the  Ballot  would 
practically  be  of  no  avail ;  but  if  it  would, 
there  could  be  no  danger  or  inconvenience 
from  it,  and  if  a  large  body  of  the  people 
thought  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  them, 
why  let  them  have  it  ?  H«  looked  upon 
it  only  as  a  «x>de  of  voting  which  he 
thought  as  simple  and  as  easy  as  the 
present  mode,  and  less  troublesome  than 
any  other  that  could  be  adopted.  He 
would  vote  for  the  Motion,  because  if  the 
neasure  should  turn  out  not  to  be^ectual 
k -would  serve  to  take  away  the  delusions 
under  which  the  people  laboured  respect- 
ing it. 

Mr.  0*Cofine(/,  said)  that  he  intended 
lo  detain  the  House  only  for  a  few  minutes. 
He  begged  to  protest  against  several 
things  that  he  had  lately  heard*  In  the 
first  place,  he  would  protest  against  the 
assertion  that  there  was  any  pledge  of 
honour  given  on  this  subjeot  by  the  Go- 
vernment which  carried  the  Reform  Bill, 
or  by  the  individuals  who  voted  for  that 
Bill,  that  would  now  exclude  them  from 
voting  in  favour  of  the  Ballot.  There  was 
■no  pledge  given  4»y  them  that  the  Question 
of  the  Ballot  should  not  be  introduced. 
-  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  had  quoted 
a  speech  delivered  by  Lord  Althorp,  but 
that  speech  was  made  after  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  BiU,  and  not  whilst  it  was 
.  under  discussion  or  before  it*  The  noble 
Lofd'(liOrd  Althorp)  had  given  no  pledge 
Hlhat  the  ballot  should  not  be  introduced. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  understood  that 
measures  for  shortening  the  duration  of 
Pafliament  and  for  the  Ballot  should  be 
introduced,  if  found  necessary.  It  was 
for  that  'that  the  Radical  Reformers  voted 
^for  the  Refof m  BiUj  Tb«y  iatended  \9  gire 


would  have  the  Ballot  if  that  experiment 
failed ;  and  the  Tories  showed  by  their  con- 
duct that  it  had  failed.  If  that  Bill  only 
took  power  outof  the  hands  of  one  oligarchy 
to  bestow  it  on  another ;  if  it  only  took 
power  from  the  aristocracy  of  birth  to 
give  it  to  the  oligarchy  of  wealth,  it  failed. 
If  no  pledge  had  been  given,  why  should 
they  now  hear  of  the  honour  of  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  noble  Lord  (Russell) 
being  committed  on  this  Question  ?  If 
that  noble  Lord  was  bound  by  honour  not 
to  entertain  the  Question,  why  did  he  not 
say  that  he  acknowledged  that  he  was  ?^ 
Why,  he  heard  that  noble  Lord  say,  that 
the  Question  remained  open,  and  whilst 
the  noble  Lord  declared  his  opinions  to 
be  unfavourable  to  the  Ballot,  he 
allowed  that  it  was  a  Question  open 
to  the  future  consideration  of  Parliament. 
The  noble  lord  had  produced  an  anony- 
mous letter  from  America.  Why  if  a 
copy  of  that  letter  had  originally  gone 
from,  this  country  to  America,  which  of 
course  was  not  the  case,  it  could  not  have 
come  back  more  d  propos  to  the  Ballot, 
or  arrived  in  England  at  a  better  time. 
But  what  was  the  authority  of  an 
anonymous  letter?  It  appeared  that  there 
was  one  State  of  America  in  which  there 
existed  a  kind  of  Ballot,  which  certainly 
was  not  the  Ballot  that  the  reformers 
sought,  for  it  set  aside  secresy.  However, 
outof  thirty  States,  Vote  by  Ballot  had  been 
adopted  in  all  but  three ;  and  with  respect 
to  the  greater  part  of  those  states,  the  mode 
of  voting  was  secret,  They  were  told  by 
the  noble  Lord  that  the  Americans  had  no 
faith  in  the  experiment,  and  that  they  were 
all  Conservatives  in  America,  and  that 
there  was  no  country  in  which  the  demo- 
cratic spirit  was  more  tyrannical.  The 
letter  the  noble  Lord  had  read  contained 
nothing  but  a  sneer  against  the  insti- 
tutions of  America.  If  they  were  what 
that  letter  represented,  then  they  were 
the  most  degraded  of  beings.  He  owned 
that  the  Americans  deserved  severe  re- 
prehension for  continuing  that  mostbdious 
traffic  in  human  slaves.  The  Americans 
Conservatives  indeed  I  They  had  not  per- 
severed in  keeping  up  the  national  debt. 
They  had,  at  any  rate,  got  rid  of  that 
portion  of  conservatism,  for  they  had  paid 
the  debt  to  the  last  farthing.  The  Ame- 
ricans last  year  had  made  the  power  of 
Ifranoe  bow  before  them.  And  yet  those 
were  the  people  whnsa  iuatitutiona  wera 
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sneered  at  in  the  letter  read  by  the 
noble  Lord,  The  Jacksons  and  such  men 
as  he,  were  made  light  of,  but  he  thought 
that  there  was  something  in  the  name  of 
Jackson  that  ought  to  make  him  be 
treated  with  respect  by  the  English.  He 
protested  against  taking  any  history  of 
America  from  anonymous  correspondence, 
and  he  protested  against  the  statement 
which  he  had  made  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  elective  franchise.  The  noble  Lord 
called  it  a  trust,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
called  it  a  right  given  to  an  individual, 
who  was  not  responsible  to  any  man  for 
its  exercise,  and  accountable  only  to  his 
conscience  and  his  God.  The  trust  was 
placed  in  the  Members  of  that  House, 
who  were  supposed  to  be  selected  for  those 
qualities  on  account  of  which  the  trust 
was  given.  The  Members  of  that  House 
were  servants,  while  those  who  elected 
them  were  their  masters.  As  masters 
they  were  entitled  to  know  what  their 
servants'  did ;  but  what  right  had  any  one 
to  call  upon  masters  to  give  an  account  of 
their  proceedings?  The  noble  Lord  had 
also  stated  that  voters  ought  to  be  influ- 
enced in  the  discharge  of  their  duty 
by  public  opinion.  He  would  grant  that, 
supposing  public  opinion  to  be  right ;  but 
who  was  unacquainted  with  the  fact  that, 
at  present  not  only  public  opinion,  but 
bribery  and  intimidation,  influenced  the 
voter  ?  Now  if  they  intended  that  a  man 
should  have  his  vote  as  bis  property,  he 
called  upon  them  to  allow  him  to  vote  as 
he  pleased,  the  only  way  in  which  he 
could  do  that,  being  to  vote  by  Ballot. 
But  if  they  did  intend  that  it  should 
be  a  property,  let  them  affix  a  settled 
price  to  its  exercise,  or  else  at  once 
transfer  the  vote  from  the  tenant  to  the 
landlord.  It  had  further  been  alleged 
that  voting  tended  to  a  more  easy  disco* 
very  of  bribery,  while  secret  voting, 
though  it  might  abolish  bribery  by  detail, 
would  leave  bribery  by  wholesale  and 
render  its  detection  almost  next  to  impos- 
sible. But  how  could  that  be  when,  if 
you  bribed  500  persons  by  wholesale, 
each  and  every  one  must  be  acquainted 
with  the  bribery,  and  when  from  the  secret 
being  in  the  possession  of  so  many  the 
corruption  was  so  much  the  more  likely 
to  transpire,  and  so  much  the  more  easy 
to  be  proved?  Having  made  these 
observations  in  reply  to  the  most  material 
remarks  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  should  not 
farther  detain  the  House. 


Mr.  E,  L.  CharUon  complained  tbat 
the  hon.  Baronet  and  the  hoii.  aod 
learned  Gentleman  had  entirely  mistakea 
the  purpoit  of  the  observations  made  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lanca- 
shire. The  noble  Lord  showed  that  the 
Ballot  had  been  tried  in  America,  and 
had  failed.  [The  cries  of  '* Divide**  com" 
pletely  drowned  the  remaining  obtervcLiioni 
of  the  hon.  Member.  After  cUummg  a 
hearing,  and  attempting  to  pursue  hii 
argument^  the  hon.  Member  addressed 
some  remarks  to  Mr,  Hume  who  was  seated 
just  below  the  hon.  Member.) 

Mr.  Roebuck :  The  hon.  Member  has 
applied  language  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  such  as  I  never  before  heard 
made  use  of  in  this  House.  It  is  quite 
unpardonable. 

Mr.  Charlton :  Sir,  1  beg  your  pardon. 
I  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  below  me 
contradict  what  I  said  — [An  Hon.  Member: 
No.]  —  I  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member 
himself  whether  it  was  not  so,  and  I  then 
asked  him  to  be  good  enough  to  hold  bis 
tongue.  I** Order"  and  hugkter  with 
much  confusum."] 

The  Speaker  said^  that  before  this  pro- 
ceeded further  it  would  be  for  hon. 
Members  to  reflect  upon  the  serious  inter- 
ruption which  such  disorderly  scenes 
occasiotied,  and  especially  at  that  hour,  to 
the  despatch  of  business. 

Mr.  Charlton  renewed  his  attempt  to 
gain  a  hearing.  He  said  it  was  rather 
hard  that  he  should  be  prevented  from  re- 
plying to  the  remarks  of  a  preceding 
speaker.  If  he  had  seen  any  symptoms  of 
reluctance  to  hear  him  io  the  body  of  the 
House — if  those  signs  of  impatience  had 
proceeded  from  the  respectable  part  of  the 
House,  he  would  at  once  have  desisted  ; 
and  now,  rather  than  continue  such  a 
scene  of  confusion,  and  cause  the  cha- 
racter of  the  House  to  be  lowered,  he 
should  resume  his  seat. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  I  shall  detain  the 
House  but  a  very  short  time,  it  not  being 
my  wish  to  trespass  on  what  1  think  ia  the 
very  natural  impatience  of  hon.  Members. 
After  the  utter  exhaustion  of  argument, 
I  think  I  should  be  the  last  person  to 
protract  the  discussion  by  any  attempt  to 
go  over  the  same  beaten  coarse.  I  have 
recently  heard  the  very  able  speech  made 
on  the  principle  of  this  measure,  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Devonshire — the 
noUe  Lord ,  the  Member  for  Strood, — which 
tomjniindcairiedooinpleteooiificlioD.  To 
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that  speack  I  aitach  particular  importancey 
becaase  fiom  his  recent  experieoce  in  a 

C pillar  election,  the  ooble  Lord  must 
▼e  gained  such  information  as  to  enable 
him  to  pronounce  a  judgment  well  en- 
titled to  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  that  speech  accordingly,  followed  by 
the  able  and  argumentative  address  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire, 
completed  the  conviction  which  I  enter- 
tained upon  the  principle  of  the  Ballot. 
At  the  same  time,  that  my  conviction 
was  derived  from  the  able  arguments  of 
two  noble  Lords,  who  took  the  same 
view  of  the  question,  it  was,  if  possible, 
strengthened  by  the  utterly  abortive  at- 
tempts of  two  subsequent  speakers  to 
weaken  any  one  of  their  conclusions. 
One  of  those  Gentlemen  who  directed  his 
attention  to  the  subject,  attaches  great 
importance  to  it,  and  possesses  consider- 
able powers  in  debate,  and  sure  I  am  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  up  a  false 
position,  there  is  no  man  more  competent 
than  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
discover  its  weakness.  Now,  I  ask  any 
impartial  man,  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  succeed  in  shaking 
any  one  of  his  positions  ?  I  must  say,  that 
on  this  subject,  I  should  have  been  dis- 
posed to  attach  considerable  weight  to 
what  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet.  I  pay 
him  a  sincere  compliment,  when  I  say  that 
I  am  sure  he  delivered  upon  this  question 
an  opinion  perfectly  unbiassed  by  any 
party  consideration,  and  his  observations 
are  peculiarly  valuable,  because  he  has, 
perhaps,  had  the  longest  experience  of  any 
man  living  in  popular  elections.  Now,  what 
did  the  hon.  Baronet  admit?  Why,  that 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Lancashire,  had  nearly  convinced  him, 
and  that  he  had  consequently  been  on  the 
point  of  taking  a  different  course  to  what 
be  at  first  proposed.  The  hon.  Baronet 
further  stated,  that  the  anticipations  of 
the  advantages  which  would  ensue  from 
the  introduction  of  the  Ballot,  and  the 
apprehensions  as  to  the  evils,  were  equally 
delusive,  and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  we 
can  neither  gain  nor  lose  anything  by  its 
establishment.  Then,  Sir,  I  ask  why 
should  we  adopt  a  measure  which  is  per- 
fectly delusive?  If,  after  all  his  expe- 
rience of  popular  elections,  it  be  his  de- 
liberate judgment  that  we  have  nothing 
to  hope  or  fear  from  the  Ballot,  does  he 
sot  also  see  the  great  evil  of  adopting 
tecttiiticfy  which  bo  admits  to  be  delusive  ? 


As  to  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Dublin  in  reply  to  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire, 
what,  he  would  ask,  did  it  amount  to? 
Why,  in  the  first  place,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  asserted,  that  no  pledge 
was  ever  given  on  the  subject  of  the  Ballot 
during  the  discussion  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
that  no  such  pledge  could  be  quoted  from 
the  speeches  of  Lord  Althorp,  and  that 
there  was  no  pledge  of  honour  on  the 
part  of  those  who  supported  Lord  Grey's 
Ministry  in  carrying  Reform,  to  prevent 
the  Legislature  from  now  agreeing  to 
establish  the  Ballot.  But  did  not  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire, 
prove  beyond  the  possibility  of  a  doubt, 
that  the  Government  which  brought  for* 
ward  the  Reform  Bill,  considered  it  as  a 
final  measure,  and  was  determined  to  re- 
sist all  further  changes  in  the  represcitita- 
tive  system  ?  Could  he  bring  forward  a 
more  cogent  proof  than  that  unanswerable 
extract  from  the  speech  of  Lord  Althorp, 
the  leader  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
a  witness  the  more  unexceptionable,  inas- 
much as  the  opinions  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
an  unreformed  Parliament,  were  in  favour 
of  the  Ballot  ?  The  next  objection  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  levelled 
at  the  quotation  which  the  noble  Lord  read 
from  a  letter  in  reference  to  America,  and  the 
operation  of  the  Ballot  systeoK  The  hon. 
and  learned  Geqtleman  says,  that  in  that 
case  the  Ballot  was  not  secret,  but  open. 
But  what  is  the  conclusion  which  we 
draw  ?  That  human  nature  overlooks  all 
restrictions,  and  that  the  intention  was  to 
have  a  secret  Ballot,  but  that  the  influence 
of  party  was  stronger  than  the  operation 
of  the  law,  and  that  parties  became  so 
deeply  interested  in  the  result  of  the  elec- 
tion, as  to  render  all  concealment  impos- 
sible, and  to  put  it  to  an  end.  The  hon* 
Gentleman  has  certainly,  I  must  admit, 
brought  forward  his  Motion  in  the  spirit 
which  has  been  so  justly  characterised  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lanca- 
shire, and  delivered  the  speech,  intro- 
ducing it  not  only  with  great  ability,  but 
with  exemplary  temper.  The  hon.  Gen* 
tieroan  has,  however,  in  the  course  of  his 
able  and  eloquent  speech,  made  one  ad«- 
mission  which,  in  my  opinion,  must  prove 
fatal  to  the  success  of  bis  proposition,  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  he  would 
not — that  it  forms  no  part  of  the  intention 
of  his  Motion— exclude  that  which  he  de- 
signates as  the  really  legal  influeuce  of 
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propeirly.  Ife  says  that  Ke  thinks  a  man 
of  property-*a  man  of  character— ^a  man 
in  whom  confidence  can  be  placed — Will 
exercisei  and  oiight  to  exercise,  the  in- 
fluence which  his  position  gives  him  over 
those  who  are  his  own  neig:hbours,  tenants, 
or  dependents,  even  though  the  Ballot 
should  be  in  operation ;  but,  if  the  hon. 
Member  thinks  so,  I  ask  him  whether  that 
Is  not  directly  contrary  to  the  principle 
which  is  meant  to  be  laid  down  by  this 
Motion.  [Mr.  Grote:  "  No,  no."]  Yes,  but 
I  contend  that  it  is.  By  the  introduction 
of  the  Ballot,  it  must  be  intended,  or  the 
argument'Of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  worth 
nothings  that  every  individual  voter  shall 
take  his  own  view  of  public  affairs,  and, 
having  formed  his  own  opinion,  he  must 
deliver  his  vote  apart  from  influence  or 
persuasion  of  any  kind.  If,  then,  the 
Ballot  be  efficacious  at  all,  it  mast  exclude 
that  influence  of  property,  which  the  hon. 
Gentteman  says  he  desires  to  retain ; 
w«duld  it  not,  then,  be  better  to  let< voting 
remain,  aft  at  present,  under  the  control 
of  'pubNe  opinion;  than  resort  to 'secret 
voting,  which  must  defeat  the  acknow- 
ledged eflleacy  of  public  opinion,  as  well 
as  destroy  the  influence  ef  property.  The 
advoeates  of  the  Ballot  propose  to  ooU'^ 
fine  that  to  the  constituency^,  but  why  I 
know  not.  What  is  the  difference  in 
point  of  principle  between  the  fnnctionB  of 
the  constituent  body,  and  the  functions 
which  the  Representatives  of  that  consti- 
tuent body,  are  called  upon  to  exercise  ? 
Are  we  inaccessible  to  the  force  of  influence, 
o^  do  we  nev^r  on  many  of  the  questions 
which  come  before  us,  act  rather  in  con- 
formity with  party  connexion  than  upon 
abstract  principle,  in  reference  to  their  in- 
dividual merits.  *  Will  it  be  said  by  any 
one'  Member  of  this  House,  that,  upon 
ever^  question  that  comes  before  us,  we 
act  m  accordance  with  the  abstract  merits 
of  that  queetion,  without  any  view  to  party 
or  the  existence  of  the  Ministere  we  wish 
to  see  in  power.  If  we  are  to  try  every 
question  by  ita  abstract  merits,  I,  for  my 
own- part,  can  see  no  reason  why,  if  the 
Ballot  be  considered  good  for  the  consti- 
tuents. It  should  not  also  be  good  for  the 
Representatives,  and  why  the  Ballot  should 
to  be  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. No  doubt  a  -vote  by  Balbt  might 
be  grveh  on  pnrer  principles  than  an  open 
¥ote,  but  then  you  must,  at  the  same  time, 
take  human  nature  into  conmderation,  and 

vake  dne  alloirancefor  iU  pronenesato 


err.    'Portny  owti  part  i  must  say  tUte  I 
think  the  Ballot  would  be,  today  i^eleMit 
of  it,  inconvenient ;  and  diat  it  vrttvAd  toot 
afford  as  much  security  for  the    proper 
exercise  of  the  elective  firanchise,  as  is 
given  by  acting  in  the  face  of  day,  subject 
to  the  control  of  public  opinion.    The  in- 
fluence of  public  opinion  is  the  matest 
security  the  country  can  have  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  Representative  body,  and  why 
it  should  not  have  an  equally  beneflcial 
effect  in  the  constituent  body  I  certainly 
have  yet  to  learn.     But  the  hon»  Gentle- 
man admits,  if  I  apprehend  him  rightly, 
that  in  certain  cases  the  Ballot  would  be 
inefiicacious.      [Mr.    Grote :     No.]      In 
my  view  the  advantage  of  the  Ballot  oould 
at  best  be  ■  only  partial,  and  the  partial 
protection  it  would  afford  to  a  few,  woidd 
be  nothing  as  compared  to  the  influenooof 
public  opinion  over  the  great  -body  of 
voters.     I  agree  Sir,  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Lancashire  that  we  should 
not  exclude  the  influence  which  property 
ought  to  possess,  and   I  do  not  believe 
that  the  Ballot  would  answer  the  expecta- 
tions of  its  proposers  if  it  were  adopted. 
We  cannot  indeed  exelvdethe  influence  of 
property,  consistently  with  the  principles 
on  whic^  alone  a  Monarchical  Government 
can  be  maintained  ;  fbr  if  the  opinion  'Of 
every  man  is  to  be  considered  es  of  equal 
weight,  without  reference  to  the  influence 
of  property,  the  result  must  be  that  the 
40s.  freeholder  will  have  just  as  much  in- 
fluence over  pubKc  affairs  as  the  man  who 
possesses  ten,  aye,  a  hundred,  times  his 
property  and  intelligence,  and  is  infinitely 
more  interested  in    the  preservation    of 
order.     But,  do  what  you  will,  I  tell  you 
that  it  is  not  in  your  power  to  exclude  the 
influence  of  property ;  and  I  therefore,  am 
desirous  that   it  should  be  exercised  in 
the  light  of  day,  and  under  the  control  of 
public  opinion.    Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  meet 
this  Motion  I  shall  offer  only  a  very  fow 
remarks.     The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Stroud,  is  on  principle  opposed  to  the 
Ballot.      His  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tends to  resist  the   Motion,  and  where, 
then,  is  the  necessity  of  not  coming  to  ^ 
decision  upon  it  at  once  ?    This  is  not  a 
question  which  requires  that  we  should 
wait  for  further  information  than  we  at 
present  possess ;  and  if  we  have  experience 
enough  to  enable  us  to  decide  the  maKer 
now,  where  is  the  advantage  of  leaving  It 
•uoaaidedf    Bj  thai  oouree  wa  praotedi 
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oaraelves  fM>m  bbthtng ;  for  if  newevetiU 
should  arise  hefeafVer  to  inducfe  tis  to  aTter 
our  opinions  we  sha^l  be  Just  as  competent 
to  deal  with  the  question  as  if  no  discus- 
sion and  na  decision  had  ever  taken  place. 
If,  then,  we  are  opposed  to  the.  principle, 
what  is  the  consequence  of  meeting  it  with 
a  direct  negative?  By  a  direct  negative 
ail  we  affirm  is  that  our  minds  are  uncon- 
vinced, and  that  instead  of  adopting  a  new 
experiment  we  think  proper  to  adhere  to 
the  present  &y9tem ;  and  thisi^.I  confess, 
appears  to  me  to  be  the  course  which  we 
ought  to  take.  I  come  to  the  same  con- 
clusion* as  the  noble  Lord ;  and  feel  averse 
from  doiug  that  which  is  calculated  to 
delude  the  public  into  supposing  that  our 
opinion  on  this  subject  is  not  mude  up. 
We  have,  without  allowing  this  question  to 
remain  unsettled,  enough  business  on  hand 
to  occupy  us  for  a  long  period,  and  am  I 
unreasonable  when  I  ask  the  House  to 
dispose  of  this  Motion  at  the  pregent 
moment,  and  not  to  adopt  a  vote  which 
must  lead  to  an  impression  on  the  part  of 
the  puWo  dvat  we  are  undecided — that 
our  minds  are  not  yet  made  up  abofit  the 
matter.  Under  these  circumstances  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  will  act  upon  the  impression 
with  which  he  came  down  to  fals  place  this 
evening;  that  he  will  as  leader  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  that  House,  so  far 
set  an  example  as  openly  to  avow  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  that  he  will 
eoncur  with  us,  who  wish  to  meet  the 
question,  with  a  direct  negative,  rather  ths^n 
agree  to  so  ineonvenient  a  proposition  as 
that  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Member  for  Derbyshire.  I  do, 
Sir,  hope  that  the  noble  Lord,  sensible  of 
the  inconvenience  of  assenting  to  the  pro* 
positioti  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derbyshire,  will  now  come  to  a  ne- 
gative or  affirmative  decision  of  the  main 
question.  Instead  of  voting  for  the  pre- 
vious Question,  I  hope  we  shall  give  the 
Motion  a  decided  negative;  and  that  the 
noble  Lord  will  add  his  authority  to  the 
deciston,  by  voting  with  meat  once  against 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London. 

£ord  John  Russell  had  already  stated  to 
the  House  that  if  the  Motion  came  before 
them  as  a  substantive  Motion  he  should 
give  it  a  decided  negative.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  seemed  to 
wish  that  the  Question  should  be  met  by  a 

direct  negative  mtber  (ban  the  previous 


Questiod,  but' for  his  (Lord  John  Rus- 
8eirs)part  he  must  say  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derbyshire  movied  the  previous 
Question  without  his  knowledge.  He 
should  be  glad  if  his  hon.  Friend  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment;  but  certainly 
if  he  did  not  do  so  he  (Lord  John  Russell) 
must  adhere  to  the  intention  which,  he 
had  expressed  of  supporting  that  Amend- 
roent,  although  at  the  same  time  he  shoaM 
prefer  deciding  the  Question  by  a  direet 
negative'  to  voting  for  his  hon.  Frieod'a 
Motion. 

Mr.  Oishome  beg^d  to  confirm  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  hia 
Amendment  wae  proposed  without  any 
concert  with  either  the  noble  Lord  or  any 
other  Member  of  his  Majesty's  Goyerp- 
ment.  At  present  he  was  unfavourable 
to  the  Question  of  the  Ballot,  and  cer^ 
tainly  unless  he  could  be  convinced  that 
secret  voting  was  more  advantageous  than 
open  voting,  he  must  give  the  resistance  of 
his  vote  tathe  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  London.  If,  however, 
he  should  be  called  upon  to  vote  aye  or  no 
upon  the  Motion  as  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  London  be  must  say 
that  he  should  support  that  Motion. 
As  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  wish  him  to 
withdraw  bis  Amendment,  all  he  could 
say  was,  that  he  was  perfectly  ready  to 
adopt  that  course. 
The  Amendment  was  withdrawn, 
Mr.  Grate  rose  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reply  :  at  that  late  hour  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  long,  particularly  as 
the  objections  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
admitted,  he  thought  of  a  very  simple  and 
easy  answer.  It  was  the  undue  ia« 
fluence^  and  not  the  proper  influence, 
which  would  be  prevented  by  the  Ballot* 
Now  every  one-  had  admitted,  to  a  certain 
degree,  that  English  landlords  had  im- 
properly interfered  with  the  freedom  of 
election,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  (Hussell) 
told  them  it  was  to  the  fort)earanc^,0!f 
those  very  landlords  to  whom  the  ionanta 
were.to  look  fiy  protection  in  voting -^ia 
future.  •If  they  had  no  beitiir  ptoteotimi 
than  that; -God help  them  for  the  future! 
He  thought  there  were  no  other  means,  at 
least' none  had  been  started  by  hon.  Gcqt 
tlemen  who  opposed  the  Motion  of  pro« 
tecting  the  voteraiin  the  abieneeof  th« 
Ballot,  in  the  exorcise  of  their  franehiae^ 
freely  and  independently.  The  Leg{slam% 
kwas  boundtO'g:ive  &em  protection  durjtfig 
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he  did  say,  they  never  would  have  falfilled 
their  duty  till  they  had  granted  that  pro- 
tection. He  rejoiced  in  the  voice  of  the 
people  when  it  was  against  him,  as  well  as 
when  it  was  for  him  ;  but  he  never  would 
accede  to  any  arrangement  which  did 
not  take  the  sense  of  the  electoral  body 
freely  and  fully.  He  knew  of  none  other 
than  the  Ballot :  none  had  been  suggested ' 
and,  till  he  received  more  conclusive  evi 
dence  that  there  was,  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  persevere  in  his  Motion  at  every  conve- 
nient season. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  Mo- 
tion— the  numbers  were: — Ayes  144; 
Noes  317  ;  Majority  173. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday f  June  3,  1835. 

MoroTu.]  PettUoof  piaenteiL  By  die  Duke  of  Oos]>oir« 
ttw  ICarqueMOf  Butb,  Uie  Earl  of  Rooxn,  and  the  Arob- 
tbhop  of  Cahtbbbvet,  from  a  Number  of  Placeti  Ibc  a 
hather  Grant  of  Mooey  for  Building  ChurdMi  In  Seotlnd 
— ^By  the  ArdiUibop  of  CamtbbbobTj  ftomBollaav  fior  a 
the  Repeal  of  the  Factoriei'  Regulation  Aet— By  the  Carl 
of  RoDBir,  inm  Chorley,  againit  the  Reatrietioitf  on 
Bear  Shops. 

Patents.]  Lord  Brougham  rose  to 
introduce  a  BUI  on  the  subject  of  Patent 
Laws.  He  said  that  the  defects  of  the 
law  as  it  now  stood  were  admitted,  and 
there  were  two  courses  to  be  pursued  with 
regard  to  its  alteration.  The  first  course 
was  to  effect  an  alteration  of  the  whole 
law  of  patents ;  to  repeal  the  law  from  the 
Statute  of  James  downwards,  and  then  to 
re-enact  such  of  the  provisions  of  the 
present  law  as  it  was  desirable  to  retain 
and  to  enact  other  provisions  for  the 
greater  security  of  patentees  and  of  the 
people  at  large  with  respect  to  patent 
rights,  so  as  to  secure  the  latter  from  the 
bad  effects  of  mooopolies*  There  was  this 
ol:jeGtioD  to  that  course,  that  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  secure  for  it  the  con* 
currence  of  ail  the  interests  involted  in 
the  matter,  and  there  was  this  further  ob- 
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jection,  that  one  of  the  plans  proposed 
would  be  likely  to  entail  on  the  public  one 
of  the  great  evils  of  monopolies.  He 
should  give  one  instance  of  this.  It  was 
proposed,  that  in  order  to  avoid  the  in- 
justice of  keeping  patentees  in  courts  of 
justice  all  the  fourteen  years  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  their  patents,  it  should  be  en- 
acted, that  when  a  man  had  once  got  a 
verdict  establishing  his  patent,  such  a  ver- 
dict should  be  conclusive  as  against  all  the 
world.  The  consequence  of  sach  an  en- 
actment would  be,  that  any  man  could  es- 
tablish a  patent — he  might  get  a  patent, 
though  there  was  no  new  invention,  con- 
sented to  by  the  Attorney-General  per  in- 
curiam  for  the  brewing  of  beer,  or  the 
making  of  bread,  and  he  could  get  a  friend 
to  institute  a  colourable  suit  in  a  court  of 
law  or  equity,  which  might  be  kept  up 
coUusively  during  the  whole  of  the  fourteen 
years  of  the  patent,  and  during  that  time 
the  public  would  be  deprived  of  the  right 
to  dispute  his  patent,  and  must  suffer 
from  his  monopoly.  The  objection  to  this 
course  was  admitted,  and  such  a  proposal 
was  therefore  abandoned.  There  was 
another  course,  namely,  to  remedy  some 
of  the  defects  of  the  present  law,  and  that 
was  the  course  which  he  now  proposed  to 
pursue.  There  were  three  or  four  leading 
defects  in  the  law  as  it  stood  at  present. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  well  known  that  if 
a  person  took  out  a  patent  in  respect  of 
five  or  six  different  things  comprised  under 
one  general  invention,  as  in  the  instanee  of 
an  invention  of  a  new  mode  of  making 
painters'  colours,  if  five  of  these  modes 
were  completely  successful,  but  the  sixth 
was  not  so — was  not  a  useful  invention 
within  the  meaning  of  the  patent  laws,  the 
whole  patent  would  be  void*- void  as  much 
for  the  ^ve  successful  things,  as  for  the 
one  unsuccessful.  In  the  same  manner, 
if  six  things  were  claimed  as  original,  and 
it  diould  be  proved  that  five  out  of  the  six 
were  so,  but  that  the  sixth  was  not — that 
it  was  in  use  at  the  time  the  patent  was 
granted — the  patent  would  be  void  for  all, 
although  it  might  happen  that  each  of 
these  five  things  was  original  and  highly 
valuable,  and  though  the  sixth  might  be 
comparatively  unimportant.  In  the  Courts 
of  Law  and  Equity,  such  a  patent  would  be 
void.  That  was  a  great  hardship,  for  the 
inventor  might  have  made  a  very  merito- 
rious invention  in  respect  of  these  five 
things  that  were  proved  to  be  original ; 
yet  even  for  them  he  would  be  deprived  of 


all  reward,  notwithstanding  all  the  labont 
he  had  bestowed,  and  all  the  expense  he 
had  incurred,  in  discovering  them  and 
bringing  them  into  use.  If  he  had  de- 
ceived uie  Crown  in  respect  of  their  origin- 
ality, he  would  deserve  to  lose  his  patent ; 
but  he  would  equally  lose  it  though  he  had 
honestly,  but  mistakenly,  claimed  nil  six 
as  original.  This  had  been  the  case 
with  the  man  who  invented  the  chain-cable, 
that  most  admirable  and  useful  invention. 
Nobody  could  touch  that ;  but  it  so  hap- 
pening that  he  thought  he  had  invented 
an  anchor  with  a  fixed  stock,  he  included 
it  in  his  patent,  audit  afterwards  appeared 
that  some  other  person  before  that  time  had 
used  one  of  a  similar  kind.  The  whole 
patent,  as  well  for  the  chain 'Cable  as  the 
anchor,  was  declared  void.  Such  might 
also  have  been  the  case  with  respect  to  the 
wonderful  inventions  of  Watt.  The  whole 
of  these-^the  condensing  contrivances, 
the  parallel  motion,  that  most  scientific 
application  of  the  nicest  and  most  abstruse 
principles  of  mechanics — all  would  have 
gone  for  nothing,  new,  original,  and  highly 
useful  as  they  were,  had  any  little  part  of 
the  patent  been  bad.  This  was  an  evil 
that  obviously  required  a  remedy.  He 
proposed,  as  a  remedy,  that  if  within  two 
years  from  the  enrolment  of  the  specifica- 
tion the  patentee  should  enter  a  disclaimer 
as  to  these  parts  of  the  patent,  and  should 
file  the  same  at  the  patent-office,  and 
should  insert  it  a  certain  number  of  times 
in  The  London  Oazette^  and  in  some  of 
the  public  newspapers,  and  if  he  should 
also  get  ^ifiat  from  the  Attorney-General, 
who  should  examine  whether  his  original 
claim  was  innocent  or  fraudulent,  so  as  to 
be  within  the  general  principle  applicable 
to  grants  by  the  Crown  ;  upon  that  being 
filed  and  published  it  should  be  conclusive 
evidence  of  the  Attorney-General  having 
given  leave  to  allow  the  disclaimer,  and  to 
file  it ;  and  the  disclaimer  should  be  con- 
fined in  its  operation  to  those  parts  of  the 
patents  which  he  had  disclaimed,  and 
should  not  affect  the  other  parts  of  it.  The 
next  difficulty  was  this.  A  patentee  now 
stood  in  this  situation,  that  if  the  inven- 
tion was  one  which  related  to  a  matter 
that  h.?d  been  but  newly  introduced,  the 
value  of  which  was  but  vaguely  known, 
and  which  required  time  for  the  public  to 
become  thoroughly  acquainted  with  it,  a 
considerable  period  must  elapse  before  the 
inventor  could  get  a  market — a  demand 
for  his  invention  that  would  repay  him  for 
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Ab  c69t  and  kbour  he  bad  bdstowed  on 
the  prpdaction ;  and  the  fourteen  years 
.usnally  given  as  the  duration  of  a  patent 
•might  pass  away,  and  the  patent  would 
expire  under  the  Statute  of  Jannes  before 
the  patentee  was  remunei'ated.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  a  new  mode  of  doin^ 
something;  that  related  to  a  matter  already 
in  general  use,  and  the  value  of  which  was 
.well  known,  as  was  the  rase  with  the  in- 
vention of  his  hon.  and  ingenious  friend, 
Mr.  Howard,  he  certainly  would  not  want 
the  fourteen  years  to  make  the  market ; 
but  what  then?  why,  he  would  become 
the  prey  of  every  pirate — he  would  be  sub- 
jected to  perpetual  infringements  of  his 
patent,  for  the  temptation  to  infringe  it 
was  too  strong  to  those  who  were  already 
engaged  iii  the  trade  to  which  the  patent 
related,  and  who  found  out  that  the  pa- 
tented article  enabled  others  who  possessed 
.  it  to  carry  on  the  trade  to  much  greater 
advantage,  and,  in  fact,  to  drive  them  out 
of  the  market ;  he  said  the  temptation  to 
infringe  the  patent  was  too  strongs  and 
persons  engaged  in  the  particulars  were 
anxious  to  share  this  new  advantage,  that 
'  it  was  impossible  for  the  patentee  to  preserve 
•his  invention  from  piracy.  In  suchacasei 
all  in  the  trade  tnight  pirate  the' invention 
and  thus  rob  the  inventor  of  his  fair -right 
to  remuneration—  he  would  be  but  one  man 
with  one  purse  against  the  purses  of  a 
hundred  others ;  and  it  was  well  known » 
as  his  (Lord  Brougham's)  experience  had 
shown  him,  that  stock- purses  were  not 
unfrequently  made  by  those  who  pirated 
an  invention  of  this  kind  tO  harass  th^ 
inventor  with  aititions  in  courts  of  law  and 
equity,  and,  driving  him  to  despair,  to 
cbrry  off  the  fruits  of  his  skill  and  labonrl 
.This,  however,  did  not  happen  to  his  hon: 
Friend  Mr.  Howard,  for  that  gentleman, 
by  the  advice  of  friends-— in  fact,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  strongly  joined  in  that  ad- 
yice — ^got  all  the  sut^ar  refiners,  the  opera- 
tions of  whose  business  were  effected  by 
the  discovery  he  had  made,  to  join  him  on 
the  subject  of  the  patent ;  and  assigning 
to  them  two-fifths^  and  reserving  to  him- 
self th^ee'-fiflhs  of  the  profits,  he  gave 
them  an  interest  in  the  matter,  and  made 
them,  in  fact,  patentees,  though  by  the  law 
against  a  partnership  exceeding  a  certain 
number  of  members,  he  could  not  do  so  in 
form.  But  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  en- 
abled'to  do  this  chiefly  from  the  circum- 
stance that  (he  sag^r-refining  business 
was  in  a  few  hands.     Mn  Watt,  notwith- 


standing bh  ftarprising,  and  to  theptibhe 
moat  inealculably  useful  inventions,  fliight 
have  been  out  of  pocket  but  for  a  tet  of 
circumstances  that  could  not  possibly  hap- 
pen in  every  case.  An  Act  of  Parliament 
bad  extended  the  period  for  the  duration 
of  his  patent;  but  if  it  had  ceased  in  the 
usual  time,  he  must  actually  have  been  a 
loser  by  it.  It  would  have  been. better 
worth  his  while  to  have  burned  his  models 
and  discharged  his  men  (as  many  sensible 
and  sincere  friends — Mn  Sraeaton.for  in- 
stance, among  others,  had  advised  him) 
than  to  have  gone  on  contesting  the 
validity  of  his  patent  for  his  extraOrdinay 
inventions.  It  was  after  the  patent  ex- 
pired that  Mr.  Watt  had  really  gained  his 
great  remuneration  for  then  happening  to 
be  a  better  mechanic  than  his  rivals — 
happening  to  have  the  merit  not  only  of 
inventing  the  apparatus,  but  of  con^ruct-* 
•ing  it  in  a  better  way  than  others,  be  ob- 
tained, in  the  midst  of  competition,  the 
command  of  the  market,  and  thus  realized 
his  fortune.  There  were  however  instan- 
ces, in  which  persons,  to  avoid  the  evils 
he  had  mentioned,  kept  their  inventions 
secret.  Such  .was.  the  case  with  the 
nfedicinelong administered  by Mrs.Knight's 
family  in  scorbutic  disorders.  They  had 
never  reduced  the  discovery  to  writing,  and 
they  insisted  always  on  preparing  the  medi- 
'cine  themselves,  and  this  exceUent  medi- 
cine was  likely  to  be  lost  to  the  worlds' be- 
cause, if  it  had  been  made  the  subject  of 
a  patent,  and  its  advantsges  thus  after  a 
time  secured  to  the  public,  the  interest  of 
the  patentee  would  not  have  been  suffici- 
ently protected.  The  same  was  the  case 
with  what  was  called  Steven's  solvent 
for  the  stone.  To  remedy  this  evil  of  the 
patent  laws,  he  proposed  that  if  any  per- 
son should  take  out  a  patent,  and  should 
afterwards  advertise  in  the  London  Qazette 
and  in  the  newspapers  of  London,  and  of 
the  place  where  he  resided,  the  discovery 
he  had  made,  and  if  after  that  he  should 
bring  an  action  in  law  for  the  infringement 
of  his  patent,  or  any  suit  in  equity  for  an 
account  in  consequence  of  such  infringe- 
nnent,  or  that'  any  scire  facias  should  be 
issued  to  repeal  the  patent  and  that  one 
verdict  should  be  found  for  him  on  any  of 
these  proceedings,  and  thaC  the  judge  who 
tried  the  cause  should  certify  in  the  usual 
manner  that  the  validity  of  the  patent  had 
come  in  question ;  that  then,  in  such  case, 
such  verdict  and  certificate  shold  be  given 
in  evidence  in  any  other  such  action  or 
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*fntMing  bj  i eirtf  /oeid^ ;  mid  if  \a  any 
tucli  SDit  or  action  he  obtained  judgment, 
he  ihoald  be  entitkd  to  treble  oosU ;  not 
at  treble  costs  were  taxed  now,  namely, 
the  costs  one*half '  and  then  one-quarter ; 
but  oosts  to  three  times  the  amount  in- 
cuned  in  the  suit.  Another  improvement 
which  he  should  propose  was  directed 
to  the  same  point,  and  was  connect- 
ed with  the  same  statement  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  evil.  He  proposed  that 
after  a  certain  time  had  elapsed,  and  after 
a  certain  numbei*  of  advertisements  had 
been  inserted  giving  the  public  an  ac- 
count of  the  specitication,  and  referring 
to  a  place  in  London  or  in  the  town  at 
which  was  the  residence  of  the  patentee, 
where  models  and  drawings  should  be 
open  to  the  inspection  of  the  public, 
for  one  month,  during  the  time  of  the  ad- 
vertisements, and  for  one  month  after- 
wards, there  should  be  a  limitation  of  the 
right  of  a  third  party  to  try  the  question 
of  the  validity  of  the  patent,  on  the  score 
of  its  originality ;  so  that  after  eighteen 
months  for  the  making  of  the  specification, 
in  no  action  or  suit  on 'the  subject  of  the 
invention  should  any  evidence  of  the  want 
of  originality  in  the  invention  be  ad-* 
aaissihle.  The  last  improvement  that  he 
should  propose  iii  the  present  law  was, 
that  after  certain  noticeff  given,  it  should 
be  in  the  power  of  the  Privy  Council,  upon 
application  daly  made,  after  hearing  the 
circumstances  in  support  of,  and  against 
the  application,  to  grant  an  extension  of 
time  for  not  more  than  seven  years  af\er 
the  expiration  of  the  original  patent. 
These  were  the  leading  improvements  of 
his  Bill.  There  were  others  of  a  minor 
kind,  and  there  was  one,  too,  Mrhich  he 
thought  necessary  to  introduce,  to  guard 
against  frauds  now  frequently  practised — 
that  was  to  prevent- any  person  who  was 
not  really  a  patentee  from  putting  over 
his  shop  the  words  ''by  patent,"  or  **by 
bis  Majesty's  royal  letters  patent,''  or 
other  words  of  a  similar  kind,  which  had 
the  effect  of  transferring  to  him  custom 
as  the  patentee  of  an  article  for  which  he 
really  possessed  no  patent  whatever.  He 
moved  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  agreed  to. — Bill  read  a  first 
time. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  3,  1 835. 

'  Mimss.]  Bilk.    Rnda  diM  tiine:«»WI]li  Biflcutlon; 


BjMvtos  Mb  AdniiristMton**— Ium  S 
Capital  PunislimeDti ;  Alebomo  LiotoMiu 
Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Poultbb,  ftom  Tradesmen 
and  otben  of  LcndMi  and  of  Lftmbeth,  for  the  Betttr 
Otaserraiiae  of  the  Sabbatfb— Sf  ^ir  EoMims  Haym* 
tram  Donegal,  for  the  Renewal  of  the  Linen  Maniifacturen, 
Act — ^By  Mr.  T.  Duncombc,  ttbm  thfee  dllftfent  Trades 
of  LondMif  ftr'  a  Reanistloii  ot  tha  Sentsnee  on  Um  Dor- 
chesler  •liSbouren.^-By  the  ArroRNST-GBliBBiU.,  fhwi 
Perth,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Personal  Succession  (Soot- 
land)  Act ;  and  ftom  the  same  Place,  far  a  Repeal  of  the 
Stamp  DiitiesL— By  the  Marqute  of  CftANSoa,  ttom  -fiatr- 
bridgeworth,  against  being  united  .with  other  Parishes. — 
By  Mr.  F.  Shaw,  Mr.  RicHAfins,  and  an  How.  MaM^aftt 
ttam  several  Pbraes,  for  Protection  to  the  Irish  ProUettant 
Chunh.— By  Mr.  Fsaeua  ttata  Scone,  tot  AbolMitSf 
Lay  Patronage  in  the  Church  of  SooUand.-i-By  Locd 
StanlkT.  Mr.  FsRoua.  and  Mr.  Mauls,  tram  a  Number 
of  Places,  tor  Protection  to  the  Chureh  of  Sootbnd.'^By 
Cokniel  Lbitb  Hay,  Meamu  SrswiRT  Maoksitms, 
Maulb,  and  FaROua,  ftom  a  great  Number  of  Plaos, 
—Against  any  Grant  of  Money  for  Building  Churches  jn 
Sootland^-^By  Messfs.  P.  Howard  and  firftorr,  firoin 
Carlisle,  and  St.  Andrenr'si  Kdlboro,  Tor  the  Repeal  of  (he 
Duty  on  Newspapers. — By  Lord  Morpsth,  and  Messii. 
S.  Lxvsvrb,  Elmks,  and  Smtrrr,  )lrom  several  Ptapei, 
^for  the  Repeal  of  the  Addition  Duty  Mi  Spirit  LleeM. 
—By  Mr.  Wilsom,  ttom  WattisOeid,  against  Chuieh 
Rates,  and  for  Liberating  Mr.  Child  of  Buqgay.~By  Sir 
W.  FooLKsa,  ttom  the  Agricukuxlsts  of  NQrifolli,  fhr 
ReUeC-— By  Mr.  PomBic,  tram  Wifw,  i^pdnst  the  Im- 
piisonment  for  Debt  BiU. — By  X^tAin  Pscbsll,  fhxn 
Brighton  and  Worthing,  in  favour  of  the  Sale  of  Bread 
Bill.— By  OokmU  Sbali^  from  Daitmouth,  In  ftvour  of 
Mnnjpipal  Reftwn* 

Tithes.]  Mr.  Crxfmpion  saidt  the  Peti- 
tion be.  now  had  to  pcesent  'rehted  to  a 
tithe-suit  in  the  Spiritual  Court  at  Litch- 
field* The  petitioner,  Mr.  Thomas  Harris, 
was  a  man  of  respectability,  occupying  a 
farm  in  the  parish  of  Ham  in  Staffordshire, 
which  farm  was  his  (Mr.  Gfforopton*s) 
property.  The  rer.  Bernard  Port  w4s 
rector  of  the  sstme  parish,  and  was  entitled 
to  the  tithe  of  cabbages.  In  the  year 
1831,  the  petitioner  planted  one  acre  of 
land  in  a  field  in  this  farm  with  cabbagvS, 
the  other  part  of  the  field  was  sown  with 
grass  seeds.  The  greatest  part  of  these 
cabbages  was  tithed  without  producing 
any  dispute.  The  cabbages  were  pulled 
at  different  times  as  the  petitioner  bad 
occasion  for  them  for  the  use  of  his  cattle ; 
the  tithe  was  set  out  and  was  drawn  6n 
Mr.  Port's  account.  One  smaH  part 'of 
the  cabbages  remained,  and  the  dispute 
arose  about  the  tithe  of  this  last  part. 
These  cabbages  were  put  by  Harria's 
directions  into  ten  equal  beapa;  eaoh 
heap  consisted  of  eight  or  nine  cabbage«« 
and  notice  was  |;iven  to  Mr.  Port  to 
send  his  man  to  tithe  these  heaps.  Mr. 
Port's  man  came,  but  he  refused  to  take 
the  tithe,  because  he  said  the  heaps  were 
not  equal.  Harris  then  said  Mr.Port^s 
man  might  take  any  heap  he  choee.  Tbis 
did  not  please  himi  and  he  refused  to 
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take  the  tithe.    The  tilhe^  was  therefore/ 
left  in  the  field.  After  the  lapse  of  a  week 
the  petitioner  removed  the  nine  heaps  of 
cabbages  which  were  his  property,  but  the 
rector's  tithe  still  remained  in  the  field. 
It  had  been  already  stated  that  a  part  of 
this  field  was  in  seeds;  for  some  weeks 
three   lambs  had  been  depastured  upon 
the  seeds,    and  the  rector    having    im- 
properly left  his   tithe-cabbages  in    the 
fiela,  the  lambs  ate  some  of  them.     By 
the  refusal  of  the  rector  to  remove  his 
tithe  cabbages  out  of  the  field,    Harris 
was    placed    in    a    difficulty — if  he  re- 
moved his  lambs  out  of  the  field,  he  lost 
the  use  of  it  and  the  pasturage  it  afforded ; 
if  he  allowed  his  lambs  to  remain,  there 
was  a  probability  of  that  occurring  which 
had  occurred — that  they  would  eat  a  part 
of  the  rector's    tithe   cabbages.     What, 
then,  was   Harris  to  do?      Had  he  no 
remedy?    Yes:    he  had  a  remedy;  he 
might  bring  an  action  against  Mr*  Port, 
to  recover  compensation  on  account  of  his 
allowing  the  tithe  to  remain  in  the  field, 
and  thereby  depriving  him  of  the  use  of 
it.     But,  supposing  him  to  have  brought 
an  action,  and  that  the  jury    gave    a 
verdict  in  his  favour,  and  that  the  court 
awarded  him  all  the  costs  it  had  the  pow- 
er to  give ;  even  if  he  thus  succeeded,  he 
would  still  have  to  pay  out  of  his  own 
pocket  a  sum  far  exceeding  the  value  of 
the  object  for  which  he  had  gone  to  law. 
It  was  a    mockery  of  justice  to  say  that 
Harris    had    a   remedy  by  action.     Mr. 
Port's  cabbages,  in  number  8  or  9,  having 
been  wholly  or  partly  consumed  by  the 
lambs,  he  demanded  to  be  paid  for  them, 
and  asked  7t.  6d.  as  their  price ;   Harris 
refused  to  pay  this  sum ;   he  considered 
the  cabbages  not  to  be  worth  more  than 
Id.  each,  and  he  offered  to  pay  in  this 
proportion ;  Mr.  Port  then  commenced  a 
suit  in  the  Spiritual  Court  at  Lichfield  for 
7s.  6d.  which  be  stated  to  be  the  value  of 
the  cabbages,  and  Harris  was  served  with 
a  citation  :  he  applied  to  roe  for  advice 
what  to  do ;  I  recommended  him  to  sub- 
mit, and  be  did  submit;  and  he  complains 
that  on  account  of  eight  or  nine  cabbages, 
which  he  values  at  8  or  9  pence  and  which 
Mr.  Port  values  at  7«.  6d.^  he  has  been  sad- 
dled with  law  expenses  to  the  amount  of 
\&L    2s.    6d,i    this   sum    including   the 
value   of  the  cabbages.     He    ( Mr.  C.  ) 
had  not  any  intention  of  imputing  to  the 
clergy  a  wish  to  act  oppressively ;  on  the 
c*pQtrary,    he  felt  that  those  with  whom 


he  was  flicquainted,  had  gdod  feelings 
about  them  which  would  make  them 
shrink  from  proceeding  against  their 
parishioners  in  the  Spiritual  Court,  and 
he  believed  he  might  apply  the  same 
observation  to  the  greatest  part  of  that 
respectable  body  ;|but  arbitrary  laws  most 
not  be  kept  in  existence  in  the  hope  and 
expectation  that  those  who  were  invested 
with  power  will  be  restrained  by  modera- 
tion and  by  the  sense  of  justice  from 
putting  them  in  force.  He  would  call 
upon  the  House  to  interpose  to  grant 
protection  to  the  farmers  against  the  op- 
pressions of  the  Spiritual  Court,  not 
merely  against  the  Clergy,  but  against 
all  the  possessors  of  tithes.  He  himself 
had  an  interest  in  tithes :  the  sums 
which  he  received  for  tithe  were  much 
greater  than  those  which  he  paid  for 
tilhe;  there  were  many  tithe-owners 
besides  the  clergy.  The  question  he  wou  U 
put  was  this;  is  it  proper  that  a  tithe 
proprietor  should  be  invested  with  the 
arbitrary  powers  of  the  Spiritual  Court, 
which  he  may  use  as  an  instrument  of 
vengeance  against  any  unfortunate  farmer 
who  may  have  incurred  his  displeasure. 
He  would  next  say  a  few  words  in  regard 
to  the  state  of  the  law.  He  had  already 
shown  that  if  a  farmer  was  i^rieved  his 
only  remedy  was  by  action,  and  success 
in  that  was  almost  ruin  to  him.  For  the 
farmer  there  was  no  cheap  justice.  Let 
the  situation  of  the  farmer  be  compared 
with  that  of  the  tithe-owner:  the  tithe* 
owner  had  his  remedy  by  action;  and 
for  all  sums  not  exceeding  ten  pounds 
whether  the  tithes  were  great  or  small, 
he  could  bring  his  complaint  before  two 
Magistrates;  they  were  required  to  do 
him  justice  they  would  give  him  all  the 
money  due  for  tithe,  together  with  full 
costs.  He  complained  that  the  farmer 
should  be  liable  to  a  proceeding  such  as 
this  in  the  Spiritual  Courts  for  such  a 
sum.  The  proctors  who  practised  there 
were  strangers  to  him  ;  he  knew  nothing 
of  the  law  as  there  administered,  and  he 
was  unable  to  obtain  any  information 
from  the  professional  men  who  live  in  his 
neighbourhood.  "  It  is  proper  ( con- 
cluded Mr.  Crompton)  that  I  should  state 
that  I  myself  have  been  involved,  and  am 
still  involved,  in  a  dispute  with  Mr.  Port 
respecting  a  road ;  on  this  account  1  have 
carefully  abstained  from  making  any 
observations:  I  have  confined  myself  to 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  i  have  stated 
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them  M  if  both  the  parties  conceroed 
were  strangrers  to  me. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said^  that  the  rev. 
gentleman  referred  to  had  put  a  statement 
into  his  hands  in  justification  of  his  con- 
duct, and  he  would,  therefore,  briefly  lay 
the  details  of  it  before  the  House.  He 
must  say,  that  it  appeared  to  him  to  signify 
little  what  was  the  value  of  the  tithe 
in  question.  The  simple  question  was, 
had  the  proceedings  been  according  to 
law  ?  This  transaction  had  occurred  four 
years  ago.  Mr.  Port,  he  thought,  justly 
asked  why  had  not  this  petition  been 
brought  forward  at  an  earlier  period  t  He 
stated  that  his  tithing-man,  between  whom 
and  Mr.  Harris  the  affair  had  been  carried 
on,  and  whose  evidence  would  be  material 
upon  the  subject*  was  since  dead,  and 
that  that  might  afford  a  clue  to  the  late 
period  at  which  the  matter  was  introduced 
to  the  notice  of  Parliament.  We  lived  in 
times  when  it  was  extremely  easy  to  cast 
imputations  upon  the  characters  of  cler- 
gymen  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
equally  easy,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  to  gain 
for  them  credibility^  and  no  small  share  of 
support,  no  matter  whether  they  were 
founded  on  truth  and  justice,  or  the  reverse. 
The  question  in  the  present  case  was,  had 
Mr.  Port  transgressed  or  not  the  law  of 
the  case,  and  had  he  laid  claim  to  that 
to  which  he  was  not  entitled.  Let  them 
find  fault  with  the  law  if  they  would,  and 
endeavour  to  introduce  other  measures, 
but  do  not  throw  the  odium  of  the  existing 
law,  if  odium  be  attached  to  it,  on  Mr. 
Port,  or  other  clergymen,  who  find  them- 
selves compelled  by  the  obstinacy  of  tithe- 
payers  to  have  recourse  to  it.  Mr.  Harris 
was,  certainly,  put  to  considerable  expense 
in  consequence  of  the  citation.  Justice 
cost  dear  to  farmers,  but  they  could  not 
alone  complain,  for  he  believed  that 
justice  was  a  cheap  article  to  no  one.  Mr. 
Port  would  not  have  caused  the  expense 
had  he  not  been  forced  to  do  so  in  seeking 
to  obtain  what  was  his  due.  It  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question  whether  the  value 
of  the  article  was  9d.  or  5002. ;  in  both 
cases  the  point  at  issue  was  the  same; 
and  Mr.  Port,  or  any  other  clergyman, 
had  a  right  to  make  use  of  the  means  the 
law  placed  at  his  disposal.  From  the 
statement  that  had  been  placed  in  his 
hands  it  appeared  that  every  species  of 
annoyance  was  offered  by  Harris  to  Mr. 
Port.  Letters  had  been  received  by  Mr. 
Port  from  the  petitioner  couched  in  )an- 


guage  as  vulgar  as  it  was  insolent,  and  the 
petitioner  had  taken  advantage  of  the 
defenceless  situation  of  Mr.  Port,  as  a 
clergyman,  and  had  dared  to  do  that  which 
he  would  not  otherwise  do.  The  course 
pursued  in  regard  to  Mr.  Port,  he  must 
say,  was  of  a  piece  with  the  general  con- 
duct towards  the  clergy.  Let  any  case  in 
which  a  clergyman  of  the  Established 
Church  was  concerned  be  brought  before 
the  House,  and  he  was  certain  that  there 
were  many  there  who,  from  party  spirit, 
would  take  it  up,  and  put  the  worst  con- 
struction on  the  conduct  of  the  clergyman, 
their  sole  object  being,  not  to  consider  the 
justice  of  the  case,  but  to  assume  that  the 
individual  was  in  the  wrong,  because  he 
was  a  clergyman.  This  language  might  be 
thought  to  be  strong  and  unfair;  he 
wished  it  were  so,  but  be  did  not  believe  it 
was.  He  would  not  go  into  detail  of  the 
disgusting  ribaldry  with  which  Mr.  Port 
had  been  assailed.  He  would  merely  state 
one  fact,  that,  on  one  occasion,  while  Mr. 
Port  was  administering  the  communion  in 
the  church,  the  petitioner  and  others  got 
up  a  party  at  a  pubUc-house,  and  excited 
a  brawl.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  again  protesting  against  the  course 
adopted  towards  Mr.  Port. 

Captain  Pechell  certainly  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  these  cases  were  all 
of  a  piece.  He  (Captain  Pechell)  had  at 
this  moment  a  relative  of  his  suffering  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer;  and  the  only 
difference  between  the  two  cases  was,  that 
his  relative  had  been  carried  thither  on 
account  of  a  small  demand  for  turnips, 
and  the  present  was  respecting  cabbages. 
In  that  case  tithe  was  actually  claimed  for 
turnips  that  had  been  hoed  up  for  the  use 
of  the  cattle..  If  they  had  been  carried 
off  the  land  for  sale,  the  clergyman  might 
have  been  justified  in  making  the  demand ; 
but,  as  it  was,' he  had  no  right  to  make  it. 
His  relative  was  put,  at  this  moment,  to 
considerable  expense  by  a  suit  in  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  on  the  subject.  These 
monstrous  cases  occurred  every  day,  and 
some  remedy  should  be  adopted  to  put  an 
end  to  such  vexatious  proceedings. 

Mr.  Richards  expressed  his  deep  regret 
that  a  system  so  odious  and  tyrannical, 
and  so  open  to  abuse,  should  be  suffered 
any  longer  to  exist.  He  regretted  ex- 
tremely that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  pro- 
posed to  delay  the  Commutation  of  Tithes 
for  another  Session,  perhaps  sine  die,  and 
to  sufier  such  abominable  abuses  as  9kX0W 
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out  of  the  preseDt  itate  of  th«  law  to 
exist. 

Sir  George  Strickland  observed,  that 
the  most  important  point  of  the  petition 
was,  that  for  tithe  of  the  value  of  2s.  an 
expense  of  15/.  was  incurred  in  the  Eccle- 
siastical courts  :  thus  showing  the  vexa- 
tious nature  of  procedure  of  those  tribunals* 
He  trusted  that  no  time  would  be  lost  in 
passing  the  Bill  which  had  been  already 
introduced  for  doing  away  with  the  juris- 
diction of  Ecclesiastical  Courts  in  these 
matters. 

Dr«  Nickoll  observed,  that  if  the  late 
Government  had  not  been  dissolved,a  mea- 
sure for  the  Commutation  of  Tithes,  and 
the  Bill  alluded  to  for  abolishing  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  would 
be  now  on  their  passage  through  Parlia- 
ment. It  did  not  come  with  a  good 
grace  from  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
regret  the  loss  of  measures  which  had 
been  occasioned  by  the  recent  change  of 
Government. 

Mr.  G'Dwyer  remarked,  that  the  delay 
in  passing  these  and  other  measures  of 
reform  was,  in  fact,  attributable  to  the 
unfortunate  change  of  Government  in 
November  last.  Had  the  clergyman  no 
other  means  of  recovering  hb  tithe  in  this 
instance  except  by  expensive  and  op- 
pressive proceedings  in  one  of  the  superior 
courts?  The  hon.  Member  talked  of 
there  being  Members  in  that  House  in- 
fluenced by  party  spirit  against  the  cler- 
gymen of  the  Established  Church.  [Mr. 
Trevor  \  No  I  I  said  in  the  country.] 
The  hon.  Member  might  not  have  meant 
to  say  so,  but  he  bad  distinctly  applied  the 
terms  to  Members  of  that  House,  and,  for 
his  own  part,  he  would  as  distinctly  deny 
the  justice  of  the  application. 

Sir  Jokn  Y.  Bulkr  bore  strong  testi- 
mony to  the  benevolent  character  of  the 
reverend  gentleman.  He  was  sure,  he 
said,  that  nothing  but  the  most  vexatious 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  petitioner  would 
have  driven  Mr.  Port  to  the  proceedings  he 
had  adopted.  This  man  actually  sent  Mr. 
Port,  when  offering  him  his  tithe  in  kind, 
one  cabbage  in  one  day,  for  which  the  tithe- 
man  had  to  come  two  miles.  Vexatious 
proceedings  of  this  character  justified  the 
clergyman  in  makinjg  an  example  of  one 
man  for  the  peace  and  quiet  of  the  parish, 
and  he  did  not  bring  him  into  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Court  until  be  had  first  brought  him 
before  the  magistrates,  bot  without  any 
good  effect. 


Mr.  Barnard  must  say,  for  one  Member 

of  that  House,  that  he  was  not  influenced 
bv  party  spirit  against  the  established 
clergy.  He  was  most  willing  to  do  them 
justice  where  they  deserved  it. 

Mr.  Wilson  Patten  said,  the  petitioner 
had  been  heard  to  boast  that  he  had  good 
support  in  the  back  ground  to  sustain  bim 
in  the  law  proceedings,  and  that  he  would 
put  the  clergyman  to  all  the  expense  he 
could.  This  Mr.  Harris  had  been  always 
at  the  greatest  pains  to  stir  up  ill  feeling  in 
the  parish. 

Mr.  Edward  Buller  also  bore  testimony 
to  the  general  kind  and  benevolent  dispo-i 
sition  of  the  reverend  gentleman,  and 
expressed  his  opinion,  that,  if  any  disputes 
had  arisen  between  him  and  his  parishioners, 
they  were  attributable  to  the  state  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  Crompion  said^  it  was  owing  to  him 
that  the  petition  had  not  been  presented 
at  an  earlier  period.  It  was  sometime 
before  Mr*  Port's  Bill  of  Costs  was  deliver- 
ed to  him;  as  he  lived  100  miles  from  Ham 
it  was  some  time  before  he  examined  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  An  additional 
reason  was,  that  there  was  a  prospect  that 
the  tithes  would  have  been  commuted 
before  this  time.  He  now  heard  of  the 
death  of  Mr.  Port's  tithing  man  for  the 
first  time.  He  must  not  omit  to  say,  that, 
lamenting  as  he  did,  that  differences 
should  exist  between  a  clergyman  and  hit 
parishioners,  he  had  called  upon  Mr.  Port 
for  the  purpose  of  proposing  that  the  tithes 
should  be  valued  by  an  impartial  person, 
and  that  a  money  payment  should  be 
made  in  lieu  of  tithe  taken  in  kind.  He 
had  afterwards  made  the  same  offer 
through  a  professional  Gentleman,  whose 
name  he  would  at  anytime  give,  but  Mr. 
Port  thought  fit  to  reject  the  offer.  He 
did  not  know  what  where  the  insults  of 
which  Mr.  Port  complained,  but  he  should 
be  most  happy  for  all  the  circumstances  to 
be  laid  before  a  Committee  of  Gentlemen 
impartially  chosen,  who  would  say  to 
which  party  blame  attached.  He  made 
this  proposal. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

TiTH£fl.  (Ireland.)]  Mr.Skarman 
Crawford  presented  petitions  from  Tam- 
laght,  Finlagan,  and  other  places  in 
Londonderry,  and  from  Ballymore,  Bally- 
yeaston,  and  other  places  in  Antrim, 
praying  for  the  total  and  immediate  ex- 
tinction of  tithes  and  the  regium  drnium. 
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Tbej  came  fVoiii  tbe  Protestant  tnd 
Presbyterian  landholders  of  those  parishes. 
He  wcMsld  just  state  some  particulars  as  to 
those  parishes,  in  Tamlaght  and  Finla- 
^n,  in  the  county  of  Londonderry,  the 
Dissenting  population  was  6,561,  while 
that  of  the  Established  Church  was  only 
544,  and  the  tithe  composition  there 
amounted  to  1,000/.  per  annum.  In  the 
Grange  of  Ktldallagh,  the  DiBsenting 
population  was  880,  the  Established 
Church  population  twenty,  and  without 
any  church  or  any  service  the  parishioners 
paid  73/.  to  a  rector  who  lived  twelve  miles 
distant.  In  Bally  more,  in  the  county  of 
Antrim,  the  Diisenting  population  was 
3,427,  and  the  members  of  the  Church 
Establishment  only  122;  the  average 
congregation  at  Church  was  from  four  to 
eight,  and  the  tithe  amounted  to  331/. 
In  Ballyorton,  county  of  Antrim,  the 
Dissenters  were  4,028,  and  the  members 
of  the  Established  Church  fifty  and  the 
tithe  was  200/.  per  annum.  The  peti- 
tioners prayed  for  tbe  abolition  of  any 
assessment,  whether  in  the  shape  of  tithe 
or  land-tax,  levied  on  any  portion  of  the 
community  not  members  of  the  Establish- 
ed Church  for  the  support  of  that  Esta- 
blishment. They  maintained  that  all  the 
revenue  that  was  at  present  levied  on  Dis- 
senters for  that  purpose  should  be  looked 
upon  as  surplus  revenue  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church. 

Mr.  Shaw  only  wished  to  observe  that 
tithe  was  wholly  paid  by  the  landlords, 
and  that  19-20ths  of  the  land  in  Ireland 
was  the  property  of  Protestants. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jachon,  while  he  entirely 
differed  from  the  petitioners,  bore  his 
testimony  to  the  respectability  of  their 
character. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  was  most  anxious 
for  a  final  settlement  of  the  Tithe  Ques- 
tion, but  not  in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
petitioners.  He  denied  that  the  Presby- 
terians as  a  body  wished  for  the  abolition 

» 

of  the  regium  donwn.      He  begged  to 
state  that  the  clergyman  who  received  the 
1 ,000/.  a-year  referred  to  was  the  brother- 
in-law  of  Lord  Plunkett. 
Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Breach  OF  Privilege. — Mr.Charl- 
Tow  AND  Mr.  Hume.J  Mr.  Hume 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
some  proceedings  which  took  place  in  the 
Honse  at  a  very  late  hour  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  of  last  night.      He  did  so 


because  he  considered  it  to  be  the  duty 
of  every  man  who  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  the  House  to  endeavour  to  promote 
order  and  regularity  in  its  proceedings. 
Although  on  some  occasions  during  the 
many  years  he  had  sat  in  the  House  he 
might  probably  have  violated  the  decorum 
of  debate,  and,  led  away  by  the  warmth, 
of  argument,  have  casually  indulged  in 
language  which  it  was  improper  to  perse« 
vere  in,  he  must  say  that  never  on  any* 
occasion  when  he  thought  himself  in  the 
wrong  had  he  hesitated  to  avow  his  error, 
and  he  had  been  alwaysready,  even  though 
he  might  not  have  considered  himself 
wrong,  to  bow  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
and  the  House,  because  in  such  cases  he 
thought  that  the  party  concerned  was  not 
likely  to  form  so  correct  a  judgment  as 
cool  and  dispassionate  individuals.  Jt 
would  be  recollected  that  that  morning, 
at  the  close  of  the  debate,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ludlow  rose  from  a  seat  behind 
the  place  where  he  (Mr.  Hume)  now 
stood,  and  persevered  in  addressing  the 
House,  contrary,  as  it  appeared  to  him^  • 
to  its  wish.  Whilst  the  hon.  Gentleman 
yras  in  the  midst  of  that  Address,  in  allu-' 
sion  to  what  had  just  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
he  stated  that "  the  noble  Lord  had 
proved  that  the  system  of  Vote  by  Ballot 
had  failed  in  the  United  States."  Atthat 
moment  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Bath,  was  sitting  by  him . 
(Mr.  Hume),  and  he  made  an  observation 
to  his  hon.  Friend,  who,  as  well  as  him- 
self, had  heard  what  the  noble  Lord  said 
on  the  subject.  His  (Mr.  Hume*s)  opinion 
on  the  Ballot  was  well  known,  and  he  had 
restrained  himself  with  some  difficulty 
from  following  the  noble  Lord,  for  he  cer- 
tainly felt  a  great  desire  to  expose  the 
fallacies  of  his  argument.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ludlow  made  use  of  the 
words  referred  to,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  said 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, ''  No  such 
thing  has  been  proved.''  Upon  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  stopping  in  the  midst 
of  his  speech,  addressed  him,  and  said, 
very  warmly,  **  Hold  your  tongue.  Sir." 
He  replied  to  this  singular  address  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  **  I  wiU  not  hold  my 
tongue  ;  I  am  not  speaking  to  you."  The 
hon.  Gentleman  rejoined,  **  If  you  don't, 
ril  make  you,  Sir;  1  say  if  you  don't, 
hold  your  tongue,  Til  make  you  ;  you  are 
an  impertinent  fellow  ;  we  don't  want  any 
radicalism  or  i|ny  republicanism  here." 
R2 
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He  then  tamed  round » and  again  reply- 
ing to  the  hon.  Qentleroan,  said,  **  You 
are  an  impertinent  fellow,  do  yon  hold 
your  tongue/'  He  spoke  this  with  some 
warmth,  and  was  near  rising  to  make  use 
of  his  hands  on  the  occasion,  but  respect 
for  the  House  kept  him  down.  Nothing 
more  passed  between  himself  and  the  hon« 
Gentleman  personally ;  and  for  his  part, 
he  thought  that  the  offencehad  been  offered 
on  the  part  of  the  hon  Gentleman,  and 
not  by  him.  He  had  to  move  for  some 
returns,  and  remained  in  the  House  after 
the  close  of  the  debate  for  that  purpose ; 
while  waiting  in  his  place^  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wenlock  came  to  him  and  said  he 
wished  to  speak  to  him  outside  on  the 
subject  of  what  had  passed  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  and  him.  He  ac- 
cordingly after  he  had  finished  his  business 
went  out,  when  a  letter,  which  he  now 
held  in  his  hand,  was  given  to  him. 
It  was  as  follows : — 

*'  House  of  Commons,  Tuesday  Night. 
''  Sir, — I  heard  you  make  use  of  the  words 
'  impertinent  fellow'  when  I  was  speaking. 

''  I  believe  that  you  meant  to  apply  those 
words  to  me,  but,  for  fear  of  any  mistake,  I 
desire  1  may  know  immediately  whether  you 
did  or  not, 

"  I  am  Sir,  your  humble  servant, 

£.  L.  Cbablton.'^ 
«  Joseph  Hume,  Esq." 

The  Gentleman  who  handed  him  the  letter 
said  he  hoped  that  he  (Mr.  Hume)  would 
retract  the  expression  complained  of,  but 
this  he  declined  to  do,  on  the  ground  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  had  com- 
menced the  attack,  and  that  he  himself 
had  the  best  right  to  complain.  On  his 
way  out  after  the  close  of  the  business  of 
the  House  he  was  met  by  the  same  hon. 
Member  from  whom  he  had  received  the 
foregoing  communication.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  that  Mr.  Charlton  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which  his 
letter  had  been  received,  and  he  hoped  for 
a  different  answer.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  said 
that  **  he  had  no  other  answer  to  give  to- 
night ;"  upon  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  "  "Will   you   not  name  a  friend  to 

^  meet  me  on  the  subject  Y'  He  told  the 
hon.  Member  that  ^*  he  would  not,  and 
had  no  other  answer  to  give."    He  then 

•  walked  away  and  thought,  no  more  of  the 
matter  imagining  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's warmth  would  be  sobered  down 
by  a  little  reflection  in  the  course  of  the 

Piyht,      However,  it  ;ppear»d  b^  was! 


mistaken,  for  at  10  o'clock  this  morning 
be  received  two  letters  on  the  subject 
The  first  was  in  the  following  terms  :-^ ' 

Hyde-park  Barracks,  June  3, 1835.  • 
''Sir,— The  enclosed  letter,  which  I  have 
just  received  from  Mr.  Charlton,  I  lose  no  time 
in  forwarding  to  you,  and  which,  in  compliance 
with  his  request,  I  shall  publish  in  the  evening 
papers  of  this  day. 

*'  I  am,  Sir,  &c.,  &c., 

C.  Forester." 
**  Joseph  Hume,  Esq. 

This  was  the  enclosure  : — 

'*  Fendall's  Hotel,  Palace-yard,  3  o'clock 
Wednesday  morning. 
Sir, — ^''I  am  justinformed  by  Mr.  Forester  that 
you  have  refused  to  give  him  any  answer  to  my 
letter,  that  you  have  refused  likewise  to  enter 
into  any  explanation,  or  name  any  friend  with 
whom  he  might  confer. 

"  Under  these  circumstances,  I  regret  that 
I  am  reduced  to  the  necessity  of  publicly 
declaring  what  I  conceive  the  world  will 
justify  roe  in  doing— namely,  that  you  have 
rendered  yourself,  by  your  unmanly  and 
cowardly  behaviour,  wholly  unworthy  of  the 
title  of  a  Gentleman. 

"  I  am,  Sir,  &c.,  &c., 

£.  L.  Charlton.'^ 
"  Joseph  Hume,  Esq. 

After  be  had  eaten  his  breakfast  he  con* 
sidered  that  it  was  quite  possible  he  might 
have  been  mistaken,  and  said  something 
wrong  in  the  heat  of  the  moment,  and 
therefore  he  immediately  wrote  a  letter  to 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Bath,  who  sat  next  to  him  during  the 
debate,  and  heard  all  that  passed.    The 
note  to  the  hon.  Member  stated,  that  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  was  sitting  by  his  side  last 
night,  when  Mr.  Charlton  made  an  unwar- 
rantable attack  on  him,  and  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  state  the  precise 
words  used  on  that  occasion,  which  he 
must  be  able  to  do,  as  he  had  called  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  to  order.    The 
letter  went  on  to  state,  that  the  writer  had 
not  been  able  to  see  Mr.  Roebuck  in  the 
House  after  the  transaction,  and  that,  not 
wishing  to  depend  entirely  on  his  own  re^ 
collection,  he  now  asked  Mr.  Roebuck  to 
state  the  substance  of  the  whole  conversa- 
tion.    Mr.  Roebuck's  answer  stated,  that 
he  now  transmitted  an  account  of  what 
took  place  last  night  between  Mr.  Charl- 
ton and  Mr.  Hume,  and  declared  that  a 
more  unprovoked  iusult  the   writer  had 
never  witnessed  than  that  offered  by  the 
former  Gentleman   to  the  letter.     Their 
conversation  had  really  no  reference  to  Mr. 
Charlton,   though  it  was  suggested   by 
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what  that  Gentleman  said.  He  could  only 
account  for  the  extraordinary  conduct  of 
Mr.  Charlton  on  the  groundof  anger.  The 
letter  contained  a  memorandum  stating 
that'*  Mr.  Charlton  observed  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  that  Lord  Stanley  had 
clearly  proved  that  the  Ballot  had  failed  in 
America,  upon  which  we  began  convers- 
ing with  each  other  as  to  the  tried  effi- 
ciency of  the  system  of  the  Ballot  in  the 
United  States.  Mr.  Charlton  immediately 
exclaimed,  addressing  Mr.  Hume  in  a  sharp 
and  imperious  tone,  '  Hold  your  tongue, 
Sir ;  if  you  want  to  say  any  thing  on  the 
sobiect,  you  can  reply  to  me.'  Mr.  Hume 
said, '  ril  not  hold  my  tongue ;  I  am  not 
speaking  to  you.'  Mr.  Charlton  rejoined, 
'  Yes,  but  you  shall  hold  your  tongue,  Sir, 
ril  make  you  hold  your  tongue ;  you  are 
an  impertinent  fellow  ;  we  want  no  repub- 
licanism here.'  Here  Mr.  Hume  turned 
round  and  said  with  some  warmth,  '  Do 
you  hold  your  tongue ;  you  are  an  imperti- 
nent fellow.'  Mr.  Harvey,  who  was  sit- 
ting near,  turned  about,  and  exclaimed, 
*  Shame,  shame,  Mr.  Charlton.'  V  then 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  calling  Mr.  Charl- 
ton to  order,  and  the  House  knows  what 
passed  afterwards.  He  thought,  however, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  con- 
tinued, that  owing  to  the  confusion  which 
prevailed,  the  House  might  not  know  pre- 
cisely what  had  occurred,  and  therefore 
he  would  state  the  circumstances.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  rose  to  order,  so  did 
he,  but  at  that  moment  the  attention  of 
the  Speaker  was  occupied  in  calling  for 
silence  in  other  parts  of  the  House,  and  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  stood  for  some  time  without 
catching  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  eye. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  near 
him  appeared  from  his  manner  to  think  the 
matter  scarcely  worth  further  notice,  and 
the  Speaker  said, "  that  the^e  interruptions 
were  extremely  improper."  Thinking  that 
the  observation  might  perhaps  apply  to 
himself,  he  sat  down  without  attempting  to 
pursue  the  subject.  He  now  put  it  to  the 
House  to  consider  in  what  situation  a 
Member  must  be  placed  if  he  were  to  be 
liable  to  such  interruptions  and  attacks  as 
had  occurred  in  this  case.  He  had  done 
nothing  to  outrage  the  House  or  offend  the 
hon.  Member.  Was  it  to  be  tolerated  for 
a  single  moment,  because  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  angry,  or  perhaps  felt  desirous  of 
notoriety  in  the  newspapers,  that  another 
hon.  Member  was  liable  to  be  called  out  to 
be  shot  at  and  have  a  ball  sent  through  his 


head,  by  way  of  affording  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man satisfaction :  or  would  it  be  any  satis- 
faction to  him  to  send  a  ball  through  the 
hon.  Member's  head  on  such  an  occasion? 
There  were  instances,  he  knew,  where 
there  was  no  alternative  but  a  resort  to  the 
laws  of  honour,  and  he  did  not  condemn 
persons  who,  in  situations  of  absolute  ne- 
cessity, complied  with  an  established 
practice ;  but  was  it  to  be  endured 
that  in  a  deliberative  assembly,  if  a  man 
could  not  convince  his  opponent  by  argu- 
ment, he  was  to  settle  the  point  in  dispute 
by  shooting  him?  He  then  had  a  just 
ground  of  complaint  against  the  hon. 
Member,  although  that  individual  appear- 
ed to  think  differently.  He  dared  to  say, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
thought  it  would  look  well  to  see  a  cor- 
respondence between  Mr.  Charlton  and 
Mr.  Hume  in  the  newspapers.  Perhaps 
that  was  the  hon.  Gentleman's  motive; 
but,  however  that  might  be,  he  thought 
the  present  a  course  which  the  House 
ought  not  to  sanction.  While  he  had  been 
in  the  House,  and  on  more  occasions  than 
one,  he  had  always  felt  it  to  be  his  duty, 
and  to  be  most  consistent  with  the  honour 
and  character  of  the  House,  to  accede  to 
the  principle,  that  whatever  took  place  in 
the  House  should,  if  it  required  explana- 
tion, be  explained  in  the  House.  He  was 
only  now  acting  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  and  principle  which  had  actuated 
him  in  that  House  during  the  last  twenty 
years.  He  threw  himself  on  the  House  on 
this  occasion,  and  having  stated  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  say,  that  if  there  was  any  Member  more 
quiet  than  another  during  the  debate  of 
last  night,  it  was  himself.  He  had  kept 
his  seat,  and  did  not  rise  during  the  dis- 
cussion, except  once  in  the  earlier  f)eriod 
of  the  evening,  when  he  did  not  succeed  in 
catching  the  Speaker's  eye.  He  com- 
plained of  being  attacked  in  this  manner, 
when  he  was  not  giving  offence  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  thought  that  he  was  now 
only  doing  his  duty  in  stating  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  leaving  it  to  the 
decision  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton  rose  on  this 
occasion,  as  the  House  might  easily  sup- 
pose, under  feelings  of  considerable  appre- 
hension, occasioned  not  through  fear  of 
the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  but  through  a  fear  lest, -sud- 
denly called  on,  as  he  now  was,  and  with- 
out   an   opportunity  of  consulting   his 
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Friends  who  sat  near  him  last  night,  he 
might  not  be  able  to  bring  bis  case  before 
the  House  in  the  same  way  as  the  hon. 
Gentieican  who  had  brought  down  a  pre- 
pared statement  of  the  circumstances. 
However,  be  thought  it  sufficient  for  him 
to  state  (as  far  as  his  justification  was 
concerned),  on  bis  honour  as  a  Gentleman 
— on  his  honour  as  a  Member  of  the 
House — in  the  strongest  language  that  a 
man  conld  make  use  of,  and  still  be  within 
the  limits  of  the  Parliamentary  rule  and 
usage,  that  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex had  just  stated  was  not  true.  [Order,] 
It  was  exceedingly  unfair  in  any  Member  to 
say  he  was  out  of  order.  Was  he  to  submit 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex,  containing  as  that 
statement  did  a  most  unjustifiable  attack 
on  his  conduct;  and  was  be  not  allowed  to 
deny  it?  In  common  justice,  such  an 
attack  having  been  made  he  had  a  right 
to  reply  to  it,  and  he  trusted  that  no  party 
feeling  or  prepossession  would  be  per- 
mitted to  interfere  with  his  defence.  On 
the  honour  of  a  Gentleman,  he  declared 
that  he  never  did  make  use  of  the  words 
**  You  are  an  impertinent  fellow/'  nor  ap- 

ey  such  terms  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
e  believed  be  could  have  brought  for- 
ward evidence  to  prove  that  he  had  used 
no  such  words,  if  he  had  had  the  same 
opportunity  of  preparation  as  the  hon. 
Member.  If  he  had  indeed  used  those 
strong  and  offensive  expressions,  he  asked 
whether  the  hon.  Member  would  not  last 
night  have  stated  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Forester),  when  called  on  for  an  explana- 
tion by  that  Gentleman,  "  that  Mr.  Charl- 
ton bad  first  insulted  him  by  calling  him  an 
impertinent  fellow  r  r^Hedidl"]  Did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  his  hon.  Friend  that? 
No;  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  no  such  thing; 
he  said,  **  that  he  had  reason  to  complain 
of  Mr.  Charlton  for  interrupting  his  cpn- 
versation,  and  telling  him  *to  hold  his 
tongue ;'"  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  never, 
till  this  present  occasion,  spoke  of  the 
use  of  those  strong  and  offensive  words, 
**  impertinent  fellow,**  or  complained  of 
their  having  been  applied  to  him. — Those 
words  he  (Mr.  Charlton)  declared  he  had 
never  used  in  the  whole  course  of  his  life  in 
reference  to  a  Gentleman,  and  which  no 
person  with  any  pretensions  to  the  charac- 
ter of  a  Gentleman  would  so  apply.  In 
the  midst  of  the  great  interruptions  which 
be   experienced  last  night,  he  certainly 
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traordinary  nature  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  to  induce  him  to  use  the 
expressions  which  he  did  use.    In  the  first 
mstance,  he  requested  the  hon.  Memb^ 
to  hold  bis  tongue;  but  on  the  hon.  Mem^ 
ber  replying  that  he  would  not,  ho  (Mr. 
Charlton)  then,  dropping  the  entreating 
tone,  told  the  hon.  Member  to  hold  his 
tongue.    That  was  the  whole  ''  head  and 
front  of  his  offending^,"  and  he  declared, 
before  Heaven,  that  ne  badjused  no  other 
offensive  expression.    He  should  be  io  a 
condition  to  prove  the  truth  of  his  state- 
ment when  those  hon.   Gentlemen  who 
were  sitting  near  him  last  night  came 
down  to  the   House.      If  then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  been  guilty, 
in  the  first  instance,  of  a  want  of  courtesy, 
and  in  the  next  of  unfairly  interrupting, 
there  could  be  no    doubt  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  the  first   party  to  offend. 
After  that,  he  admitted  that  he  had  writ- 
ten the  note  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
complained,  and  it  was  rather  surprising 
the  hon.  Member,  if  he  conceived  that  he 
(Mr.   Charlton)  had  used  the  expression 
*'  impertinent  fellow,"  did  not  tell  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wenlock  that  he  (Mr.  Charl- 
ton) was  the  person  who  first  gave  offence. 
He  hardly  knew  what  the  question  at  the 
present  moment  was,  because  the  dispute 
which  had  taken  place  between  himself 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  was 
a  private  dispute,  which  had  been  carried 
beyond  the  walls  of  that  House.     He  ad- 
mitted that  he  had   followed  that  oourae 
which   it  was  the  invariable  practice  for  a 
Gentleman  to  pursue  when  he  felt  him- 
self to  be  insulted  by  another,  and,  what- 
ever might  be  the  opinion  of  some  Puri- 
tans, seemed  to  him  to  be  the  best  cal- 
culated to  secure  the  privileges  of  society. 
It  was  with  great  reluctance  that  he  for 
the  first  time  in  his  life  resorted  to  the 
unpleasant  alternative  to  which  the  boo. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  called  the 
attention  of  the  House ;  and  he  only  did 
so  when  he  found  that  the  hon.  Member 
refused  to  answer  his  letter,  set  at  defi- 
ance all  explanation,  and  disregarded  all 
those  bonds  by  which  society  was  held 
together.    He  had  therefore  been  redoced 
to  the  necessity  of  using  strong  language 
but  if  they  were  the  last  words  he  had  to 
speak,  he  would,  feeling  that  be  had  been 
insulted,  rather  lose  his  right  hand  than 
retract  a  syllable  of  what  he  had  written. 
Mr,  Roebuck  widf  that  althoogh  heww 
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•too,  ho  felt  it  bi»  duty  to  coni«  for- 
wafd  in  the  cbiractcr  of  a  witQ089*  The 
imo  parties  who  had  hitherto  spoken, 
appeared  to  be  influenced  by  those  feelings 
of  warmth  which  naturally  arose  out  of 
the  dispute.  To  that  dispute  be  had  been 
DO  party.  ,  He  came  forward  as  a  wituess, 
and  he  hoped  and  trusted,  in  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House,  an  impartial  one. 
He  would  speak  with  all  the  solemnity  of 
manner  and  adjuration  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  bad  last  addressed  the  House ; 
and  he  would  suppose,  though,  perhaps, 
ID  not  so  emphatic  a  njanqer,  that  he  was 
speaking  on  oath,  in  the  presence  of  a 
jury.  Tbe  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
began  a  conversation  which  was  suggested 
by  a  remark  of  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Lud- 
low, who  said  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lancashire  (Lord  Stanley) 
had  stated  '<  that  the  Ballot  had  been  tried 
in  America  and  had  failed  f  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  or  himself — 
he  hardly  knew  which  made  the  remark 
first— *said  that  it  was  no  such  thing.  The 
conversation  continued,  until  it  was  inter- 
rupted by  (be  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow. 
He  confessed  he  was.  somewhat  startled 
by  the  eudden  and  sharp  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  exclaimed 
*'  Hold  your  tongue*  Sir ;  if  you  want  to 
aaswer  me,  you  can  reply  to  me  after  1 
hare  done/'  To  ^his  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  said,  *'  I  shall  not ;  I  am 
not  talking  to  you.''  Tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Ludlow  replied, ''  Hold  your  tongue, 
Sir :  you  shall  bold  your  tongue ;  I  will 
make  you  hold  your  tongue;  you  are  an  im- 
pertioeot  fellow ;  we  want  no  republican- 
ism here  1"  When  he  rose  and  called  tbe 
hop.  Member  for  Ludlow  to  order,  he  said 
that  the  hon .  Membe  r  had  made  use  of  a  word 
which  no  hon.  Member  could  beexpected  to 
hear  from  another.  He  bad  stated  at  the 
time  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  had 
called  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  an 
impertioeni  felk>w.  He  was  asked  by 
aeveial  hon.  Membera-^many  of  whom  he 
was  aure  would  corroborate  the  statement 
be  was  now  making — before  he  left  the 
House,  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow 
had  eaid ;  bis  reply  was,  that  he  had 
called  Mr.  Hume  an  impertinent  fellow, 
and  told  him  he  wanted  no  republicanism 
there*  He  had  said  all  he  knew  of  the 
transaction ;  he  was  no  longer  a  witness, 
wd  would  therefore  for  tbe  present 
abstain  from  saying  any  more  upon  tbe 
fttbject. 


Mr.  WHUam  Roche  was  not  cognizant 
of  bis  own  knowledge,  of  what  passed  be- 
tweea  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  and 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  but  he 
rose  to  state  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  told  him  last  night  that  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  been  called 
an  impertinent  fellow  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ludlow. 

Mr.  Richards  bad  not  the  honour  of 
being  acquainted  personally  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ludlow ;  he  was  induced  to 
come  forward  on  tbe  present  occasion  (tQm 
a  feeling  of  respect  both  towards  bim  and 
the  House ;  and  he  was  sorry  to  say,  in 
the  outset,  that  his  impression  of  what 
passed  was  somewhat  different  from  that 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  He 
was  attending  to  the  speech  of  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Ludlow,  when  he  remarked 
that  something  passed  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber fpr  Bath,  which  seemed  to  excite  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow,  who  said,  in  his 
bearing,  in  a  sharp  and  abrupt  way,  '*  Hold 
your  tongue.  Sir."  The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  instantly  replied,  *'  Hold  your 
tongue.  Sir;*'  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ludlow,  as  he  understood,  said,  **Ifyou 
do  not  hold  your  tongue,  I  will  make  you." 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  imme- 
diately replied,  "  You  are  an  impertinent 
fellow;"  and  then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  rose,  and  spoke  to  Order.  What 
happened  afterwards  was  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  tbe  House- 
Major  Gumming  Bruce  sat  in  tbe  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow 
last  night,  and  his  impression  of  what 
passed  was  substantially  the  same  as  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken. 
Very  great  noise  prevailed  in  the  House 
whilst  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  was 
speaking,  and  he  appeared  to  labour  under 
considerable  irritation  in  consequence. 
Some  conversation,  carried  on  in  rather  a 
louder  tone  than  was  usually  adopted  by 
gentlemen  when  sitting  near  a  Member 
who  was  speaking,  passed  between  the 
hon.  Members  for  Middlesex  and  Bath. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  appeared 
to  consider  that  the  conversation  had  re- 
ference to  him,  and  be  addressed  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  as  far  as  he  could 
recollect,  in  these  words — **  Hold  your 
tongue,  Sir;  I  will  not  be  interrupted." 
Then  that  which  had  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Knaresborougfa  followed. 

Aocordiog  to  ih«  best  of  bis  recoUecUoni 
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the  Hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  said 
"  Hold  your  tongae ;  you  are  an  impadent 
(or  impertioent)  fellow."  He  most  dis- 
tinctly asserted,  on  his  honour,  that,  as, 
far  as  he  recollected,  the  hoo.  Membtr  for 
Ludlow  did  not  make  use  of  the  expression 
**  impertinent  fellow,"  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  in  a  sharp  and  overbearing  tone, 
"  Hold  your  tongue,  or  I  will  make  you  ; 
1  will  not  be  interrupted." 

Lord  Stormont  heard  the  conversation 
which  passed  last  night  between  the  hon. 
Members  for  Middlesex  and  Bath,  and  he 
heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  say, 
"  Hold  your  tongue ;  do  not  interrupt." 
He  then  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex say,  *'  Hold  your  tongue ;  I  will  go 
on,"  or  some  words  to  that  effect.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  next  said,  '*  U 
you  do  not  hold  your  tongue,  I  will  make 
you."  Upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  said,  **You  are  an  impudent 
fellow."  He  (Lord  Stormont)  turned  round 
and  repeated  at  the  time  the  very  same 
words  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmin- 
ster. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  he  sat  in  the 
same  place  last  night  as  that  now  occu- 
pied by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (the 
principal  Opposition  bench);  and  he  re- 
collected hearing  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ludlow  say  to  the  hoo.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, in  rather  a  tone  of  irritation,  which 
attracted  his  attention,  **  Hold  your 
tongue."  The  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex made  some  reply,  which  did  not  reach 
his  (Mr.  Trevor's)  ear,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ludlow  then  said,  "  If  you 
have  anything  to  say  to  me,  you  can  reply 
after  I  sit  down ;  I  have  not  spoken  to 
you."  To  the  best  of  his  recollection,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  never  applied 
the  expression  "  impertinent  fellow"  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  done  so,  he  (Mr.  Trevor) 
could  scarcely  have  failed  to  bear  the 
words,  as  he  was  sitting  immediately  below 
the  hon.  Member,  and  was  consequently 
able  to  catch  every  word  that  fell  from 
him.  Some  sharp  expressions  escaped 
from  the  lips  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  the  nature  of  which  he  did 
not  comprehend,  as  it  was  spoken  in  an 
under  tone. 

Lord  Mahon  was  sitting  last  night  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ludlow,  and  his  recollection  of  what 
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convinced  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lud- 
low did  not  use  the  expression  *'  imperti- 
nent fellow."  If  that  expression  had  been 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow, 
situated  as  he  was,  he  must  have  heard  it. 
He  did,  however,  hear  the  words,  not 
*'  impertinent  fellow,"  but  **'  impudent 
fellow,"  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex. 

Mr.  Strutt  said,  that  whilst  the  division 
was  being  taken  last  night,  he  inquired  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  what  had  taken 
place  between  the  hon.  Members  for 
Middlesex  and  Ludlow,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  then  gave  him  the  same 
account  he  had  just  now  given  of  the 
words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  fpr  Lud- 
low. The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  told  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  said 
"  You  are  an  impertinent  fellow ;  we  want 
no  republicanism  here." 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  without  making 
any  remark  on  the  character  or  tendency 
of  the  conversation  which  took  place  last 
night,  he  felt  bound  injustice  to  all  parties 
to  state  what  he  heard.  He  was  sitting 
next  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  having  made 
a  remark  with  reference  to  something 
which  he  said  had  been  proved  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lancashire, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, in  aloud 
whisper,  said  "  There  is  no  proof."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  then  said,  *'  Hold 
your  tongue ;"  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  replied,  ''  I  shan't  hold  my 
tongue."  The  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow 
immediately  observed,"  Will  you  not  ?  I 
will  make  you ;"  and  then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  answered, ''  You  are  an 
an  impudent,  (or  impertinent)  fellow."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  also  said  some- 
thing about  republicanism  which  he  did 
not  comprehend. 

Mr.  William  Miles  said,that  he  last  night 
heard  a  conversation  going  on  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow,  and  he  thooght 
according  to  his  own  recollection,  that  he 
heard  the  terms  "impertinent  fellow," 
or  *Mmpudent  fellow,"  bandied  about  from 
both  parties.  He  thought  it  necessary 
to  state,  however,  that  from  the  noise 
which  prevailed  at  the  time,  it  was  aimoet 
impossible  to  catch  distinctly  what  fell 
from  either  hon.  Members. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  be* 
lieved  there  was  no  Question  before  the 
House  to  warrant  the  contmuanoe  of  the 
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disciMtion.  As  long  as  he  had  been  in 
the  House  the  mere  reading  of  evidence 
from  one  side  of  the  House  and  the  other, 
on  words  spoken  during  a  period  of  noise 
and  excitementv  and  of  considerable  irri- 
tation between  two  parties^  however  it 
might  rest  between  them,  was  not  a  ques- 
tion the  House  could  take  upon  itself  to 
deal  with.  If  there  were  a  question  raised 
as  to  a  breach  of  privilege  that  was  a 
question  they  would  take  into  considera- 
tion,  but  in  the  case  before  it  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  know  what  good  purpose  could  be 
answered  by  a  desultory  discussion.  He 
would  not  state  a  word  upon  the  conver- 
sation of  last  night  further  than  this,  that 
whilst  he  must  deplore  that  a  conversa- 
tion had  occurred  between  any  Members 
that  affected  the  feelings  of  other  parties, 
it  was  not  in  respect  of  conversations  oc- 
curiog  in  this  House,  that  it  became  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  interfere,  so  long  as 
the  conversation  did  not  take  place  within 
the  hearing  of  the  House.  With  respect 
to  any  act  done  that  interfered  with  the 
freedom  of  debate,  or  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  let  that  question  be  brought  for- 
ward and  the  House  would  entertain  it. — 
With  the  best  feelings  to  all  parties,  he 
could  not  but  say  no  person  could  doubt 
that  misconception  had  arisen.  It  was, 
however,  a  satisfaction  to  observe  that 
hoD«  Members  who  concurred,  and  hon. 
Members  who  differed  in  politics,  had 
equally  come  forward,  and  stated  frankly 
and  unreservedly  all  that  they  had  heard. 
But  all  the  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
appeared  to  have  a  great  difference  of  re- 
collection as  to  the  words  which  were  ac- 
tually spoken  ;  and  it  appeared  also  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  had  a  very  dif- 
ferent impression  on  their  minds  as  to  what 
had  occurred.  Under  these  circumstances 
there  coald  be  no  doubt  that  language  had 
passed  between  these  hon.  Members  which 
was  to  be  regretted ;  but  he  doubted 
whether  the  House  could  interfere  con- 
cerning the  vague  recollections  of  what 
had  passed.  If,  indeed,  there  had  been 
any  appearance  of  a&  intention  of  either 
of  the  parties  to  proceed  to  a  breach  of 
the  law  or  of  the  peace,  then,  indeed,  (he 
House  might  be  called  upontointerposeits 
authority.  But  as  there  did  not  appear  to 
be  the  slightest  apprehension  of  such  an 
occurrence  he  could  only  regret  that  the 
House  had  been  pat»  unnecessarily,  to  the 
trouble  of  liateuiDg  to  the  matter  as  for  as 


it  had  gone.  He  suggested  that  it  would 
be  proper  to  proceed  with  the  Orders  of 
the  Day. 

Mr.  Williams.  O'Brten  differed  from  the 
view  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  thought  that  if  an  hon.  Mem* 
ber  said  to  another  in  the  House  '*  Hold 
your  tongue,"  the  House  had  a  right  to 
interfere,  and  express  its  opinion  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said, the  House  had  heard 
a  variety  of  conflicting  statements,  all  ex* 
hibiting  more  or  less  discrepancy  of  detail. 
In  his  opinion,  however,  the  man  who  dis- 
tinctly said  that  he  heard  such  and  such 
words  used,  was  a  much  more  competent 
witness  upon  the  subject  than  those  who 
merely  said  that  they  did  not  hear  them, 
and  moreover,  that  they  did  not  hear  very 
distinctly  what  bad  been  said  on  either 
side.  It  was  quite  clear  that  under  such 
circumstances  as  these  a  man  could  not 
be  very  certain  as  to  the  words  alleged 
not  to  have  been  said.  Now  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  had  positively  declared 
that  he  had  heard  distinctly  the  obnoxious 
words,  ''  You  are  an  impertinent  fellow," 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow. — 
The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  heard  the 
expression,'*  We  wantno  Republicans"  from 
the  same  hon.  Member.  The  hon. Member 
for  Somersetshire  said,  that  he  thought 
he  recollected  hearing  the  words  '<  Imper- 
tinent fellow"  bandying  about  between  the 
hon.  Members  for  Middlesex  and  Ludlow. 
And  let  it  too  be  remembered  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  was  the  closest  of 
all  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex ; 
and  in  his  account  of  the  conversation  at 
the  time,  he  attributed  the  expression  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow.  The  ex- 
pression, too,  was  used  in  a  dropped  tone 
of  voice,  as  if  it  were  to  convey  an  insult 
to  the  individual  to  whom  it  was  addressed, 
and  yet  be  concealed  from  every  one  else« 
This  would  easily  account  for  the  fact  why 
so  many  other  Members  had  not  heard  it. 
It  was  clear  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lud*> 
low  had  no  recollection  of  having  used  the 
expression;  he  distinctly  and  positively 
denied  it.  He  believed  that,  under  those 
circumstances,  that  was  the  strongest  re* 
traction  which  could  be  made.  Those  ac- 
quainted with  such  matters  were  aware 
that  the  best  apology  that  could  be  made 
for  words  said  to  be  uttered,  was  to  deny 
having  uttered  them.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ludlow  had  stated  this*  He  had  denied 
having  used  the  words.    If,  then,  he  had 
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used  tbein»  it  must  have  been  in  anger  and 
in  irritation,  and  when  he  was  not  master 
of  himself.  The  best  apology  there  oonld 
bo  for  them  was  his  solemn  declaration 
that  he  had  not  used  them.  This  placed 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  in  this 
situation — ^he  had  heard  the  distinct  re- 
traction of  those  words,  and  he  would 
therefore  withdraw  the  words  he  bad  used, 
and  thus  put  an  end  to  the  transaction. 
He  thought  that  as  to  the  words  **  Hold  your 
tongue,  they  might  well  be  passed  over.  He 
certainly  should  not  be  satisfied,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  be  so^  until 
they  were  certain  that  this  matter  should 
terminate  in  a  manner  that  would  not  affect 
any  human  being.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ludlow  denied  having  used  the  ofiensive 
expression.  This  was  an  admission  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow,  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  offend  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex.  He  thought  the  House 
would  act  rightly  in  putting  an  end  to  this 
matter,  as  that  expression  was  denied  : 
in  other  words,  as  the  best  apology  was 
made  for  it.  He  was  sure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  would  withdraw  the 
words  he  had  used,  and  upon  this  being 
done,  he  was  certain  the  hon.  Member  for 
lAidlow  would  not  hesitate  (for  he  could 
not  suppose  that  hon.  Member  would  do 
any  thing  but  what  was  right),  to  withdraw 
his  letter,  and  the  matter  could  be  thus 
terminated.  The  House  could  not  let  the 
affair  stand  as  it  did  then ;  and  if  it  could 
not  be  arranged,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty 
to  move  that  both  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
should  be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the 
Sergeant-at*Arms.  He  hoped,  however, 
the  matter  would  end  in  a  concilia- 
tory manner;  but  there  was  no  one  who 
must  not  see  that  it  could  not  remain  as  it 
was  then-«-it  was,  in  fact,  giving  the  opin- 
ion of  the  House,  that  b^th  Uentlemen 
ought  to  go  out  and  shoot  each  otiier. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  repeating  his  determination,  that 
if  there  was  no  prospect  of  a  satisfactory 
arrangement,  he  would  move  that  both 
Members  should  be  taken  into  custody. 

Sir  Robert  Fed  said,  that  he  had  been 
requested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex to  attend  this  evening  to  state  what  he 
recollected  hearing  of  the  conversation 
which  took  place  in  his  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood in  the  House  last  night.  He  re. 
collected  perfectly  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  rose  for  the  purpose  appa* 
really  of  BMikiikg  80in«  eiplaBatioA ;  m  he 


saw  very  plainly  that  the  hon«  Member  was 
labouring  under  feelings  of  great  irritation. 
Seeing  this,  he  interfered,  and  said  to  both 
parties,  "  Don't  go  on,  don't  go  on."  He 
said  this  not  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
explanation  between  the  parties,  but  be- 
cause he  apprehended  that  nnder  the  cir- 
cumstances the  explanation  which  might 
take  place  would  not  be  of  a  very  satis- 
factory kind.  He  was  apprehensive,  he 
confessed,  that  some  word  or  expression 
might  escape  from  either  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers which  in  their  cooler  moments  they 
might  regret,  and  therefore  it  was,  that  he 
was  anxious  to  prevent  their  Carrying  the 
conversation  further.  With  regard  to  what 
had  actually  passed,  as  far  as  he  was  cog- 
nizant of  it,  he  certainly  did  not  hear  the 
word  **  Republican*'  or  any  similar  wovd, 
applied  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow.  As  to 
the  words  **  Impertinent  fellow,''  he  did 
hear  them  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  but  not,  as  he  believed,  ad- 
dressed to  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow, 
but  rather  in  speaking  of  him ;  that  is,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  said  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  **  He's  an  imperti- 
nent fellow."  This  offensive  remark  escaped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  no  doubt 
under  the  impression  that  something  still 
more  exciting  had  been  said  to  himself  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow.  The  same 
expression  was  attributed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ludlow ;  but  as  that  hoo.  Member 
had  to  all  intents  and  purposes  denied  hav- 
ing used  it,  it  was  as  if  it  had  never  been 
uttered.  Under  the  circumstances,  hereally 
thought  that  in  order  to  obliterate  all  un- 
pleasant feelings  on  the  subject  remaining 
on  the  minds  of  the  parties,  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  was  m  reasonable  and  just  one.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  any  good  could 
result  from  adopting  any  other  course. 

Colonel  Evans  said,  chat  he  quite  con- 
curred in  the  recommendation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  and  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth.  He  certainly  could  not  con- 
cur, however,  in  the  opinion  expressed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer),  that  on  mere  technicid 
grounds  the  House  should  get  rid  of  the 
discussion  of  such  a  Question.  As  the 
case  stood  the  disavowal  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  of  the  woids, 
**  You  are  an  impertinent  fellow,"  had 
oerlfUQly  doBO  »w«;f  with  tU  ofooco  timt 
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could  possibly  arise  out  of  them.  But 
there  were  the  words  previously  used  by 
the  hon*  Member  for  Ludlow,  €«  **  Hold 
your  tongue,"  with  respect  to  which  he 
felt  sure  that,  if  the  hoD.  Member  for 
Ludlow  would  declare  that  he  meant  no- 
thing offensive  by  them,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  would  be  prepared,  in  re- 
turn, to  offer  every  satisfactory  explana- 
tion of  his  part  in  the  conversation. 

Mr.  CharUan  said,  that  he  concurred 
in  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Westminster,  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  declaring  most 
solemnly  that  he  meant  nothing  offensive 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  in 
saying,  '*  Hold  your  tongue."  This  he 
declared  most  solemnly,  as  a  gentleman 
and  a  man  of  honour.  Now,  with  respect 
to  the  word  "  republican,"  or  "  repub- 
licanism," with  regard  to  which  much 
diversity  of  opinion  appeared  to  be  enter- 
tained by  hon.  Members  who  heard  him, 
and  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamwortb  said,  that  he  had 
not  heard  used,  perhaps  he  (Mr.  Charlton) 
could  explain  how  the  mistake  and  this 
diveraity  of  opinion  had  arisen.  The  fact 
was,  the  words,  '*  We  want  no  Republi- 
cans here ;"  or,  '^  We  don't  want  any 
RepoMicanism  here,"  he  conceiving  that 
Republicanism  was  the  necessary  con- 
comitant of  the  Ballot,  formed  part  of  his 
speech  to  the  House,  and  were  not  at  all 
addressed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex. That  was  the  reason,  perhaps,  why 
the  words  were  recollected  by  some  of  the 
hon.  Members  who  heard  the  conversa- 
tion, and  not  by  others. 

Sir  £eftf;ard  Codrington  said,  that  the 
matter  was  one  which  might  have  been 
Tery  easily  settled  if  they  had  begun  with 
the  beginning  and  not  at  the  end,  in  dis- 
cussing it.  The  fact  was,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ludlow  complained  of  an  offensive 
expression  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  it  appeared,  had  made  use 
of  that  offensive  expression  when  labour- 
ing under  the  impression  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ludlow  bad  said  something 
offensive  to  him.  It  was  in  consequence 
of  that  supposed  offensive  expression,  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  said 
what  he  had  said.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ludlow  had  not  said  what  he  was  sup< 
posed  to  have  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
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did  say.  Under  theae  circumstances,  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Ludlow  having  denied 
or  withdrawn  all  intention  of  offence,  the 
whole  affair  in  his  opinion  fell,  most 
satisfactorily,  to  the  ground. 

Mr.  Hume  certaiuly  should  not  have 
used  the  words  which  he  had  done  it  he 
had  not,  at  the  time,  distinctly  understood 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  to  have  made 
use  of  offensive  terms  to  himself.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  had  denied 
having  made  use  of  the  supposed  ex- 
pressions, he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  words  he  had  used  he  had  spoken 
in  error,  and  under  a  wrong  impression, 
and  therefore  he  wished  that  he  had  not 
used  them. 

Mr.  O'Cannell:  then,  of  course,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  can  have  no  ob* 
jection  to  withdraw  his  letter*  [C^iUm 
far  Mr.  Charlton^  who  was  observed  to  h 
talking  earnestly  with  an  hon.  Member 
near  him^  which  caused  a  slight  pause  to 
ensue.  Mr.  O'Connell  then  amtmued]-^ 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  bad  any 
hesitation  in  withdrawing  his  letter,  he 
should  certainly  persist  in  the  course  he 
bad  intimated,  and  move  that  he  be  taken 
into  the  custody  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr.  Charlton  said,  he  rose  under  very 
peculiar  circumstances.  He  was  willing 
to  bow  to  the  opinion  of  the  House,  and 
accept  the  exolanation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Midalesex,  in  full  satisfaction  of 
the  offence  which  had  been  given.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  said  that  be« 
had  used  the  words  complained  of  when 
labouring  under  a  wrong  impression,  aad 
that  he  wished  he  had  oot  used  them. 
He  (Mr*  Charlton)  couki  only  say  that  he 
wished  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
had  said  as  much  last  night  when  applied 
to  on  the  subject.  If  he  had  said  so,  be 
(Mr.  Charlton)  would  not  have  written 
the  letter  whksb  he  had  done.  As,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had 
deferred  this  explanation  till  bow,  the  ut- 
most be  could  say  was,  that  he  felt  eorry 
his  letter  had  ever  been  written. 

The  iSi^Aer  said,  now  that  the  affair  had 
terminated,  be  trusted,  that  he  diould  be 
excused  for  saying  a  lew  words.  lo  the 
first  place,  he  was  bound  to  deelare  that 
he  thought  the  House  would  not  faaire 
performed  its  duty  if  it  had  not  brooght 
the  question  to  an  amieable  conclnsion,e8 
it  fortunately  had  been.  There  wn 
another  point  to  which  it  was  neoesaary 
for  him  to  adyert*    He  did  sot  hear  tb^ 


&03 


Lord*»  Day 


{COMMONS} 


Observance  BUI. 


«04 


hon.  Member  for  Bath  state  last  night 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  had 
called  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  an 
impertinent  fellow.  If  he  had  heard  it  stated 
that  such  language  had  been  addressed 
by  one  Member  of  the  House  to  another, 
he  would  not  have  allowed  the  circum- 
stance to  pass  by,  for  a  single  moment, 
without  requiring  an  explanation. 

Lord's  Day  Observancb  Bill.] 
Mr.  Poulter  moved  the  re-consideration  of 
the  Report  on  the  *'  Sabbath  Observance 
Bill." 

Mr.  Ward  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to 
oppose  the  hon.  Member  on  a  subject  in 
which  he  had  taken  so  much  interest;  but 
he  was  totally  averse  from  that  mode  of 
Sunday  legislation.  The  Bill  now  pro- 
posed, would  only  apply  to  one  class,  the 
Sunday  traders ;  and  he  objected  to  such 
partial  legislation.  The  other  day  the 
hoo.  Member  for  Wigton  (Sir  A.  Agnew), 
proposed  to  place  restrictions  on  travelling 
by  the  railway  on  Sunday.  Now,  he 
thought  such  a  system  of  legislation  im- 
proper^  because  it  was  partial  and  unjust. 
Why  should  one  class  be  bound  by  re- 
strictions, which  did  not  affect  others? 
Again,  he  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
Sabbath  legislation.  Why  should  hon. 
Members  wish  to  impose  upon  others  their 
own  views  of  religious  duty  ?  Let  them 
keep  the  Sabbath  as  they  pleased,  but  let 
them  not  seek  to  deprive  the  lower  classes 
of  that  innocent  recreation  which  they 
were  entitled  to,  merely  because  they  hap- 
pened to  think  it  improper.  He  was 
convinced  no  good  would  result  from  such 
a  course.  The  experiment  had  been  tried 
in  Spain ;  and  the  principle  of  restrictive 
legislation  on  religious  subjects,  was  there 
supported  by  the  terror  of  the  Inquisition  : 
and  its  history  in  that  country  he  thought 
afforded  a  wholesome  lesson  to  Its  ad- 
vocates in  this.  Some  years  ago  orders 
were  issued  there  that  all  persons  should 
attend  the  mass.  Now,  mark  the  con- 
sequences. Some  persons  possessed  them- 
selves of  all  the  communion  tickets  that 
they  could  procure,  and  then  at  the  fes- 
tivds  of  the  Church,  they  sold  the  tickets 
to  communicants,  and  thus  made  a  traffic 
of  the  holiest  rites  of  religion.  Now,  he 
diought  that  iegislation'of  that  kind  would 
have  as  bad  e&cts  in  this  country.  He, 
tbereforey  moved  that  **  The  further  con- 
aidoation  of  the  Report  be  deferred  to 
thai  day  six  months/' 


Mr.  Curieis  rose  to  second  the  Amend* 
ment  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
St.  Alban's.  It  was  rather  hard  that 
Gentlemen  who  came  from  the  northern 
division  of  the  country  (where  the  Sabbath 
was  kept  much  stricter  than  it  was  in  the 
southern)  should  seek  to  enforce  their 
mode  of  observing  it  on  the  people  of 
England.  He,  therefore,  was  convinced 
that  he  was  conscientiously  serving  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  by  opposing 
that,  and  all  future  measures  of  the  kind, 
and  he  cordially  seconded  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  PouUer  :  From  the  commencement 
of  the  last  Session  this  Bill  has  been  most 
unfairly  dealt  with.  It  has  been  the  in- 
variable course  of  hon.  Members  to  saddle 
it  with  objections  on  points  wholly  uncon- 
nected with  it.  I  have  not  attempted  to 
press  on  this  House  any  particular  or  special 
views  of  my  own.  I  have  watched  the 
cause  of  the  failure  of  all  those  Bills  which 
have  been  rejected  by  both  Houses  on  this 
subject.  I  have  endeavoured  to  ascertain 
the  opinion  which  prevails  in  this  House, 
as  well  as  in  every  part  of  the  country, 
and  to  embody  these  sentiments  in  a  short, 
modified,  and  simple  enactment ;  and  have 
confined  myself  solely  and  exdusively  to 
the  subject  of  common  Sunday  tra£ng, 
which  in  various  places  is  extensively  pre* 
valent  throughout  the  country ;  and  I  have 
a  right  to  say,  that  the  view  I  have  taken 
meets  the  wishes  of  both  the  mas^rs  and 
journeymen,  as  well  as  the  real  interests  of 
the  lower  classes  of  the  people.  The 
numerous  petitions  which  have  been  pre- 
sented on  the  subject  within  the  last  two 
years  show  that  great  anxiety  prevails 
upon  it ;  2,000  have  been  presented  since 
the  commencement  of  the  former  Session, 
signed,  I  believe,  by  200,000  petitioners ; 
and  this  foelinff  has  only  partially  subsided 
now,  because  it  is  generally  believed  that 
this  very  modified  measure  will  be  allowed 
to  pass  this  House.  It  has  been  said  that 
the  law  for  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath 
is  obsolete  and  extinct,  which,  in  my 
opinion,  is  a  very  incorrect  statement, 
because  it  is  impossible  to  visit  any  part  of 
this  town  on  Sunday,  without  seeing  de- 
cided symptoms  of  the  operation  of  the 
Statute  of  Charles  II.  in  conjunction  with 
the  good  religious  feeling  of  the  community. 
I  can  perceive,  in  the  partial  opening  of 
the  confectioners'  shops,  the  equitable 
operation  of  the  third  section  of  that  Act ; 
and  I  need  only  further  mention  to  this 
House  that  there  has  been&o  Chief  Jostioe 
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must  be  the  policy  of  every  new  religion  i 
and  such  policy  could  not  be  better  ad- 
vanced than  by  free  intercourse  and  inter- 
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RoMAK  Catholic  Marriages  (Ir£« 
land).]  Mr.  Lynch  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Marriages 
Bill;  and  began  by  stating,  that  the 
object  of  this  Bill  was,  to  repeal  so  much 
of  an  Act  of  the  19th  year  of  King  George 
2nd  *'  as  makes  void  all  marriages  cele- 
brated by  any  Popish  priest  between 
Protestant  and  Papist,"  and  thereby  to 
remove  from  the  Statute-book  a  severe 
and  penal  Act,  the  remnant  of  that  code 
which  so  long  disgraced  the  laws  of  this 
country,  an  Act  which  pressed  heavily 
upon  the  conscience  of  parties,  inflicted 
great  injury  upon  innocent  individuals, 
and  operated  most  mischievously  upon  the 
public  interest.  Upon  a  former  occasion 
he  stated,  that  the  law  of  marriage  in 
Ireland  at  tbis.day  is  the  same  as  in  Scot- 
land, the  same  as  the  law  of  marriage  in 
England  before  the  Marriage  Act.  Some 
bon«  Members  doubted  the  accuracy  of 
this  statement,  it  was  however  confirmed 
by  the  right  boo.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  upon  the  introduction  of  his 
Dissenters*  Marriage  Bill,  and  by  every 
other  bon.  Member  who  took  part  in  that 
debate.  The  words  de  pnBsenti,  followed 
by  consummation,  are  sufficient  for  the 
validity  of  a  marriage  in  Ireland  ;  but 
strange  to  say,  that  if  there  be  a  religious 
ceremony,  the  marriage  is  void  if  that 
ceremony  be  performed  by  a  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman,  one  of  the  parties 
being  a  Protestant,  or  having  been  a 
Protestant  within  twelve  months  previously. 
This  pressed  heavily  upon  the  conscience, 
and  it  pressed  heavily  upon  the  Catholic, 
because  it  was  the  Caiholic  who  called  for 
the  ceremony,  matrimony  being  a  Sacra- 
ment of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
He  asked,  what  was  this  but  persecution, 
and  persecution  towards  the  Catholic  ex- 
clusively ?  as  a  marriage  between  a  member 
of  the  Established  Church  and  a  Dissenter, 
was  not  invalid,  although  that  religious 
ceremony  was  performed  by  a  Dissenting 
minister.  By  several  Statutes  Catholics 
were  prevented  from  marrying  with  Pro- 
testants. He  could  never  understand  the 
policy  of  those  Statuttti,  as  proselytism 


marriages.  The  Act  of  Henry  8th,  pro- 
hibiting the  English  from  intermarry ing with 
the  Irish,  was  not  more  absurd  in  reference 
to  the  policy  of  settlers  in  a  country  than 
those  Statutes  were  in  reference  to  the 
propagation  of  a  new  religion.'  If  those 
Statutes  had  been  repealed.  Catholics 
and  Protestants  might  intermany  by  law. 
There  had  been  other  severe  and  penal 
Statutes  inflicting  the  severest  punishment, 
even  the  punishment  of  death  upon  Roman 
Catholic  clergymen  performing  the  cere- 
mony between  Roman  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants. Those  Statutes  had  also  been 
repealed.  They  had,  he  said,  removed 
the  penalties  from  the  priest.  He  now  called 
upon  them  to  remove  the  penalties  from 
the  parties.  Catholic  and  Protestant  were 
by  law  allowed  to  marry.  The  Legislature 
could  not,  and  ought  not  to  prevent  their 
so  doing.  In  mercy  to  the  individuals,  he 
called  upon  the  House  to  repeal  this  bar* 
barous  Act.  It  was  frightful  to  think  that 
all  the  children  of  those  marriages  were 
illegitimate,  the  marriage  being  ipu)  facta 
void.  So  that  not  only  the  parties  diem- 
seWes,  perfectly  innocent,  but  ignorant  of 
the  law,  might  suffer,  but  the  innocent 
children  of  the  marriage  must  necessarily 
suffer.  He  asked,  was  this  just  or  humane  ? 
But  this  was  not  all.  Under  the  protec- 
tion of  this  Act,  the  grossest  villany  and 
depravity  might  be  perpetrated.  A  man 
knowing  the  law,  determined  upon  the 
ruin  of  an  innocent  female,  and  having 
failed  to  seduce  her  from  the  paths  of 
virtue,  might  get  the  ceremony  of  marriage 
performed  by  a  Roman  Catholic  clergy- 
man, and  might  afterwards  repudiate  that 
woman  as  his  wife.  A  man  meaning 
everything  honourable,  but  ignorant  of 
the  law,  might  marry  and  have  the  re- 
ligious ceremony  performed  by  a  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman  ;  he  might  get  tired  of 
his  wife — he  discovered  the  law,  and  he  also 
might  repudiate  his  wife.  But  whether 
the  wife  were  repudiated  or  not,  the  chil- 
dren are  illegitimate.  He  asked,  whether 
this  law  ought  to  be  allowed  to  remain  t 
There  had  been  similar  penal  laws  in 
Scotland  relating  to  marriages  between 
Catholics,  Presbyterians,  and  Protestants. 
These  Acts  have  been  repealed,  and  now 
Roman  Catholics  might  marry  with  Pros* 
byterians  or  Protestants  in  Scotlaod-^and 
have  the  marriage  performed  by  Roman 
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Catholic  clergymen^  and  the  marriage  was 
good.  So  that  the  persecution  under  this 
Act  was  not  only  exclusively  Catholic, 
but  exclusively  Irish.  In  England  there 
was  a  Marriage  Act,  but  it  pressed  alike 
upon  the  Protestant,  the  Dissenter,  and 
the  Catholic.  It  might  be  said,  why  not 
have  a  ceremony  also  performed  by  a  Pro- 
testant Clergyman,  in  which  case  the 
marriage  would  be  good  under  the  3drd 
George  3rd.  But  he  asked,  why  should 
such  a  ceremony  be  compulsory.  It  was 
persecution  again — it  was  another  inter- 
ference with  conscience,  as  one  of  the 
parties  might  object  to  such  a  ceremony. 
All  that  he  asked,  all  that  would  be 
effected  by  the  repeal  of  this  Act  would 
be,  that  if  a  Protestant,  yielding  to  the 
conscientious  feelings  of  the  person  whom 
he  was  about  to  make  his  partner  for  life, 
allowed  the  ceremony  to  be  performed 
by  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman,  his  doing 
80  would  not  vitiate  the  marriage,  and 
render  his  children  illegitimate ;  for  let  it 
be  recollected,  he  said,  the  marriage  would 
be  good  without  any  ceremony  whatever. 
He  might  state  to  the  House  many  cases 
to  show  how  injuriously  this  act  operated 
with  regard  to  individuals,  but  he  would 
be  content  with  stating  two: — ^The  first 
was  the  case  of  a  marriage  between  a  Pro- 
testant and  a  Catholic,  the  religious 
ceremony  having  been  performed  by  a 
Roman  Catholic  Clergyman  only.  A 
large  personal  estate  descended  upon  the 
wife,  which  the  husband  possessed,  and 
laid  it  out  entirely  in  the  purchase  of  land. 
He  died  intestate,  and  the  wife  claimed 
her  dower ;  but  the  heir  at  law  resisted 
such  claim,  and  successfully,  by  proving 
that  one  of  the  parlies  was  a  Protes* 
tant,  and  that  the  religious  ceremony  had 
been  performed  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
clergyman.  The  next  case  was  one  he 
stated  last  year,  but  it  could  not  be  too 
often  stated.  An  officer  in  the  army  in 
a  town  in  Ireland,  married  a  lady  about 
twenty-four  years  since,  and  the  religious 
ceremony  was  performed  by  a  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman.  There  was  issue  of 
that  marriage  one  child,  a  son.  A  large 
estate  descended  upon  the  father,  which 
he  enjoyed  during  his  life ;  he  died  leaving 
his  son  very  young,  who  was  made  a  ward 
in  court,  in  a  suit  in  which  many  members 
of  the  family  were  parties,  including  his 
uncle  the  remainder  man.  This  son  was 
considered  and  treated  as  the  legitimate 
•on  of  bitfatberi  and  wa^  allowed  the  sum 


of  seven  hundred  pounds  a-year  for  his 
maintenance.     Upon  his  coming  of  age, 
and  upon  his  requiring  that  he  should  be 
let  into  the  possession  of  the  estate,  his 
uncle  the  remainder  man,  turns  round 
upon  him  and  says    *'  I   have  discovered 
that  your  mother  professed  herself  to  be 
a  Protestant  wiihin  twelve  months  before 
her  marriage,  and  as  the  religious  ceremony 
was  performed  by  a  Roman  Catholic  cler- 
gyman, the  marriage  is  void,  and  you  are 
illegitimate*'-«so  that  this  man  has  now 
to  prove,  at  the  distance  of   twenty- four 
years  that  his  mother  was  not  a  Protestant 
at  that  period,  or  did  not  profess  herself 
to  be  one.     If  he  should  fail  he  will  be  left 
without  a  shilling.     This  was  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act,  and  he  (Mr.  Lynch)  put 
it  to  the  House  whether  such  a  law  should 
be  allowed  to  remain.     This  act  operated 
most     mischievously     upon    the.  public 
interest.     It    endangered    all  titles    and 
rendered  the    enjoyment    of  all  property 
insecure.     Marriage  was  a  necessary  link 
in  all  titles.     Every  purchaser  was  obliged 
to  require  evidence  of  the  marriage  of  the 
party  under  whom  the  title  was  derived. 
But  while  this  Act  remained  on  the  statute 
book,  it  would  also  be  necessary  for  him 
to  inquire  into  the  religion  of  both  parties 
and  to  inquire  by  whom  the  religious  cere- 
mony  was  performed.     Evidence   might 
be  procured  upon  all  these  facts,  and  the 
purchaser  might  be   satisfied,    but    how 
could  he  be  secure  that  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  had  been  disclosed  to 
him,  and  if  they  had  not,  he  might,  at  the 
distance  of  twenty  years,  be  deprived   of 
the  estate  which  he  had  purchased   with 
the  fruits  of  his  hard  labour  and  earning. 
He  again  asked  the  House  was  this  a  state 
in  which  the  law  should  be  left?     This 
act  which  he  sought  to   repeal  had   the 
effect  of  bringing  the  administration  of  the 
laws  into  disrepute,  for  both  judges  and 
juries  would   exert   themselves  in  every 
way  to  evade  such  a  law.    They  would  as 
in  the  case  of  capital  punishment,  and  as 
alluded  to  by  Blackstone,   be  guilty  of 
what  was  called  pious  frauds  and  perjuries. 
The  consequence  was   the   lessening  of 
respect  for  the  administration  of  law    in 
general.     A  remarkable    instance  of  this 
sort  occurred    in    France.     After  the  re- 
vocation of  the  Edict  of  Nantes,    an  act 
very  similar  to  this  was  passed,  enabling  a 
Huguenot  becoming  a  Catholic  torepudiate 
his  wife.     Some  cases  of  glaring  villany 
and  hardship  bavipg  coqne  befffre  the  cqurUt 
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the  judges  absolutely  refused  to  execute 
the  law,  and  6nally  it  was  repealed  ;  but 
in  the  meantime  the  administration  of 
justice  suffered.  It  would,  no  doubt,  be 
urged  on  the  other  side,  that  a  general 
measure  should  be  brought  in  regarding 
the  law  of  marriage  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  so  too,  but  he  was  of  opinion  that 
nothing  effectual  could  be  done  without 
a  good  system  of  registration,  and  this 
must  be  a  measure  brought  forward  by 
government;  but  whatever  might  be  ap- 
plied to  Ireland  respecting  the  law  of  mar- 
riage in  that  country,  this  act,  he  said, 
must  be  repealed.  This  anomaly  must 
be  got  rid  of.  Why  not  do  it  now?  It  would 
also  be  urged  that  the  repeal  of  this  act 
would  tend  to  clandestine  marriages.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  how  it  could  have 
that  effect.  All  marriages  might  now  be 
performed  in  Ireland  at  any  hour  of  the 
day.  The  repeal  of  this  act  would  not, 
therefore,  alter  the  law  in  this  respect. 
There  was  no  publication  of  bauns,  or  ob. 
taining  a  license  required  in  Ireland. 
There  were  laws  against  clandestine  mar- 
riages in  Ireland,  and  against  the  marriage 
of  minors.  He  did  not  propose  to  alter 
any  of  these  laws.  If  further  laws  were 
necessary  he  would  not  refuse  his  consent ; 
but  then  they  must  be  equally  applicable 
to  all.  Besides,  they  had  to  rely  upon  the 
respectability  and  character  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergymen  in  Ireland,  and  the 
law  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  was, 
that  no  religious  ceremony  is  valid  in  that 
church  that  is  not  performed  by  the  parish 
priest  or  some  one  deputed  by  him,  and  in 
the  presence  of  two  witnesses,and  the  priest 
is  enjoined  to  inquire  into  the  prohibited 
degrees,  which  are  more  severe  in  the 
Catholic  than  in  the  Protestant  Church ; 
and  those  Gentlemen  who  oppose  the  re- 
peal of  this  act  on  this  ground,  and  who 
would  not  allow  the  validity  of  a  marriage 
between  Protestant  and  Catholic,  cele- 
brated by  a  Catholic  priest,  are  not 
shocked  at,  and  take  no  steps  to  prevent, 
the  marriage  of  the  celebrated  Joseph 
Wood,  at  the  Haymarket,  in  Dublin,  or 
his  successor.  Upon  these  grounds  he 
besought  the  House  to  repeal  this  act,  and 
for  this  purpose  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  he  had  listened 
with  attention  on  a  former  occasion  to  the 
speech  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  introduced  this  Measure,  and 
from  full  consideration  of  the  topics  urged 
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in  that  speech^  as  well  as  of  the  provtsious 
of  the  act,  itself,  he  felt  it  his  duty  deci- 
dedly to  oppose  the  Measure  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  In  offer* 
ing  himself  to  the  House,  he  wished  to  be 
distinctly  understood,that  he  should  be  very 
far  from  opposing  a  Measure  which  had 
for  its  object  to  effect  a  total  improvement 
in  the  law  relating  to  marriages  in  Ireland ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  oppose  the  hon.  and  learned  • 
Gentleman,  when  he  heard  from  him,  that 
his  object  in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  was 
to  repeal  the  enactment  of  the  19th  Geo. 
2nd,  which  made  null  and  void  all  mar- 
riages celebrated  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
Priest  between  parties  who  are  Protestants, 
or  where  one  of  them  is  a  Protestant  and 
the  other  a  Roman  Catholic :  for  he  must 
be  allowed  to  remind  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  Act  in  question  was 
the  only  check  now  left  against  the  per* 
formance  of  clandestine  marriages  in 
Ireland.  He  (Colonel  Perceval)  opposed 
this  Bill,  therefore,  not  because  he  was 
averse  to  a  change  in.  the  Marriage-law, 
but  because  he  thought  that  it  would  in- 
troduce a  greater  evil  by  removing  the 
check  which  the  law  had  provided  against 
clandestine  marriages.  And  why  had  the 
law  interposed  the  provision  making  mar- 
riages celebrated  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
Clergyman,  where  Protestants  were  parties 
concerned,  null  and  void  ?  It  was  because 
the  Roman  Catholic  Clergyman  would  not 
allow  of  the  interference  of  the  religious  re- 
gulations which  were  absolutely  necessary 
in  a  Protestant  state !  The  Roman  Catholics 
considered  it  a  degradation  to  them  that 
the  law  of  the  land  required  that  such 
marriages  should  be  first  solemnized  by 
Protestant  Clergymen ;  but  why  had  the 
legislature  imposed  this  necessary  preli- 
minary ?  It  was  not  that  the  law  gave,  or 
aimed  at  giving,  any  exclusive  rights  to 
the  Clergyman  of  the  Established  Church, 
or  allowed  him  to  celebrate  the  marriage, 
but  that  he  is  by  the  law  of  the  land  die 
Clergyman  of  the  parish  where  the  mar- 
riage is  to  be  solemnized,  and  the  person 
appointed  by  law  to  make  the  necessary 
inquiries  as  to  the  parties  between  whom 
it  is  to  take  place.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  that  Protestant  Clergy- 
men and  Roman  Catholic  Priests  can,  and 
do,  celebrate  marriages  at  any  hour  of  the 
day  or  night,  without  the  publication  of 
banns  or  the  obtaining  a  license  ;    but  he 
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the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  this 
respect.  He  (Colonel  Perceval)  had  not 
the  g^reat  advantage  of  being  a  legal  man, 
but  he  would,  nevertheless,  say  that,  as 
the  law  stood,  no  Clergyman  of  the 
Established  Church  could  legally  celebrate 
marriage  unless  the  banns  had  been  three 
times  published,  or  a  license  obtained — 
and  a  license  could  not  be  obtained  until 
the  proper  officer  appointed  for  granting 
it  was  satisfied  of  the  propriety  of  granting 
it,  or  if  either  of  the  parties  was  under 
age,  until  the  consent  of  the  parents  or 
guardians  of  that  person  were  obtained. 
This  he  believed  to  be  the  law,  and 
although  he  was  aware  of  the  disadvantage 
under  which  he  (Colonel  Perceval,)  who 
was  not  a  legal  man,  laboured  when  op- 
posed to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite,  yet  he  would  endeavour,  as  far 
as  he  could,  to  make  out  his  case  by 
reference  to  the  law  as  it  stands.  By  the 
62nd  canon  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Law,  it 
is  provided  that  no  Clergyman  of  the 
Established  Church  shall,  on  pain  of 
suspension  during  three  years,  celebrate 
marriages  between  any  persons  without 
imnns  or  license,  nor  at  unseasonable 
hours,  nor  in  any  private  place — nor,  if 
the  parties,  or  one  of  them,  be  under  age, 
without  the  consent  of  the  parents  or 
guardians  of  such  persons.  Here  was  a 
distinct  provision  against  the  evils  which 
he  feared.  One  great  objection  he  had 
to  giving  this  unlimited  power  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Clergyman  was  the  im- 
propriety of  celebrating  marriages  at 
unseasonable  hours.  With  respect  to  the 
places  at  which  the  ceremony  might  be 
performed,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  cer- 
tainly brought  forward  some  insulated 
cases ;  but  he  (Colonel  Perceval)  was 
satisfied  that  the  marriages  between  Pro- 
testants, and  Protestants  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, were  generally  performed  in  the 
open  Church.  He  could  not  tell  whether 
this  law  which  he  had  cited  was,  pro- 
perly speaking,  the  act  of  the  Legislature 
or  not,  because  he  was  not  sufficiently 
learned  in  the  law  to  be  aware  of  the  fact ; 
bat  he  could  say  that  it  was  the  Eccle- 
siastical Law  which  the  Clergy  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  were  bound  to  respect, 
under  which  they  were  liable  to  suspension 
and  under  which  they  could  not  with  pro- 
priety encourage  clandestine  marriages,  or 
celebrate  them,  without  having  first  given 
every  opportunity  of  ascertaining  whether 
tiMre  w«i  any  lawfiil  impediment  to  their 


solininization,  or  if  the  parties  were  under 
age,  without  obtaining  the  consent  of  the 
parents    or    guardians.    The    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  stated  that  was  a  per- 
secuting   act    under  which  the  Roman 
Catholics  suffered.  He  (Colonel  Perceval) 
denied  that  it  was  a  persecuting  act,  or  that 
they  suffered,  or  had  any  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  law  requiring  that  all  marriages 
between  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics 
shall  first  be  solemnized  by  a  Protestant 
Clergyman.     Why    was    this    regulation 
imposed?       It  was,  as  he  before  said, 
because  the  Roman  Catholic  Clergyman 
did  not  conceive  himself  to  be  under  the 
influence  of  the  law  in  this  respect ;    be- 
cause he  disavowed  the  right  of  interfer- 
ence    in    any    Ecclesiastical    concerns; 
because  he  did  not  submit  to  the  necessity 
for  the  publication  of  banns,  to  the  legality 
of  licenses,  or  to  the  examination  which 
ought  always  to  be  entered  into  before 
persons  are  allowed  to   marry  ;     because 
the  Roman  Catholic  Clergyman  wished  to 
have  an  uncontrolled  powerof  solemnizing 
marriages,  when,  where,  and  under  what 
circumstances    he  pleased,  and  without 
ascertaining  those  facts,  the  knowledge  of 
which    was  absolutely  necessary  tor  the 
welfare  of  the  parties  concerned.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refened  to 
what  he  supposed  to  be  a  security — the 
presence  of  two  witnesses ;   but  he  (Colo- 
nel Perceval)  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that 
any  idea  of  security  to  arise  from  such  a 
source  was  absurd, because  there  was  good 
reason  why  proof  should  be  given  before 
witnesses    as    before    the    Ecclesiastical 
authority,  of  the  non-existence  of    any 
moral  objection.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman   also  said,  that  Roman   Ca- 
tholics were  prohibited  from    celebrating 
marriages,  where  Protestants  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  were  parties  ;  but  he  said^ 
that  the  Dissenters  also  were  under  the 
same  disability,  and  he  referred  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  to  the  21st  and  22nd 
Geo.  3rd,  c.  25,  declaring  the  marriages 
of  Dissenters  by   Dissenting    clergymen 
valid,  but  making  an  express  exception  of 
cases  where  either  party  was  of  the  Esta- 
blished    Church.       [Mr.    Lynch:  ^oi] 
The  hon.   Gentleman   might    say  *'  no 
but  the  statute-book  says  '<  yes  ;*'    and  he 
(Colonel  Perceval)  would  refer  the  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  act  itself* 
The  Act  now  proposed  to  be  passed   by 
the  hon.  and  learned   Gentleman  would 
put  the  Roman  Catholic  Clergy  in  a  l^t- 
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ter poAtton' than  the  Dissenting  Clergy; 
bat  the  legitimate  object  of  all  enactments 
OR  the  subject  should  be  to  discountenance 
the  predominance  of  any  one  sect  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  give  to  clergymen  of  every 
persuasion  the  power  to  solemnize  mar- 
riage, if  those  precautions  are  taken  before- 
hand which  are  rendered  absolutely 
necessary  by  the  solemn  nature  of  the 
contract,  and  which  were  sanctioned  by 
universal  practice.  The  Act  it  proposed 
to  repeal  was  the  only  one  now  in  existence 
which  prevented  the  Roman  Catholic 
Priest  solemnizing  marriages  when  and 
how  he  pleased.  He  put  it  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  whether  it  was 
dealing  fairly  with  the  Protestant  Esta- 
blished Chnrch  to  give  permission  to  the 
Clergyman  of  another  persuasion  to  come 
in  and  celebrate  marriage,  where  Protes- 
tants were  parties  concerned,  just  as  they 
pleased^  without  instituting  those  inquiries, 
and  taking  those  precautions,  which  were 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the 
indiyidnals.  He  put  it  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  whether  it  was  fair  to 
sweep  away  the  only  check  that  was  now 
left  on  the  performance  of  clandestine 
marriages.  He  did  not  wish,  God  forbid 
thftt  he  should !  to  interfere  between 
them  artd  persons  of  their  own  religion ; 
but  he  did  wish  to  prevent  them  from 
coming  into  families  professing  another 
fetth  — rendering  themselves  accessory  to 
abductions — and  being  ready  at  any  time 
to  celebrate  marriages  if  they  were  duly 
paid :  all  which  this  Bill  would  allow  them 
to  do,  without  any  check  whatever.  An 
Act  passed  in  the  12th  of  George  1st, 
which  made  it  a  capital  felony  for  a  Clergy- 
man of  either  religion  to  contract  mar- 
riages of  this  description,  the  severity  of 
that  penalty  caused  the  Act  to  be  impe- 
rative, because  parties  would  not  prosecute 
when  prosecution  would  subject  the 
offender  to  such  severe  consequences. 
To  do  away  with  the  penalty  it  was,  that 
the  Act  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  now  proposed  to  repeal,  the  19th 
Geo.  2,  was  passed,  making  the  marriage 
contracted  under  such  circumstances  void, 
but  repeafing  the  penal  enactment  of  the 
former.  A  Bill  was  introduced  two  ses- 
sions ago  by  the  Attorney -General  for 
Ireland,  repealing  that  part  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  32nd,  Geo.  2nd,  which 
jraposcd  a  penalty  of  500/.  in  lieu  of  the 
former  severe  penalty,  without  substituting 
any  oth«r  in  itv  place^  the  consequence  of 


all  which  was,  that  while  the  Protestant 
Clergyman  was  still  subject  to  severe 
penalties  for  non-performance  of  his  duty 
m  the  due  celebration  of  marriages,  the 
Roman  Catholic  Priest  was  subject  to  no 
punishment  whatever.  No  man  in  the 
House  was  more  anxious  than  he  was  to 
see  a  general  Marriage-law  brought  in ; 
but  until  some  such  measure*  as  that  was 
passed,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose  to  the 
utmost  extent  any  legislative  enactment 
which  would  take  away  the  preventive  to 
Roman  Catholic  Clergymen  from  entering 
as  they  pleased  into  families  of  persons  of 
another  persuasion,  and  marrying  indivi- 
duals without  the  consent  of  their  parents 
or  guardians.  He  would  read  a  passage 
from  a  letter  which  he  had  received  on  the 
14th  May,  the  day  on  which  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  was  to  have  come  on, 
from  an  Archdeacon  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  in  which  he  stated  two  oc- 
currences of  themselves  sufficient  to  pre- 
vent the  Legislature  from  granting  this 
power  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Clergy. — 
The  writer  savs,  "  I  will  stale  a  circum- 
Stance  which  occurred  in  this  place  on 
Thursday  last.  A  young  man,  aged  nine- 
teen years,  applied  to  me  for  a  licence  to 
marry  a  woman  of  forty.  I  asked  him  i^ 
they  were  Roman  Catholics ;  but  he  said 
they  were  Protestants,  and,  looking  at  the 
disparity  of  ages,  I  refused  to  grant  the 
licence.  He  then  immediately  went  to  a 
Roman  Catholic  priest,  who,  for  the  sum 
of  1/.  55.,  married  them  directly.  If  such 
things  as  these  are  allowed  to  go  on, 
there  will  soon  be  an  end  to  that  authority 
which  parents  ought  to  possess  during  the 
minority  of  their  children.  A  worse  case 
than  the  above  occu;'red  (o  another  place: 
a  priest  married  a  young  gentleman, 
eighteen  years  of  age,  to  his  mother's  maid** 
servant,  which  had  such  an  effect  On  the 
mother  that  she  died  in  consequence  of  it." 
The  Protestants,  he  repeated,  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  with  the  power  enjoyed  by  the 
Roman  Catholics  when  exercised  among 
themselves;  but  they  did  o^ect  to  its 
operation  in  the  families  of  Protestants, 
unless  uuder  proper  restrictions.  As  the 
law  stood,  the  parties  are  obliged  to  so 
before  a  Protestant  clergyman,  who  could 
not,  except  under  severe  penalties,  cele- 
brate marriage  without  first  making 
inquiries  necessary  for  the  satisfaction 
of  the  families  of  the  parties.  The 
Protestants  did  not  object  to  extend 
the  same  power  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
S2 
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clergy,  wittiout  the  necessary  consequence 
of  nullity  in  the  marriage^  if  they  would 
submit  to  go  through  the  same  precaution* 
ary  system  as  was  gone  through  by  the 
Protestant  clergy,  and  give  every  publicity 
to  the  intentions  of  the  contractmg  parties 
as  would  make  the  necessary  inquiries 
previously.  He  would  be  the  first  to 
support  a  general  Marriage  Bill  which 
should  contain  such  a  condition  as  that. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  one 
of  his  arguments  seemed  to  infer  that 
while  the  Roman  Catholic  priest  was, 
comparatively  speaking,  prevented  from 
celebrating  such  marriages,  persons  of  the 
Protestant  faith,  even  Laymen,  could  do 
so  with  impunity.  Any  general  Marriage 
Act  must  remedy  such  an  evil  as  that,  or 
it  would  be  utterly  inefficacious.  The 
moral  feeling  of  the  people  of  Ireland  led 
them  at  present  to  wish  that  marriages 
should  be  so  celebrated  as  to  render  them 
valid,  morally  speaking,  as  well  as  in 
point  of  faith ;  and  he  certainly  thought 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  allow  that  moral  feeling  full  play, 
and  should  not  introduce  any  measure 
which  would  tend  to  the  increase  of  clan- 
destine marriages,  by  giving  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  a  power  to  celebrate 
marriages  without  their  being  under  neces- 
sary precautionary  restrictions.  Under 
all  these  circumstances,  hoping  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  be 
induced  not  to  press  forward  his  Bill  now, 
and  feeling  as  he  did  his  inability  to  com- 
pete with  die  hon.  Gentleman  in  argument, 
he  should  still  attempt  to  discharge  what 
he  felt  to  be  his  duty,  by  moving  that  this 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  it  was  no  dis- 
paragement to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem<» 
ber  to  be  ignorant  of  law,  but  lest  his 
statements  might  have  made  an  impression 
on  the  House,  he  begged  to  put  the  matter 
right.  He  admitted  that  if  the  gallant 
Member  was  right  in  point  of  law,  the 
Act  then  under  discussion  ought  not  to 
pass.  As  the  law  ai  present  stood,  how- 
ever, nobody  suffered  but  the  innocent 
children,  and  them  alone ;  and  he  would 
ask,  was  that  a  state  of  things  to  con- 
tinue ?  The  guilty  clergyman,  the  guilty 
father,  escaped;  but  the  law  at  present 
inflicted  its  direst  penalties  on  the  innocent 
children.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
was  totally  ignorant  of  the  law  of  marriage 
|o  {relapd ;  be  b^d  t i|id,  that  a  marriage 


between  two  Protestants  was  not  valid, 
except  celebrated  according  to  the  canons 
of  the  Church  of  England,  or  by  licence ; 
that,  in  short,  it  was  attended  by  some 
precautions.  Now,  he  would  not  dispute 
with  the  gallant  Officer  as  to  extent ;  but, 
in  fact,  there  were  none. 

Colonel  Perceval:  I  stated,  that  if  the 
clergyman  celebrated  the  marriage  im- 
properly, he  was  liable  to  be  deprived, 
ipso  facto,  for  three  years,  of  his  benefice. 

Mr.  O'Connell  admitted,  of  course,  that 
the  marriage-maker,  the  clergyman,  was 
liable  to  punishment,  except  he  had  no 
benefice ;  but  then  the  marriage  itself  was 
perfectly  valid,  and  that  was  a  resource  to 
the  very  worst  class  of  clergymen  in  Ire- 
land.   As  soon  as  they  were  deprived  for 
misconduct,    they  set  up  as   marriage- 
makers.     They  might  marry  whom  they 
pleased,  and  where  they  pleased;  and  the 
bishop  had  the  power  certainly  to  degrade 
him,  but  the  marriage  notwithstanding  was 
a  legal  marriage.    A  man  of  the  name  of 
Wood,  a  couple-beggar,  had  resided  for 
nearly  thirty  years  in  the  Haymarket,  and 
was  in  the  constant  habit  of  marrying 
persons  for  half-a-crown«  Those  marriages 
in  all  cases  in  Ireland  were  decided  to  be 
legal ;  and  in  one  instance,  in  the  case  of 
a  prosecution  for  bigamy,  in  a  family  with 
which  his  (Mr.  O'Connell's  son)  was  con- 
nected, Wood's  book,  after  his  death,  was 
admitted  by  the  Court  as  evidence.    But 
when  Wood  died,  did  his  trade  die  with 
him  ?  No  such  thing.    Another  degraded 
Protestant  clergyman  took  it  up,  and  at 
the  present  moment  was  following   his 
vocation.    There  was  one  man  who  had 
been  actually  married  by  him  four  times, 
at  1  s.  6d.  each  time.    That  was  the  state 
of  the  law  at  present;  and  the  practice 
was  even  now  going  on.    There  was  in 
fact  no  Marriage*law  in  Ireland.    There 
were   sectarian    MarriageJaws    indeed ; 
every  Protestant  clergyman  could  marry, 
when  he  pleased,  tl^  Presbyterian,  the 
Catholic,  the  Episcopalian.     By  leaving 
the  statute  in  existence,  they  wonld  not 
punish  either  of  those  two  dergymen, 
however  improperly  they  might  have  mar- 
ried parties;    but  upon   whom  did  the 
penalty  fall?     Upon  the  issue   of   the 
marriage?   Now,  ought  that  anomaly  to 
remain.    He  wished  to  have  the  Bill  go 
into  Committee.     It  was  a  curious  fact, 
that  in  England  the  Marriage-law  was  the 
strictest,  and  in  Scotland  the  loosest,  of 
fill  the  pations  of  Europe,    Ip  the  Utter, 
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it  was  only  required  that  the  parties  sboald 
•igo  a  written  contract;  and  yet  there 
was  no  people  in  the  world  more  distin- 
guished for  prudence  in  marriages  than 
the  Scotch.  In  Ireland,  the  law  was  a 
kind  of  medium  between  the  two;  but 
there  was  one  great  anomaly,  and  that 
ought  to  be  taken  away,  and  the  law 
made  equal  to  alL  Sectarian  prejudices 
being  then  at  an  end,  nobody,  whatever 
his  prejudices,  could  come  forward  with 
such  cases  as  those  which  they  had  heard. 
On  what  ground  was  the  hon.  Member's 
Bill  opposed  ?  Because  there  were  "  sec- 
tarian prejudices.*'  Why  the  Catholic 
•told  them  that  the  law  was  of  a  sectarian 
character,  and  till  it  was  repealed  it  would 
continue  so.  When  the  present  measure 
bad  passed,  the  law  would  be  equal  to 
alU  and  then  the  general  Marriage-law 
ought  to  be  discussed  with  the  calmest 
temper,  and  settled,  after  a  careful  ex- 
amination, with  the  most  rigid  impar- 
tiality. 

Mr.  Shaw  objected  to  the  Bill,  while  he 
was  free  to  admit  the  anomalous  and  im- 
perfect state  of  the  whole  Marriage-law  in 
Ireland,  and  as  ready  as  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  support  an  enlarged  and  general 
measure  for  its  revision  and  improvement. 
The  only  effect,  however,  of  the  Bill  then 
proposed  would  be,  to  remove  the  single 
obstacle  to  the  celebration  of  clandestine 
marriages  by  Roman  Catholic  priests — 
and  although  as  was  agreed  on  the  other 
side,  such  marriages  might  be  performed 
without  the  clergy,  yet  the  disinclination  of 
the  people  to  be  married  by  any  other  than 
a  regular  clergyman  operated  as  a  moral 
eheck  in  that  respect.  It  was  very  re- 
markable that  though  within  the  last  two 
Years  the  subject  had  been  legislated  upon 
by  the  present  Attorney  and  the  late  So- 
licitor Gfeneral  of  Ireland,  they  both  had 
purposely  and  advisedly  omitted  the  enact- 
ment which  it  was  by  that  Bill  sought  to 
introduce,  rendering  such  marriages  valid, 
and  by  that  means  repealing  the  19th 
Geo^  2nd,  which  was  passed  expressly 
to  annul  marriages,  celebrated  by  Roman 
Catholic  priests,  between  Protestants  and 
Roman  Catholics,  notwithstanding  the 
severe  penalties  which  at  that  time  were 
in  force  against  Roman  Catholic  priests 
for  celebrating  them.  He  had  not  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  of  the  present  Attorney 
General  (Mr,  Perrin),  abolishing  those 
penalties,  because  he  considered  them  ex- 
Sreme^  and  outof  proportion  to  the  offence; 


but  he  deprecated  the  present  Bill,  which, 
without  improving  the  Marriage*  law  in  Ire- 
land generally,  would  do  away  the  only 
practical  impediment  to  clandestine  mar- 
riages being  performed  between  Members 
of  different  religious  persuasions  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood. 

\}x.Lu$hington  did  not  see  why  because 
the  Attorney-General  was  not  in  bis  place, 
they  should  not  go  on  then  without  him. 
He  had  a  great  respect  for  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  and  believed  that  if 
he  were  in  his  place  he  would  be  among 
the  best  supporters  of  the  Bill.  Let  them 
not  wait  then,  however,  for  that  learned 
Gentleman  to  remove  a  great  practical 
grievance  from  the  Marriage-law  of  Ire- 
land. With  respect  to  the  measure,  it 
proposed  to  repeal  a  statute,  the  effect  of 
which  was  to  render  null  and  void  all 
marriages  celebrated  by  Popish  priests  be- 
tween Protestants  and  Catholics.  Now 
let  the  House  look  at  the  inconveniences 
arising  from  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
and  compare  them  with  the  expected  con- 
sequences pointed  at  by  the  gallant 
Colonel,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Was  there  one  thing  in  the  whole  world 
more  difficult  to  be  ascertained  before 
death,  much  more,  subsequently,  than  the 
religious  belief  and  profession  of  any  par- 
ticular party  ?  Who  was  to  make  the  in- 
quiry? Who  was  to  pay  the  penalty? 
Put  a  case :  an  unfortunate  woman,  igno- 
rant of  the  state  of  the  law,  relying  upon 
the  assertions  and  the  promises  of  him  who 
led  her  to  the  celebration  of  the  marriage, 
who  told  her  that  she  had  but  to  answer 
<*  Yes,"  to  the  questions  proposed  to  her, 
and  that  her  marriage  would  be  good.  Re- 
lyiniJT  upon  the  faith  and  assertions  of  him 
in  whom  she  would  of  all  others  naturally 
place  the  most  unlimited  confidence,  the 
marriage  took  place:  what  happened? 
First  he  would  suppose  an  investigation 
took  place  ;  and  her  religion  was  dis- 
covered to  have  been  Protestant.  Upon 
whom  fell  the  penalty?  not  upon  the 
priest;  not  upon  the  seducer; — no,  but 
upon  the  unfortunate  woman,  and  her  chil- 
dren! Was  that  justice?  Was  that  equality? 
Was  that  the  law  of  Ireland  ?  Or  again : 
the  marriage  existed  for  years :  a  ques- 
tion arose  as  to  the  title  of  an  estate  :  an 
inquiry  took  place  as  to  whether  the 
parties  were  both  Roman  Catholics  at  the 
time  of  the  marriage  :  the  witnesses 
were  dead :  the  fact  could  not  be  proved; 
the  children  were  declared  illegitimate; 
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and  the  estate  fell  to  the  next  heir. 
Now,  eucb  a  law  was  a  disgrace  to 
civilized  life.  It  was  renderipg  uncer- 
tain that  contract,  which  of  all  others 
ought  to  be  the  most  certain :  it  was 
putting  into  the  hands  of  a  party»  those 
rights  and  privileges^  which  ought  to  be 
most  sacredly  preserved  by  every  nation 
.which  looked  to  the  happiness  of  its  sub- 
jects. Clandestine  marriages  were  great 
evilsy  against  which  be  (Dr.  Lushington) 
had  raised  his  voice  for  many  years:  but 
prior  to  the  year  1764,  msrrisges  were 
single  contracts  *^per  verba  deprtesentir 
they  ought  to  prevent  improper  marriageSt 
but  when  once  the  marriage  was  performed, 
the  contract  should  be  valid*  It  was  no 
remedy,  but  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of 
100,  instead  of  a  remedy,  it  was  a  penalty, 
to  render  the  marriage  null  and  void.  It 
blssted  the  prospects  of  the  parties  for 
ever,  and  then  talked  to  them  of  a 
'^  remedy."  Let  the  Legislature  prevent 
the  marriage  if  it  could ;  but  let  the  knot, 
once  tied>  be  tied  for  ever.  Upon  those 
grounds,  he  (Dr.  Lushington)  hoped  the 
Bill  would  ultimately  go  farther  in  its  pro- 
visions. He  hoped  it  would  be  rendered 
retrospective,  and  that  the  Legislature 
would  seriously  direct  its  attention  to  the 
whole  Marriage-law  of  England  and  lie- 
land,  so  as  to  afford  reasonable  security 
against  clandestine  marriages;  but  to 
make  them  when  once  contracted  endure 
for  the  lives  of  the  parties. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  concurred  in 
^uch  that  had  fallen  from  the  learned 
civiliao,  and  considered  that  it  was  most 
preposterous  after  the  law  had  inflicted 
capital  punishment  to  superadd  a  penalty 
of  500/.  He  concurred  likewise  in  the 
view  tsken  by  the  learned  doctor  of  the 
evils  resulting  from  clandestine  marriages^ 
and  it  was  that  consideration  which  in- 
duced him  to  urge  the  advocates  of  the 
Bill  rather  to  bring  in  one  general  Mar- 
riage-law, and  not  by  the  present  measure 
to  remove  the  only  l^ir  which  then  existed 
in  Ireland  to  clandestine  marriages.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  desired  to  see 
the  law  remain  in  its  present  state ;  on 
the  oontmry,  he  should  cheerfully  support 
an  extended  measure  of  improvement,  but 
it  was  because  he  felt  anxious  for  that 
larger  measure  that  he  did  not  think  it 
wise  to  proceed  with  the  second  reading 
then  moved»  the  more  especially  as  the 
Law  OflScersof  the  Crown  for  Ireland  were 
pot  thM  in  their  placevi 


Lord  Morpeth  said,  that  although  hfi 
had  not  the  advantage  of  hearing  the 
sound  and  skilful  opinions  of  the  Attorney 
and  Solicitor-General  for  Ireland,  he  could 
not  but  feel  that  there  was  quite  enough  of 
law  in  the  House  to  justify  him  in  con- 
senting to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  hoped  that  before  it  went  into  Conv- 
mitteetheLaw  Officers  of  the  Crown  would 
be  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Shell  was  in  favour  of  the  measure. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  ascertain  how  the  gal- 
lant Member  (Colonel  Perceval)  had  ob- 
tained such  a  knowledge  of  canon  law, 
but  on  consideration  he  supposed  it  wa^ 
acquired  during  his  recent  connexion  with 
the  Ordnance  Department. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

Limitation  of  Polls.]  Mr.  Mphin' 
stone  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  for  limiting  the  duration  of  the  Poll 
at  elections  which  contained  only  two 
enacting  clauses;  viz.;  on  the  limiting 
the  poll  at  elections  to  one  day  in  coun- 
ties ;  and  the  second  for  effecting  tbe 
same  purpose  in  boroughs.  The  expe- 
rience of  the  general  elections  since  1832, 
sufficiently  proved  that  all  the  freeholders 
in  the  most  extensive  counties  could  be 
polled  in  one  day,  inasmuch  as  no  less 
than  1 ,000  voters  had  been  taken  in  ti>at 
time  at  one  booth,  whilst  tlie  average  num* 
ber  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
take  would  only  be  600.  At  the  general 
election  in  1832,  three-fourths  of  the  elec* 
tors  polled  in  one  day.  Taking  ten  of  the 
largest  counties,  he  found  tliat  out  of 
44,561,  persons  who  votedt  37,075  voted 
on  the  first  day.  The  results  of  the 
boroughs,  in  the  elections  was  still  more 
favourable  to  his  view,  sod  he  ^therefore 
could  have  no  doubt  that  it  was  feasible 
to  take  all  the  polls  in  one  day.  The 
chief  object  of  his  Bill  was  to  defeat  the 
intentions  and  wishes  of  those  who,  by 
holding  their  votes  till  the  second  day. 
expected  to  obtain  a  bribe  after  the  Strug* 
gle  had  commenced, 

Mr,  Ewart  said,  die  practicability  of  th« 
Bill  was  shown  clearly  on  the  evidence 
given  by  the  town-clerk  of  the  borougk 
he  represented,  both  before  tbe  Corpora* 
tion  Commissioners  and  the  Committee 
of  the  House  on  the  subject  of  election 
proceedings.  The  number  of  electors  in 
Liverpool  exceeded  lUOOO,  and  the  officer 
to  whose  testimony  he  lefisrred  proved 

(hat  the  ppU  tbeie  oould  caiUjrb^takaQ 
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ID  one  day.    He  had  ^reat  pleasure  id 
secoodiog;  the  Motioa. 

The  Attomey'General  did  oot  rise  to 
oppose  the  second  reading,  though  he 
doubted  the  expediency  at  the  present 
momeDt  of  proceeding  with  this  single 
measure.  It  could  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  which  had  recom- 
mended this  and  other  measures  of  large 
importance  for  completing  the  machinery 
of  the  Reform  Act,  had  given  notice  of  a 
Bill  having  a  similar  object  to  the  present. 
Besides  this,  nothing  could  be  easier  than 
to  include  all  the  details  and  provisions  of 
this  Bill  in  the  Registration  Bill  which  had 
been  introduced  by  bis  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department.  His 
only  anxiety  was  to  prevent  the  confusion 
which  might  arise  from  so  much  legisla- 
tion on  the  same  subject.  One  general 
act  might  comprise  all  these  details,  and 
approving,  as  he  did  entirely,  of  tlie  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill,  he  should  not  oppose  its 
second  reading,  in  the  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings  would  postpone  its 
future  progress  until  the  other  measures 
to  which  he  had  adverted  were  fully  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mr.  William  Duncombe  also  thought 
that  the  Bill  might  be  embodied  in  one  of 
those  before,  or  about  to  be  before,  the 
House,  especially  in  that  Bill  for  the  better 
registration  of  voters.  He  had  great  doubts 
as  to  the  policy  of  limiting  the  poll  to  one 
day  only,  particularly  in  counties.  It  was 
extremely  questionable  whether  all  the 
electors  could  be  brought  up  to  the  poll  in 
one  day  in  wide  and  populous  districts, 
like  the  one  be  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent. Under  these  circumstances  it  would 
be  advantageous,  in  large  districts,  to  allow 
the  poll  to  remain  open  for  the  same  pe- 
riod as  at  present. 

Mr.  Baines  said,  that  in  the  West  Rid- 
ing of  Yorkshire  there  were  7,000  voters. 
On  a  late  occasion  the  total  number  polled 
was  16,000,  of  whom  13,000  were  polled 
io  one  day.  He  was  assured  that  double 
that  AumKr  could  with  perfect  conve- 
nience have  polled  in  the  same  time.  It 
would  be  a  great  beneBt  to  the  country 
to  have  the  elections  take  place  in  one 
day,  for,  generally  speaking,  corruption 
took  place  on  the  night  between  the  two 
davs  oi  polling. 

Mr.  Aglionby  concurred  in  the  observa- 
tions of  the  learned  Attorney-General, 
tnd  thought  thatif  ooce  general  measures 


on  the  subject  were  not  pioeeeded  with, 
the  present  one  might  be  carried  into 
effect.  If  polling  were  to  be  limited  to 
one  day  there  should  be  a  more  speedy 
mode  adopted  than  the  present  one  of  tak- 
ing the  poll. 

Dr.  Bowring  approved  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  It  would  be  a  great  improve* 
ment  of  the  law ;  and,  wishing  to  see  its 
provisions  extended  to  Scotland,  he 
should,  when  it  got  into  Committee,  move 
the  omission  of  the  Clause  restricting  its 
operation  to  England. 

The  Lord^Advocate  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  extending  the  provisions .  of 
this  bill  to  Scotland,  but  thought  that  it 
would  be  necessary  in  that  case  to  provide 
some  remedy  to  prevent  the  tendering  of 
unnecessary  oaths  for  the  mere  purpose  of 
creatmg  delay.  He  thought  that  the  best 
mode  of  preventing  such  a  trick  would  be 
to  introduce  into  the  bill  a  clause  provid- 
ing that  if  at  4  o'clock,  when  the  poll  now 
closed,  there  were  any  electors  unpolled 
who  wished  to  poll,  they  should  give  in 
their  names  immediately  to  the  returning 
officer,  and  that  the  poll  should  be  kept 
open  the  next  day  till  they  were  all  polled. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  opposed  the  Bill.  Ill 
health,  bad  weather,  and  many  other 
circumstances  which  it  would  be  tedious 
to  enumerate,  might  prevent  an  elector 
from  voting  on  the  first  day  of  the  poll, 
and  therefore,  in  his  opinion  a  second  day 
ought  to  be  allowed. 

Lord  Morpeth  gave  his  cordial  support 
to  the  Bill.  He  had  just  returned  from 
the  election  in  Yorkshire,  at  which  a 
.greater  number  of  votes  bad  been  polled 
than  at  any  other  election  which  had  taken 
place  under  the  Reform  Bill,  and  he  knew 
that  in  one  of  the  most  populous  districts, 
at  which  he  happened  to  be,  at  I  o'clock 
on  the  first  day  of  the  poll,  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  electors  had  polled  by  that 
hour.  Indeed,  the  chief  business  of  the 
day  was  then  over,  as  not  more  than  5  or 
6  electors  afterwards  straggled  in;  That 
circumstance  proved  that  it  would  be  as 
satisfactory  to  the  electors  as  to  the 
elected  to  have  the  /poli  terminated  in  one 
day. 

Mr.  Warhurton  thought  that  it  would 
be  most  desirable  to  secure  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  in  the  present  session,  as  it  was 
impossible  to  tell  how  soon  they  might  be 
sent  back  to  their  constituents. 

The  Attorney*  GenercU  wished  not  to  be 
miiunderitoodf    Vo  one  was  more  desi^ 
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•008  thao  himself  that  this  enactment 
should  pass  in  the  present  session,  and  it 
was  only  in  the  hope  that  it  would  form 
part  of  another  bill  already  before  the 
House  that  he  had  wished  all  further 
proceedings  to  be  postponed  for  the  pre- 
sent. If  the  bill  to  which  he  had  alluded 
should  be  in  any  danger,  he  would  wil- 
lingly  support  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  Blackstone  entirely  agreed  that  it 
was  desirable  to  have  the  poll  taken  in  a 
single  day,  for  a  second  day  only  tended 
to  encourage  bribery. 

Mr.  Cayley  also  concurred  in  the  opin- 
ion that  the  second  day  afforded  a  decided 
advantage  to  the  candidate  who  had  the 
longest  purse,  and,  therefore,  he  should 
give  this  Bill  his  support. 

Mr.  Pease  thought  that  voters  should 
be-allowed  to  vote  where  they  resided,  and 
not  where  their  property  was  situate.  He 
agreed  that  this  Bill  would  be  a  great  im- 
provement. 

Mr.  O'Brien  wished  to  have  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  extended  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'Connell  supported  the  Motion, 
and  hoped  that  the  good  example  it  would 
set  for  England  would  be  extended  to 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Hardy  also  supported  the  Motion. 
In  his  view  of  the  subject  the  poll  should 
proceed  without  interruption.  Any  objec- 
tion taken  to  a  voter  might  be  made  at 
the  time  when  the  vote  was  given,  and 
heard  afterwards,  when  the  only  question 
which  could  be  raised  would  be  as  to  the 
identity  of  the  person  to  whom  the  objec- 
tion was  made. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  a  se- 
cond time. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday^  June  A,  1835. 

Mnruna.]  PeCltiooi  praented.  Bf  Lord  Pbvbubak, 
firom  Uuee  PfauM,  for  ReUefto  Uie  Agricultural  Interests- 
By  Uie  Earl  of  Rooxn,  IWan  Ldghlu,  agidnik  Appro- 
prUtiiig  die  Rerenufli  of  Uie  PkoteiUnt  Chureh  to  oUier 
purpowi — ^By  the  Biihop  of  Cbutsu,  fkom  Durham, 
agahist  the  uie  of  Spirituous  Liquon;  from  four  Plaoet, 
for  Proteetioa  to  the  Proteitant  Cbunh  of  Irelaiid. 

CsvTaAL  CaiMiKAL  Court.]  Lord 
Brougham  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  matter  on  which  he  had 
recently  obtained  a  return,  namely,  the 
number  of  cases  tried  at  the  Central 
Criminal  Court,  before  the  Judges  and 
the  city  officers.  Malicious  persons,  who 
were  the  more  malicious  in  proportion  to 
their  ignorance,  had  represented  that  the 


learned  Judges  now,  since  the  passing  of 
the  Central  Criminal  Court  Act,  had  tried 
fewer  prisoners  than  formerly.    The  state- 
ment was  utterly  devoid  of  truth,  but  was 
not  the  less  persevered  in.     The  return 
which  he  had  moved  for,  and  which  was  now 
made,  showed  that  in  each  of  three  years, 
the  number  of  larcenies  tried  by  the  City 
law  officers  was  nearly  the  same — namely, 
725  in  one  year,  694  in  another,  and  674 
in  a  third.     In  the  first  of  these  years, 
there  were  806  offenders,  out  of  which 
number  725  were  tried  for  petty  larcenies 
alone.    The    graver    offences  only  were 
brought  before  the  learned  Judges.    To 
prove  that  their  labours  were  not  less,  but 
greater  than  ever,  he  had  moved  for  this 
return.     It  was  a  return  of  all  offences 
tried  during  six  months  of  six  successive 
years.     In  this  return  he  had  selected  the 
seven  principal  offences — burglary,  forgery, 
cutting  and  maiming,  manslaughter,  rape, 
and  robbery.     In  the  six  months  ending 
April,   1830,  the  City  law  officers  had 
tried,  of  these  principal  offences,  thirty- 
three  ;  the  learned  Judges  had  tried  thirty- 
seven.     In  the  last  of  the    six  months 
selected  —  namely,  the  six  months  end- 
ing April  5,  1835,  the  City  law  officers 
had  tried,  of  these  graver  offences,  twenty- 
seven;   while    the    learned  Judges  had 
tried  sixty-nine.   So  that,  in  former  times, 
before  the  Central  Criminal  Court  was 
established,  the  City  law  officers  had  tried, 
of  the  graver  offences,  nearly  as  many  as 
the  learned  Judges;  but  in  the  last  six 
months    the    number    of    these    graver 
offences  tried  before  the  learned  Judges 
was  nearly  double  that   of   the   graver 
offences  tried  before  the  City  law  officers. 
He  had  excluded  cases  of  murder  from 
this  return,  because  cases  of  that  kind 
were  sometimes  tried  indiscriminately  by 
the  City  law  officers,  and  by  the  Judges. 
He  had  mentioned  these  things,  because 
malicious  persons  had  represented   that 
since  the  institution  of  the  Central  Crimi- 
nal Court  the  learned  Judges  had  tried 
less  than  formerly  the  number  of  offenders 
brought  before  the^  court    The  reverse 
was  the  fact;  but  that  did  not  prevent 
these  persons  from  making  the  statement. 
He  could  not  conceive  the  motive  for  these 
misrepresentations,  except  that  he  was  the 
author  of  the  Central  Criminal  Court  Bill. 
He  now  moved  that  the  return  should  be 
printed. 
Agreed  to. 
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HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday  Jvne  4,  1835. 

lIiirirrBB.]  P«titiQDi  pniented.  By  Mr.  O'Connkll,  ftom 
the  CattioHc  RcsldeDti  at  Iff  ■dm,  for  Appointing  a  Cler- 
gjaan  of  their  Ftnamitm  to  ndda  among  than.— By 
Mr.  BoLunQ,  ftom  BqUdo*  agdnit  the  Diaenters* 
Marriage  Bill*— By  Lord  Morpkth,  from  Dewsbory 
<Yoikihlre)  for  Repealing  the  Duty  on  Spirit  Lieemcit 
ftom  Tadmaiden»  for  ttie  Repeal  of  the  Faetoriei^  R^gu* 

■  latiflii  Aet;  and  ftom  Leeds,  for  continuing  the  Drawbadc 
on  Soap  uied  in  ManufocCoriei. — By  Sir  Robsrt  B  atsson, 
ftom  the  Geoeial  Synod  id  Ulster,  agalnit  the  present 
Mamnr  of  AdministariQg  Oaths  to  Presbyterians.— By  BIr. 
WiLKa,  ftom  Ashvrell,  against  Tithea.— By  Mr.  Hoooxa, 
ftom  Homnonden,  in  fiivour  of  a  Commutation  of  Tilhes. 
—By  Mr.  EWABT,  ftom  the  Isle  of  Han,  for  a  Reform  of 

■  the  loftitutloiM  of  the  Island.— By  Mr.  Ditbtt,  ftom 
Ripon,  gainst  the  Erection  of  small  Tenements  for  the 
Pttipose  of  creating  Votes ;  flnm  Teignmouth,  against  the 
Dues  on  Coal  lerled  by  the  Corporation  of  Exeter. — By 
Mr.  O^DwYBE,  ftom  Navan,  for  Exempting  Materials 
used  for  Building  Catholic  Churdies,  ftom  the  Payment  of 
Duty.— ^By  Mr.  Chribtoprbk  PiTsaiMONt  ftom  Persons 
Gonflned  for  IMbt  in  Kiimainham  Marshalsea,  for  Ex- 
tending the  Provisions  of  the  Imprisoomaat  for  Debt  Bill 
to  Ireland. — ^By  Mr.  Hodoxs,  ftmn  two  Places,  against 
the  same  Bill;  and  by  an  How.  MufBcm,  ftom  Stratford, 
St,  Mary,  for  Alterations  in  the  samOi— By  Mr.  Caaisro- 
pmiB  FiTsamoN,  firom  Garrlstown,  against  Tithes. — By 
Mr.  A.  JoRftSTONB,  ftom  SL  Andrew's  and  St  Leonard's, 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  present  Law  rdating  to  Churdi 
Patronage  in  Scotland. — By  Mr.  Sergeant  Jaouon,  ftom 
Castle  Jordan,  against  the  New  System  of  Education  in 
Ireiandt  ftom  the  Protestants  of  Clonard's,  against  the 
Natkmal  School  System ;  firom  three  Plaees,  for  the  Better 
Obserranee  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Mr.  Mabk  Phillipb, 
ftom  the  Handloom  Weavers  of  Bolton,  for  a  Board  of 

'  Trade. — By  Mr.  V.  Shith  and  Mr.  Warbortoiv,  ftom 
Northampton  and  Bridport,  for  a  Remission  of  the 
Sentence  on  the  Dorchester  Labourers. — By  Dr.  Bowbino, 
ftom  Forftr  and  Kilmaloom,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty 
on  Newsp^iers.— By  Mr.  CaAUiBBa,  ftom  Montioee,  for 
carrying  into  eflbct  the  Recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  LighMwuses. — By  Mr.  F.  Shaw  and  Mr.  Bdckimoham, 
ftom  several  Places,  for  tiie  Supprenion  of  Drunkenness. — 
By  Mr.  SiNCLAiBf  ftom  two  PkuDes.  against  the  present  Law 
of  Patronage  in  Scotland.— By  Sir  IL  Pbbi.  and  Messrs. 
H.  J0BH8TONB,  A.  JoHiraTON,  Sinclaik,  and  an  Hon. 
Mkmbbb,  ftom  a  Number  of  Places,  for  Protection  to  the 
Church  of  Scotland.— By  Mr.  Stbwabt  Mackbitsib, 
firom  Klrrymoir,  against  any  Grant  for  Building  Churdies 
in  Scotland.— By  Sir  Robbbt  Pbbl,  Sir  Robsbt  Batb- 
aoiT,  and  Mr.  Sinclair,  ftom  fslington  and  other  Places, 
—against  the  Proposed  Measure  of  Church  Reform  in 
Ireland. — By  Mr.  Tookb,  firom  Persons  belonging  to  the 
Profesdon  of  the  Law  in  Loudon,  for  Better  Aooommoda- 
lion  for  them  in  the  Judges  Chambers  ;lhBn  two  Parishes 
in  London,  againat  the  Vestries'  Aet  Amendment  BiU.— 
By  Mr.  Habooubt,  ftom  the  Licensed  VictuaUersof  Henley- 
npoo-Thames,  agidnit  the   Additional   Duty  on   Spirit 


Grant  to  Matnooth.]  Mr.  Stewart 
Mackenzie  said,  I  rise.  Sir,  to  present  a 
Petition  signed  by  the  Moderator,  and 
agreed  to  by  the  ReV,  Ministers  of  the 
Synod  of  the  county  of  Ross.  The  petition 
is  short  but  relates  to  two  most  important 
subjects— ^the  grants  of  money  to  the 
college  of  Matnooth  and  to  the  Irish 
national  education  plan.  With  the  leave 
of  the  House  I  will  read  the  paragraphs, 
and  though  unwilling  to  originate  a  debate 
%%  thU  moment  on  those  subjects,  I  hope 


that  the  circumstance  of  my  presenting  a 
petition,  with  parts  of  which  I  do  not 
agree  in  opinion,  will  be  a  sufficient  apology 
with  the  House  for  my  trespassing  for  a 
short  time  on  its  indulgence.    It  states, 
''  That  your  petitioners  are  deeply  im- 
pressed with  the  importance  of  Scriptural 
education  as  the  true  and  only  foundation 
of  national   morality,    and  as  the  only 
education  that  can  make  wise  unto  salva- 
tion.''   I  am,  Sir,  not  only  not  disposed 
to  doubt  or  contest  the  truth  of  this  just 
paragraph  of  the  petition,  but  I  should 
bail  with  satisfaction  the  prospect  of  the 
arrival  of  that  moment  when,  throughout 
our  land,  among  the  rich  as  well  as  among 
the  poor,  thenational  morality  shall  be  uni* 
versally  founded  on  and  confirmed  by  an 
education  primarily  scriptural,  though  it 
would  be  deemed  sanguine  in  me  were 
I  to  declare  the  period  not  distant.  I  may 
be  permitted  to  express  my  entire  concur- 
rence in  these  sentiments  of  the  petitioners. 
I  wish  I  could  say,  that  my  views  were  in 
accordance  with  those  set  forth   in  the 
only  other  paragraph,  which  states,  **  that 
they  deprecate  the  annual  Parliamentary 
grants  of  national   money  towards  sup- 
porting the  Popish  College  of  Maynooth, 
and  the  new  system  of  anti-scriptural  edu- 
cation in  Ireland,  as  national  sins."    The 
first  part  of  this  paragraph  distinctly,  and 
in  most  unmeasured  terms,   briefly,  but 
comprehensively,  denounces  the  g^nt  to 
Maynooth  College  as  a  national  sin.  Now, 
Sir,  though  aware  how  influential,  how 
justly  influential,  the  reverend  Members 
of  the   Synod   must  be  with   their  pa- 
rishioners in  guiding  and  directing  their 
opinions,  I  cannot,  in   candour,   conceal 
from  the  House  my  difference  of  opinion 
from  that  of  the  petitioners,  in  whatever 
degree  the  avowal  may  elsewhere  operate 
to  my  disadvantage.     Besides  the  uncon- 
troverted  fact  of  the  grant  to  Maynooth 
having  been  made  for  several  years  before 
the  union  with  Ireland  (for  nearly  forty 
years    altogether)   considering    that    the 
amount  of  that  annual  grant  has  never 
amounted  to  9,500/.  except  in  one  year, 
when  an  increase  for  additional  buildings 
was  included,  and  that  it  did  not  then 
exceed    13,000/. — when   I  recollect  that 
this  is  the  only  provision  made  by  the 
nation  for  the  education  of  the  priests  of 
that  religion  which  is  professed  in  Ireland 
by  above  six  millions  of  our  fellow  sub<« 
jects,  I  feel  called  upon  in  candour  to 
avowy  on  presenting  this  petition,  that  ( 
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coDsider  it  to  be  tbe  duty  of  the  Legislature 
not  to  withdraw  the  grant  destined  for 
fitly  educating  the  Irish  Catholic  priests. 
While  I  advance  this  opposite  opinion  to 
that  of  the  petitioners,  I  do  so  with  great 
diffidence,  but  with  perfect  sincerity.  In 
proof  of  the  above  fact,  I  beg  to  read  an 
extract  from  the  8th  report  of  the  Coni'- 
missioners  of  Irish  Education  Inquiry,  of 
June,  1827:— 

^The  College  (Maynooth)  has  been  prin- 
cipally supported  by  Parliamentary  grants, 
though  several  donations  and  bequests  have 
also  t>een  received  for  its  use.  The  Parliap 
mentary  grants  have  varied  in  amount  from 
time  to  time.  For  the  first  twenty-one  years 
they  averaged  about  8,000/.  per  annum,  Irish 
currency.  In  the  year  1808,  the  grant  was 
augmented  to  12,610/.,  which  included  a  sum 
of  5yQ00L  expressly  granted  for  buildings.  lu 
the  subsequent  year,  the  grant  was  8,972/., 
which  was  continued  until  the  year  1813, 
when  it  was  raised  to  9,673/.  Irish,  which 
sum  has  been  granted  annually  ever  since.*' 

If,  Sir,  I  differ,  with  all  humility,  from 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  petitioners 
upon,  the  Maynooth  grant,  so  unequivo- 
cally, and  from  their  piety,  respectability, 
and  high  character,  as  Ministers  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  I  doubt  not,  so  sin* 
cerely  and  conscientiously  expressed,  I  am 
bound  to  declare  (though  with  regret,) 
that  I  equally  dissent  from  their  condem- 
nation of  tbe  Parliamentary  grant  to  the 
Irish  Education  Board,  as  a  national  sin. 
I  cannot  but  lament  that  by  so  highly  re- 
spectable a  body  of  Christian  Ministers, 
this  denunciation  of  the  plan  has  been  so 

f>roclaimed.  It  has  met  with  approval 
rom  gentlemen  of  all  parties,  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  I,  for  one,  am,  I 
confess,  desirous  that  the  plan^-I  say  it 
emphatically— should  have  a  fair  trial.  If 
I  could  believe  it  to  be  a  national  sin  to 
endeavour  to  instruct  the  ignorant  poor  in 
Ireland,  of  whatever  religious  opinions  or 
denominations  they  may  be,  I  would  not 
sanction  the  grant — but  if  I  can't  com- 
mand the  best  system  of  education  imagin- 
able, am  I  to  withhold  it  altogether? 
In  justice  to  the  Board  of  Commissioners 
of  Irish  Education,  I  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  two  extracts 
from  their  last  year's  report.  The 
first  is  from  the  Annual  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Education  in  Ire- 
land, for  the  year  ending  March,  1834, 
and  is  as  follows  ;— 

<*  It  having  been  imputed  to  us  that  we  in* 
tended  to  substitute  these  extracts  from  the 


Scriptures  for  the  Sacred  Volume  itself,  we 
deemed  it  necessary  to  guard  against  such  mis- 
representation by  annexing  to  the  first  number 
of  them  the  following  preface. 

''These  selections  are  oflfered,  not  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  Sacred  Volume  itself,  but  as  an 
introduction  to  it,  in  the  hope  of  their  leading 
to  a  more  general  and  more  profitable  perusal 
of  the  Word  of  God. 

"The  passages  introduced  have  been  chosen, 
not  98  being  of  more  importance  than  the  rest 
of  the  Scriptures,  but  merely  as  appeariag  to  be 
more  level  to  the  understandings  of  children 
and  youth  at  school,  and  also  best  fitted  to  be 
read  under  the  direction  of  teachers  not  neces- 
sarily qualified,  and  certainly  not  recognized, 
as  teachers  of  religion ;  no  passage  has  either 
been  introdnoed  or  omitted  under  the  influence 
of  any  particular  view  of  Christianity^  doc- 
trinal or  practical/' 

After  a  full  statement  of  their  rules,  the 
Commissionerscondude  their  Report  thus, 
which  is  the  second  Entract : — 

^'  We  have  thus  shown,  to  all  who  choose  to 
read  our  rules  with  the  view  of  understanding 
(not  perverting  them),  that,  while  we  desire  to 
bring  Christian  children  of  all  denominations 
together^  so  that  they  receive  instruction  in 
common  in  those  points  of  educatioii  wbieh  do 
not  clash  with  any  particular  relieious  opinions, 
we  take  care  that  sufiicient  time  be  set  apart  for 
separate  reHgious  instruction,  and  that  toe  Mi- 
nisters of  God*s  word,  of  all  Christian  creeds, 
and  those  appointed  by  them,  shall  have  tbe 
fullest  opportunity  of  reading  and  expounding 
it,  and  of  seeing  that  the  children  of  their  re- 
spective denominations  do  read  and  understand 
it,  not  only  weekly,  but  daily,  if  they  think 
proper. 

^'The  success  which  has  attended  our  la- 
bours, which  appears  by  the  progress  we  have 
made,  abundantly  proves  that  Uie  system  of 
education  committed  to  our  charge  has  been 
gratefully  received  and  approved  by  the  public 
in  general.  We  trust  it  will  continue  to  spread 
and  prosper.  It  shall  be,  as  it  ever  has  oeen. 
our  constant  object  so  to  administer  it  as  to 
make  it  acceptable  and  beneficial  to  tbe  whole 
of  his  Majesty's  subjects ;  to  train  up  and  unite, 
through  it,  the  youth  of  the  country  together, 
whatever,  their  religious  differences  may  be, 
in  feelings  and  habits  of  attachment  and  friend- 
ship towards  each  other ;  and  thus  to  render  it 
the  means  of  promoting  charity  and  good-will 
among  all  classes  of  the  people.*' 

One  word  more.  Sir,  on  the  prayer  of 
the  petition,  "  which  prays  your  hon. 
House  to  discontinue  the  forementiooed 
grants,  and  to  discourage  the  rising  spirit 
of  Popery  which  threatens  to  destroy  all 
the  best  institutions  of  the  realm  in  Church 
and  State."  I,forone,Sir,denythat,  mor». 
than  proportionally  with  the  increased pepu*  - 
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on  thaincraase.  But  even  were  it  bo»  would 
it  be  in  accordance  with  a  Christian  spirit, 
with  the  profession  of  religious  tolera- 
tion, which  we  avow»  to  take  away  the 
meaiis  of  their  education  from  the  priests 
of  a  religion  whose  duty  is  to  instruct  so 
many  millions  of  our  fellow-subjects 
(though  differing  in  doctrine  from  the 
petitioners) — or  could  we  justify  to  our- 
selves the  withdrawal  of  those  funds 
destined  by  the  State  for  purposes  of 
general  education  in  Ireland,  whatever  may 
be  the  creed  of  the  instructed,  without  a 
fuller  and  longer  trial  of  the  plan  ?  I  trust. 
Sir,  that  I  have  not  abused  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  so  kindly  extended  to  me, 
while  I  have  briefly  stated,  with  all  defer- 
ence, my  difference  of  opinion  from  the 
reverend  Synod  ;  and  I  have  now  only  to 
express  a  hope  that  advantage  will  not  be 
taken  (though  I  acknowledge  the  occasion 
is  an  inviting  one)  by  hon.  Members  on 
either  side,  to  enter  mto  a  desultory  dis- 
cussion  of  those  important  matters,  which 
must  both,  in  a  short  time,  form  legitimate 
subjecU  of  debate  in  the  House.  Nothings 
would  have  induced  me  now  to  depart 
from  the  salutary  rule  of  not  debating  a 
snlyect  on  presentation  of  a  petition,  but 
the  very  great  and  sincere  respect  which  I 
feel  is  due  to  the  collected  opinion  of  so 
pious  and  reverend  a  body  as  the  Synod, 
to  whose  petition  I  have  ventured  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House,  I  beg  leave 
to  bring  up  the  petition. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Holding  or  Parliaments  in  Ire- 
L4NO.]  Mr.  Bish  rose  to  move  an  Ad- 
dress to  bis  Majesty,  praying  him  to  hold 
his  Court  and  Parliament  occasionally  in 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  called  Ire- 
land. He  observed,  that  the  experience 
of  every  day  strengthened  his  conviction 
of  the  necessity  of  doing  something  for 
Ireland.  He  bad  looked  anxiously  at  the 
notices  of  Motions  regarding  that  part  of 
the  Empire,  but  found  nothing  proposed 
of  a  satisfactory  nature,  or  which  seemed 
calculated  to  render  the  present  Resolution 
unnecessary.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  had  a  Motion  on  the  paper 
relative  to  a  poor-rate  for  Ireland,  but  he 
•  doubted  whetner  such  a  plan,  if  carried 
into  effect,  would  materially  benefit  the 
people  of  thai  country.  He  bad  not  seen 
anything  to  alter  the  opinion  which  he 
formerly  expressed,  that  the  present  Re- 
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terests  of  Ireland  in  no  small  degree. 
Measures  for  the  relief  of  Ireland  were  im- 
peratively required  by  the  condition  of  that 
country.  Considering  the  state  of  feeling 
of  the  population,  it  was  only  surprising 
they  had  remained  tranquil  so  long*  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had 
been  called — and  perhaps  he  was — a  con- 
siderable agitator,  yet  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  the  man  who  kept  Ireland 
quiet.  Had  it  not  been  for  him  some 
dreadful  proceedings  would  have  occurred 
there  long  since.  It  had  been  objected 
that  great  inconvenience  would  be  occar 
sioned  by  the  absence  of  the  necessary  re- 
cords. Duplicates,  however,  could  be 
made  and  kept  in  Dublin,  without  entaik 
ing  any  great  expense  on  the  public.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Address  to  the  Crown. 

Dr.  Baldwin  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  wished  thatthe  hon. 
Member  would  so  far  alter  the  terms  of 
his  Motion  as  .to  leave  to  his  Majesty 
the  discretion  to  bold  the  Parliament 
either  in  Scotland  or  Ireland,  or  generally 
in  distant  parts  of  the  Empire. 

Mr.  Buthven  supported  the  Motion,  be* 
cause  be  thought  that  a  domestic  Legisla* 
ture  in  Ireland  would  be  of  great  benefit 
to  the  country. 

Mr.  GraUan  thought,  that  as  the  pre- 
sent Government  were  disposed  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland,  the  Motion  before  the 
House  should  be  postponed  until  the  nature 
of  their  measures  were  known. 

Dr.  JBoUwmhad  seconded  the  Motion, 
because  he  believed  that  the  hon.  Mover 
was  actuated  by  kind  feeling  towards  Ire« 
land.  He  did  not,  however,  think  it  was 
one  that  would  meet  with  general  concur^ 
rence  in  this  country. 

An  hon.  Member  moved  that  the  House 
be  counted. 

The  House  was  counted  out 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  June  5,  1835. 

Mnwrss.}  P«tiCioB»  pNMBle&  Bf  Bvl  Bau«iiUiir» 
fktnttiBltleof  AslMimib  fi>r  mUff  to  tte  AfrioilteiMii* 
—By  Lord  Brououav,  ftom  Greenock,  St  Mtxy.  L«n« 
beUi,  and  other  PlaoM,  for  the  AbolOlon  of  Che  Stam|i 
Btttiet  OB  N«iri|NpM.---ny  Lord  BaomsAw.  Ito  Ihik* 
oC  Rmhmoiid.  mmI  Ite  Evl  of  Knf«ov»,  Iton  wvenl 
Places  in  Scotiand,  tar  a  Grant  to  the  Sootch  Chutdu-^By 
Lord  BKOtroRAv  and  Che  Eari  of  QoKfotat,  ftom  nnei 
ill  Scolted,-4«aiaataMh  aOnot^ByLoiABaooaBAm 
fiom  Chalks  Butka,  oomplaiBiac  oT  Cha  Ejfmm  oC 
Transferring  Landed  Piopcrty.-^7  the  Earl  of  Ooa* 
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HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Friday f  June  5,    1835. 

If  iif  DTxa.1     BUL    Read  a  lint  time^-To  Amend  the  Law 
rdative  to  Savings'  Banks  (Scotland). 

Supply  of  Water  to  the  Metro- 
P0Li8«]  Sir  Francis  Burdett  moved  the 
tecood  reading  of  the  Metropolitan  Water 
Company  Bill. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  it  was  not  bis  in- 
tention to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  as  the  object  proposed — ^namely, 
that  of  supplying  good  and  wholesome 
water  to  the  metropolis  —  was  deserving 
the  encouragement  of  the  Legislature,  but 
if  it  should  come  out  in  the  Committee 
that  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  any  exclu- 
sive power  to  this  Company,  he  would  cer- 
tainly oppose  it.  There  was  nothing  of 
novelty  in  the  principle,  that  of  sinking 
wells  to  obtain  a  supply  of  water.  It  was 
a  principle  that,  for  a  long  period,  had 
been  acted  upon  by  various  individuals, 
and  from  such  a  source  a  large  quantity 
of  good  water  was  at  this  moment  sup- 
plied. He  therefore  repeated  that  this  was 
not  a  new  discovery.  The  large  breweries 
and  distilleries,  and  a  great  number  of 
manufactories,  got  their  water  from  such  a 
source,  from  which  this  company  only 
proposed  to  supply  it  on  a  larger  scale. 
They  had  no  right,  therefore,  to  exclusive 
privileges,  and  he  should  oppose  their  ob- 
taining them. 

Sir  Samuel  Whalley  said,  that  as  all 
plans  hitherto  for  obtaining  a  supply  of 
pure  water  for  the  metropolis  had  failed, 
this  proposition  was  worthy  of  the  attention 
of  the  Legislature :  as  it  had  been  ascer- 
tained that  there  was  an  abundant  supply 
of  water  underneath  the  metropolis,  this 
Company  only  asked  for  the  power  of  get- 
ting it  up,  and  the  privilege  of  selling  it  at 
such  a  rate,  as  a  commission  composed  of 
the  metropolitan  Members  should  consi- 
der reasonable.  He  thought  there  was 
nothing  unreasonable  in  such  an  applica* 
tion,  and  at  all  events  the  Bill  should  be 
allowed  to  go  into  Committee. 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefepre  observed,  that  suffi- 
cient gprounds  had  not  been  adduced  to 
call  upon  Parliament  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this 
nature.  If  there  was,  as  they  asserted,  an 
abundant  supply  of  water  under  the  me- 
tropolisy  let  them  try  the  experiment  with- 
out coming  to  Parliament.  It  was  quite 
certain,  he  believed,  that  such  an  experi- 
ment could  not  be  tried  without  great  dan- 
ger to  the  supplies  already  in  the  posses- 


sion of  different  manufactories,  pablic  io- 
stitntions,  breweries,  and  private  indivi- 
duals. He  therefore  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  Buckingham  supported  the  Bill.  It 
was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  nothing 
was  more  wanted  than  a  supply  of  pure 
water  for  the  metropolis,  and  all  the  evi- 
dence went  to  show  that  such  a  supply 
was  to  be  found  beneath  its  surface. 

Mr.  Henry  Bulwer  said,  the  question 
was,  whether  the  Company  did  not  oppose 
a  public  advantage  adequate  to  the  privi- 
lege they  sought.  He  denied  that  they 
asked  for  a  monopoly  in  the  bad  sense  of 
the  word.  A  monopdy  in  perpetuity  he 
was  ready  to  admit  was  an  obstacle  to  in- 
dustry and  exertion,  but  such  a  privilege 
as  they  sought — a  temporary  and  limited 
monopoly — would,  on  the  contrary,  be  a 
stimulus  to  industry  and  enterprise.  He 
contended  that  the  present  case  was  pre- 
cisely similar  to  that  of  a  patent.  It  was 
said,  that  this  was  no  new  invention : 
had  any  such  experiment,  he  asked,  ever 
been  made,  or  attempted  before  ?  Unless 
they  were  to  give  this  Company  an  exclu- 
sive privilege,  the  other  companies,  having 
already  the  pipes  sunk,  &c.,  would  take 
advantage  of  the  success  of  the  experi- 
ment, and  drive  these  parties  out  of  the 
market.  All  they  asked  for  was  a  tempo- 
rary monopoly  in  a  good  article,  in  order 
to  put  down  a  permanent  monopoly  in  a 
bad  one. 

Mr.  Charles  Barclay  said,  that  this  Bill 
was  for  an  experiment,  and  an  experiment 
which  would  endanger,  if  not  destroy,  the 
property  of  others.  He  denied  there  ex- 
isted a  sufficient  supply,  at  present,  of 
pure  spring  water  for  the  purposes  it  was 
wanted  for.  The  manufactories  and  brew- 
eries which  derived  their  supply  from  wells, 
had  not,  at  this  moment,  a  sufficient  sup- 
ply. He  was  enabled  to  state  these  facts 
from  the  experience  of  two  or  three  wells 
in  breweries  and  manufactories.  One  of 
them  was  his  own  well  in  his  brewery.  It  was 
a  well  twenty  feet  in  diameter,  and  sunk 
to  a  sufficient  distance  to  catch  the  land 
springs.  If  this  experiment  should  be  tried, 
all  the  breweries  and  the  manufactories, 
(of  which  there  were  many  hundreds  de- 
riving their  supply  from  this  source)  would 
lose  their  supply.  In  his  own  well  the 
water,  twenty  years  back,  rose  within  five 
feet  of  the  surface.  It  now  only  rose  with«> 
in  twenty-iive  feet  of  the  surface.  That 
was -a  proof  that  there  was  anything  but 


paUtun  Members  should  form  sach  a  com« 
nissiony  not  a  paid  commission,  but  a 
commission  composed  of  impartial  persons, 
wh0|  consulting  the  interests  of  their  con- 
stituents, and  not  those  of  the  company, 
should  compel  the  company  to  supply  good 
water  to  the  metropolis  at  the  lowest  pos- 
sible rate« 

Mr.  WarhurtonstLidf  that  though  he  had 
said  he  would  TOte  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  yet  after  what  he  had  heard  he 
had  changed  his  mind,  and  would  vote 
against  it,  as  the  parties  declared  that  it 
would  be  worth  nothing  without  a  mono- 
poly. 

The  House  divided-^Ayes,  60 ;  Noes, 
134;  Majority,  74. 

Bill  thrown  out. 


Corporation  Reform.]  Lord  John 
Russell  i  I  now  rise  to  perform  the  very 
important  duty  of  asking,  on  behalf  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  leave  of  the  House 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  to  provide  for  the  re- 
gulation of  Municipal  Corporations  in 
England  and  Wales.  It  was  not  till  very 
lately  that  I  expected  such  a  task  would 
have  fallen  to  my  lot.  In  the  course  of 
last  autumn,  it  was  my  hope  and  expecta- 
tion,  that  the  consideration  of  this  impor- 
tant subject  would  have  been  in  the  hands 
of  an  individual,  who  I  think  will  be  ad- 
mitted, on  all  sides  of  the  House,  to  be 
eminently  quali6ed  for  the  task — of  one 
who,  in  introducing  it  to  the  notice  of 
Parliament,  would  have  brought  to  it  a 
degree  of  mature  reflection,  on  account 
of  legal  knowledge  and  an  intimate  ac- 
quaintance with  the  constitution  of  the 
country,  that  would  have  recommended 
the  measure  to  the  country  with  a  force 
and  an  effect  which  cannot  belong  to  my 
arguments.  I  would  say  more,  Mr. 
Speaker,  were  it  not  that  I  am  now  al- 
luding to  yourself,  and  that,  therefore,  it 
would  not  be  proper  for  me  to  go  farther. 
But  since,  by  circumstances  of  compara- 
tively recent  occurrence,  the  duty  of 
bringing  forward  the  measure  belongs  to 
the  station  I  now  hold,  I  shall  only  beg 
that  the  House  will  give  me  that  indul- 
gence of  which  I  stand  so  greatly  in  need, 
and  make  allowance  for  that  inadequacy 
and  those  deflciencies  which  I  am  sure  it 
will  discover.  I  ask  for  that  indulgence, 
because  the  question  is  one  of  the  highest 
importance— -one  of  considerable  intricacy 
and  detail — one  which  relates  to  ancient 
f  racttces  and  pmileges-^and  one  wfaich» 
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by  its  right  solution ,  must  have  a  consi- 
derable effect  on  the  body  I  have  the  honour 
to  address.  The  number  of  persons  under 
the  government  of  Municipal  Corporations 
to  be  touched  by  this  Bill,  amounts  to 
abont  two  millions :  I  state  it  in  round 
numbers,  that  the  persons  who  will  come 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Measure  I 
propose  to  introduce,  are  not  less  in 
number  than  two  millions.  It  cannot  be 
said  that  this  subject  has  been  under- 
taken without  consideration  adequate  to  its 
extent  and  importance.  It  might  have 
been  allowable,  and  I  think  it  would  have 
been  allowable,  on  the  first  meeting  of  a 
Reformed  Parliament,to  have  taken  a  theo- 
retical view  of  the  subject — to  have  laid 
down  certain  rules  and  regulations  which 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  govern  Municipal  Corporations 
and  to  make  those  rules  and  regulations, 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  ought  to  govern  Municipal 
Corporations,  and  to  make  those  rules 
and  regulations  the  standards  by  which 
those  Corporations  should  thenceforward 
be  governed  but  bv  the  advice  of  the 
Committee  of  which  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
were  the  chairman,  another  course  was 
adopted.  A  Commission  was  appointed 
by  the  Crown  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
Municipal  Corporations,  and  after  a  year 
and  a  half  of  laborious  and  minute  inves- 
tigatton,  the  Commissioners  presented  a 
Report  to  his  Majesty,  in  which  they 
stated  that  they  had  inquired  into  the  con- 
dition of  two  hundred  Corporations,  and, 
after  detailing  the  general  nature  of  these 
Corporations  they  made  the  following  re- 
marks : — "  In  conclusion,  we  report  to 
your  Majesty,  that  there  prevails  amongst 
the  inhabitants  of  a  great  majority  of  the 
incorporated  towns,  a  general,  and  in  our 
opinion  a  just  dissatisfaction  with  their 
Municipal  Institutions ;  a  distrust  of  the 
self-elected  Municipal  Councils,  whose 
powers  are  subject  to  no  popular  control, 
and  whose  acts  and  proceedings  being 
secret,  are  unchecked  by  the  influence  of 
public  opinion  ;  a  distrust  of  the  Municipal 
Magistracy,  tainting  with  suspicion  the 
local  admmistration  of  justice,  and  often 
accompanied  with  contempt  of  the  persons 
by  whom  the  law  is  administered ;  a  dis- 
content under  the  burdens  of  local  taxa- 
tion, while  revenues  that  ought  to  be 
applied  for  the  public  advantage,  are 
diverted  from  their  legitimate  use,  andare 
sometimes   wasttfnlly   bestowed  for  the 
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Teal  object  of  tliii  Bill  was  to  foimd  a  new 
monopoly.  There  was  no  clause  in  it 
proposing  compensation  to  those  parties 
who  would  be  deprived  of  their  water 
should  it  be  carried  into  effect.  For  his 
part,  he  did  not  believe  that  this  was  a 
bmuifide  company ;  and  no  Parliamentary 
grounds  had  been  laid  for  such  a  measure. 

Dr.  Lushxngton  ag:reed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  no  Parliamentary  grounds  had 
been  shown  for  making  this  experiment  on 
a  vast  quantity  of  property,  and  the  secu^ 
nty  for  property  in  large  and  extensive 
districts  in  this  metropolis.  This  experi- 
ment went  to  endanger  property  to  an  ex- 
tent for  which  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
for  this  Company,  even  were  they  so  in- 
dmed,  to  return  any  compensation.  Let 
those  parties  exercise  the  power  which 
they  had  at  present  of  sinking  wells,  but 
let  them  not  get  a  monopoly  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  WUks  supported  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  necessity  for  good 
water  was  notorious.  The  most  eminent 
medical  authorities  had  attributed  the 
mortality  that  frequently  prevailed  in 
London  to  the  bad  water  supplied  to  its 
inhabitants.  The  health  of  the  metro- 
polis therefore  called  for  some  snch  mea* 
sure.  He  denied  that  this  Company 
sought  for  any  monopoly.  They  only 
asked  for  fair  competition.  The  large 
brewers  and  the  manufectories  derived 
benefit  from  a  supply  of  water  from  the 
welb,  and  it  was  they  that  contended  for 
a  monopoly  of  it. 

Mr.  Mark  PhiHps  said,  that  such  a 
measure  woald,  if  carried,  distract  the 
water  from  the  private  wells,  and  therefore 
the  eflRsct  of  it  would  be  to  rob  one  party 
to  supply  another.  Besides,  it  should  be 
recollected  that  it  was  pivate  property 
that  would  suffer  from  the  in  vaston .  Such 
an  experiment  would  be  productive  of 
great  loss  to  several  manufactories  and 
valuable  institutions  throughout  the  me- 
tropolis. 

Mr.  Harney  said,  that  Pariiament  had 
already  expended  5,000^.  in  seeking  to 
provide  a  supply  of  good  water  to  the  me- 
tropolis, and  had  failed.  He  did  not  see 
why,  then,  they  should  prevent  a  set  of 
philanthropists  from  trying  the  experi- 
ment. An  objection  had  been  started  that 
it  would  dry  up  the  public  pumps.  That 
might  be  easily  removed  by  making  the 
company  supply  the  poor  with  water 
gratuitously.    He  thougnt,  at  all  cfentSi 


that  the  Bill  should  be  allowed  to  go  intd 
Committee. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  the  question  was, 
whether  they  would  let  those  parties  try 
this  experiment  at  the  public  expense,  and 
interfere,  as  it  was  shown  they  would,  with 
the  private  property  of  others.  He  de- 
cidedly objected  to  such  a  measure.  It 
only  went  to  create  a  fresh  monopoly. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett^  in  reply,  said  that 
the  very  fact  of  the  different  statements 
that  were  made  on  the  subject  showed  the 
propriety  of  sending  the  Bill  into  Com-, 
mittee,  where  the  whole  case  could  be 
properly  investigated.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen felt,  no  doubt,  strongly  interested 
in  opposing  the  Bill,  as  they  thought  it 
would  injure  their  property.  It  was,  how- 
ever, his  conviction,  from  all  that  he  heard 
from  the  best  authorities  on  the  subject, 
that  it  would  be  made  out  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Committee,  that  there  existed 
an  abundant  supply  of  water  for  all  puh* 
poses  underneath  the  metropolis.  There 
was  no  monopoly  sought  by  this  measure. 
In  truth,  the  effect  of  it  would  be  to  pro- ' 
mote  competitk>o.  It  had  been  proved  by 
scientific  men  on  philosophical  principles 
that  the  proposed  plan  was  feasible,  and 
must  be  successful.  If  the  contrary  should 
be  proved  before  the  Committee,  he  would - 
willingly  give  up  the  measure.  It  watf  a^ 
disgrace  to  the  country  that  the  poor  of 
this  metropolis  were  not  supplied  with  an 
abundance  of  good  water.  As  to  the  ex« 
elusive  power  sought  by  the  company, 
they  would  be  satisfied  with  one  for  a 
period  of  14  years.  The  measure  would 
not  do  harm  to  anybody,  and,  after  all, 
they  only  asked  to  do  that  which  every  in* 
dividual  had  the  power  of  doing  at  com* 
mon  law.  He  understood  that  some  of  the 
existing  water  companies  were  determined 
to  do  the  same  thing  themselves.  Hef 
submitted  that  suflicient  reasons  had  been 
given  for  sending  the  Bill  to  a  Committee. 
As  to  the  Commissioners,  a  great  mistake 
existed  on  that  point.  A  leading  paper  of 
that  day.  The  Times,  seemed  to  suppose 
that  there  would  be  a  set  of  paid  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  the  company,  no  matter 
how  great  a  failure  it  should  turn  out  to  be, 
would  be  kept  up  as  long  as  the  Commis- 
sioners were  in  the  receipt  of  their  salaries. 
Now,  what  did  the  Bill  propose  ?  Why, 
that  a  set  of  persons  whose  interests  would 
be  opposed  to  those  of  the  company,  as  far 
as  gain  was  concerned,  should  be  ap» 
pointed  to  control  them,  that  the  metro* 
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pdiUm  Ifembeni  should  form  such  a  corn*  t  by  iu  right  solutioiii  must  hare  a  eonsi- 
mission,  not  a  paid  commission,  but  a'  '"  ^  ' 
commission  composed  of  impartial  persons^ 
who^  consulting  the  interests  of  their  con- 
stituentSy  and  not  those  of  the  company, 
should  compel  the  company  to  supply  good 
water  to  the  metropolis  at  the  lowest  pos- 
sible rate. 

Mr.  TTar&ur /on  said,  that  though  he  had 
said  he  would  TOte  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  yet  after  what  he  had  heard  be 
had  changed  his  mind,  and  would  vote 
against  it,  as  the  parties  declared  that  it 
would  be  worth  nothing  without  a  mono- 
poly. 

The  House  divided-^Ayes,  60 ;  Noes, 
134;  Majority,  74. 

Bill  thrown  out. 

Corporation  Reform.]  Lord  John 
RusseU  i  I  now  rise  to  perform  the  very 
important  duty  of  asking,  on  behalf  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  leave  of  the  House 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  to  provide  for  the  re- 
gulation of  Municipal  Corporations  in 
England  and  Wales.  It  was  not  till  very 
lately  that  I  expected  such  a  task  would 
have  fallen  to  my  lot.  In  the  course  of 
last  autumn,  it  was  my  hope  and  expecta- 
tion, that  the  consideration  of  this  impor- 
tant subject  would  have  been  in  the  hands 
of  an  individual,  who  I  think  will  be  ad- 
mitted, on  all  sides  of  the  House,  to  be 
eminently  qualified  for  the  task — of  one 
who,  in  introducing  it  to  the  notice  of 
Parliament,  would  have  brought  to  it  a 
degree  of  mature  reflection,  on  account 
of  legal  knowledge  and  an  intimate  ac- 
quaintance with  the  constitution  of  the 
country,  that  would  have  recommended 
the  measure  to  the  country  with  a  force 
and  an  effect  which  cannot  belong  to  my 
arguments.  I  would  say  more,  Mr. 
Speaker,  were  it  not  that  I  am  now  al- 
luding to  yourself,  and  that,  therefore,  it 
would  not  be  proper  for  me  to  go  farther. 
But  since,  by  circumstances  of  compara- 
tively recent  occurrence,  the  duty  of 
bringing  forward  the  measure  belongs  to 
the  sution  I  now  hold,  I  shall  only  beg 
that  the  House  will  give  me  that  indul- 
gence of  which  I  stand  so  greatly  in  need, 
and  make  allowance  for  that  inadequacy 
and  those  deficiencies  which  I  am  sure  it 
will  discover.  I  ask  for  that  indulgence, 
because  the  question  is  one  of  the  highest 
importance — one  of  considerable  intricacy 
and  detail — one  which  relates  to  ancient 
practices  aod  privileges-^and  one  which, 


derable  effect  on  the  body  I  have  the  honour 
to  address.  The  number  of  persons  under 
the  government  of  Municipal  Corporations 
to  be  touched  by  this  Bill,  amounts  to 
about  two  millions :  I  state  it  in  round 
numbers,  that  the  persons  who  will  come 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Measure  I 
propose  to  introduce,  are  not  less  in 
number  than  two  millions.  It  cannot  be 
said  that  this  subject  has  been  under- 
taken without  consideration  adequate  to  its 
extent  and  importance.  It  might  have 
been  allowable,  and  I  think  it  would  have 
been  allowable,  on  the  first  meeting  of  a 
Reformed  Parliament,to  have  taken  a  theo- 
retical view  of  the  subject — to  have  laid 
down  certain  rules  and  regulations  which 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  govern  Municipal  Corporations 
and  to  make  those  rules  and  regulations , 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  ought  to  govern  Municipal 
Corporations,  and  to  make  those  rules 
and  regulations  the  standards  by  which 
those  Corporations  should  thenceforward 
be  governed  but  bv  the  advice  of  the 
Committee  of  which  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
were  the  chairman,  another  course  was 
adopted,  A  Commission  was  appointed 
by  the  Crown  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
Municipal  Corporations,  and  after  a  year 
and  a  half  of  laborious  and  minute  inves- 
tigation, the  Commissioners  presented  a 
Report  to  his  Majesty,  in  which  they 
stated  that  they  had  inquired  into  the  con- 
dition of  two  hundred  Corporations,  and, 
after  detailing  the  general  nature  of  these 
Corporations  they  made  the  following  re- 
marks : — "  In  conclusion,  we  report  to 
your  Majesty,  that  there  prevails  amongst 
the  inhabitants  of  a  great  majoritv  of  the 
incorporated  towns,  a  general,  and  in  our 
opinion  a  just  dissatisfaction  with  their 
Municipal  Institutions ;  a  distrust  of  the 
self-elected  Municipal  Councils,  whose 
powen  are  subject  to  no  popular  control, 
and  whose  acts  and  proceedings  being 
secret,  are  unchecked  by  the  influence  of 
public  opinion  ;  a  distrust  of  the  Municipal 
Magistracy,  tainting  with  suspicion  the 
local  admmistration  of  justice,  and  often 
accompanied  with  contempt  of  the  persons 
by  whom  the  law  is  administered ;  a  dis- 
content under  the  burdens  of  local  taxa- 
tion, while  revenues  that  ought  to  be 
applied  for  the  public  advantage,  are 
diverted  from  their  legitimate  use,  andare 
sometimes   wasttfnlly   bestowed  for  the 
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beDefit  of  individuals,  sometimes  squan- 
dered for  purposes  injurious  to  the  cha- 
racter and  morals  of  the  people.  We 
t)ierefore  feel  it  to  be  our  duty  to  represent 
to  your  Majesty,  thattbe  existing  Municipal 
Corporations  of  England  and  Wales  neither 
possess  nor  deserve  the  confidence  or  re- 
spect of  your  Majesty's  subjects,  and  that 
a  thorough  reform  must  be  effected  before 
they  can  become,  what  we  humbly  submit 
to  your  Majesty  they  ought  to  be,  useful 
and  efficient  instruments  of  local  govern- 
ment.'^ 

This  Report  was  agreed  to  by  far  the 
greater  number  of  Commissioners.  One 
of  them,  a  man  of  considerable  talents  and 
attainments,  wrote  and  printed  an  elaborate 
protest  against  parts  of  it ;  and  another, 
Mr.  Hogg,  I  think,  signified  his  dissent 
from  the  whole,  but  with  these  exceptions, 
it  was  the  Report  of  the  entire  body. 
They  were  men  eminently  qualified  for  the 
task :  they  were  selected  by  the  Crown 
for  the  purpose,  and  after  their  appoint- 
ment they  bestowed  the  utmost  pains  and 
diligence  upon  it.  I  might  undertake  the 
duty  of  proving  that  the  abuses  which 
they  declare  to  exist,  are  to  be  ascertained 
from  the  separate  reports  contained  in  the 
various  volumes  of  Appendix  presented  to 
his  Majesty,  and  subsequently  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House ;  but  as  it  is  my 
purpose  to  propose  a  practical  Measure, 
and  a  practical  Measure  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  as  going  into  separate  de- 
tails of  all  the  dififerent  abuses  would 
render  my  speech  much  loneer  than  the 
House,  I  apprehend,  would  like  to  listen 
to  from  me,  it  will  be  better  to  touch  on 
only  two  or  three  heads,  in  order  to  show 
that  the  present  bodies  are  unfit  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  appointed, 
and  that  they  are  not  good  depositaries  of 
Local  Government,  and  to  leave  the  rest 
to  the  statements  of  the  Commissioners 
which  may  be  discussed  on  future  occa- 
sions, during  the  various  stages  of  the 
Billy  and  either  agreed  to  or  refused  as 
bon.  Members  may  think  the  truth  re- 
quires. There  are  two  or  three  points, 
which  appear  to  roe  so  striking  as  facts, 
that  I  cannot  altogether  refrain  from 
bringing  them  before  the  House.  A  great 
number  of  these  Corporations  govern 
populous  towns,  but  there  are  others, 
where  the  Municipal  body  is  so  araall  that 
they  are,  in  fact,  not  Corporations  in  the 
ordmary  sense  of  the  word.  I  will  speak, 
ifi  the  firs(  ip9taQce,  Qf  places  which  ^re 


considerable  Boroughs,  where  a  Municipal 
Council  is  required,  but  where  it  ^oes  not 
properly  represent  the  property,  the  intel- 
ligence, or  the  population  of  the  town. — 
One  of  these  instances  is  contained  in  a 
Report  which  I  believe  is  not  yet  before 
the  House.  I  allude  to  Bedford,  where 
the  Corporate  body  is  only  one-seventeenth 
of  the  population,  and  one-fourth  of  the 
property  of  the  place.  In  Oxford  there 
are  1,400  electors,  but  a  great  many  of 
these  are  not  rated  inhabitants;  and 
generally  there  has  been  so  much  treating 
and  so  many  corrupt  practises  at  elections 
that  seldom  more  than  500  can  be  said  to 
be  free  from  them.  In  the  city  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  represents,  Norwich,  there 
are  2.221  resident  freemen,  but  of  these 
1,123  are  not  rated  at  all ;  and  out  of  the 
1,123,  there  are  315  paupers.  As  to  the 
amount  of  property  rated  in  Norwich,  it 
is  stated  that  out  of  25,541/.  thus  raised 
no  less  than  18,224/.  is  upon  the  property 
of  persons  who  do  not  in  any  way  belong 
to  the  Corporation.  I  might  produce 
many  other  facts  of  a  similar  kind.  At 
Lincoln  three-fourths  of  the  Corporate 
body  are  not  rated,  and  nearly  four-fifths 
of  the  population  are  excluded  from  it.*^ 
At  Ipswich  there  are  2,000  rate-payers^ 
but  only  187  of  them  belong  to  the  Cor* 
poration.  1  find  that  of  1,685  persons  who 
are  rated  by  a  local  act,  which  taxes  all 
persons  whose  rent  exceeds  4/.  a-y ear,  only 
111  are  freemen,  although  the  number 
of  freemen  who  voted  in  1 831  was  795.  Thus 
fourteen-fifleenths  are  excluded  from  the 
Corporation.  At  Cambridge,  the  popula- 
tion is  about  20,000,  and  there  are  1,434 
ten-pound  houses;  but  there  are  only  118 
freemen.  The  property  produces  in  rates 
25,499/.  of  which  not  more  than  2,111/. 
is  paid  by  freemen.  These  are  facts  that 
belong  to  one  of  the  most  important  beads 
of  the  inquiry.  It  is,  or  should  be,  the 
objects  of  these  Corporations,  and  one  of 
the  first  objects,  to  represent  the  town  over 
which  they  are  placed — to  represent  its 
property,  to  share  in  its  general  feelings, 
and  to  tuke  care  of  its  interests,  as  having 
that  due  connexion  which  the  governing 
body  ought  to  maintain  with  those  who 
are  liable  to  the  burdens.  There  are  two 
modes  of  excluding  this  wholesome  sym- 
pathy between  the  governors  and  ih« 
governed, — the  one  the  more  obvious  and 
common  mode  where  the  Corporation  is 
an  entirely  select  body,  where  there  is  no 
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where  the  Government  is  carried  on  in 
total  de6ance  of,  and  in  entire  separation 
'  from,  the  general  body  of  the  inhabitants. 
This  may  be  admitted  to  be  a  great  and 
glaring  abuse ;  but  great  and  glaring  as 
that  abuse  is,  it  is  not,  in  my  mind,  so 
gross  and  so  vicious  an  abuse  as  that 
which  connects  a  few  persons  carrying  on 
the  Government  for  their  own  benefit  with 
a  portion  of  the  lower  class  of  the  people 
belonging  to  the  town,  whose  votes  they 
buy,  and  whose  habits  they  demoralize, 
•  and  which,  while  it  makes  them  the  slaves 
and  tools  of  political  influence,  at  the  same 
time  disseminates  among  men  under  the 
semblance  of  free  election  practices  the 
most  corrupt  and  debasing.  And  yet  I 
should  not  be  surprised  if  we  were  to  hear 
' — indeed  we  have  heard  it  already — that 
in  some  of  these  towns,  in  the  city  of 
Norwich  for  example,  although  the  great 
majority  of  persons  paying  rates  is  ex- 
cluded ;  although  the  great  bulk  of 
property  is  excluded ;  and  although  the 
major  part  of  the  minor  rate-payers  is 
excluded ;  that  because  some  of  these  are 
members,  and  the  constituency  is  nu- 
merous, the  constitution  of  the  borough 
is  popular  and  democratic,  and  that  for 
the  interests  of  the  people  it  ought  to  be 
continued .  I  protest  against  all  such  argu- 
ments, and  against  all  such  principles. 
What  I  wish  to  see  is,  certainly,  a  great 
degree  of  popular  control,  but  I  wish  to 
see  that  popular  control  equally,  regularly, 
and  beneficially  exercised.  I  wish  to  see 
persons  who  may  be  called  from  the  lower 
ranks  of  the  town  to  assbt  in  elections, 
supported  by  the  esteem  and  confidence 
of  their  fellow  citizens,  and  not  brought 
there  by  means  of  bribery,  and  sometimes 
where  candidates  are  pitted  against  each 
other,  hande  1  up  to  the  poll  in  a  state  of 
intoxication. 

The  consequences  of  these  vicious  modes, 
whether  by  self-elected  bodies  totally  sepa- 
rated from  the  town,  or  by  those  where 
there  is  a  semblance  of  popular  franchise, 
but  where  the  burgesses  are,  in  fact, 
divided  from  the  householders  and  inha- 
bitants of  the  borough,  have  been  the 
greatest  abuses  of  various  kinds  detailed 
and  explained  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners. I  have  alreacTy  said,  that  I 
wilt  not  trouble  the  House  by  going  through 
the  documents;  but  I  wish  hon.  G^entlemen 
to  refer  to  such  places  as  Coventry,  North- 
ampton, Leicester,  and  others,  where 
tbey  will  find  that  the  grossest  and  most 
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notorious  abuses  have  prevailed.    In  the 
distribution  of  chantable  funds,  they  will 
see  that  two-thirds,  three-fourths,    and 
sometimes  a  larger  proportion,  have  been 
delivered  to  persons  who  belong  to  the 
Blue  party,  or  to  any  other  colour  that  is 
the  favourite  symbol  of  the  local  govern- 
ment.   By  tracing  the  history  as  it  is 
minutely  given  in  some  of  those  reports  of 
charitable  estates,  it  will  be  found  that  the 
property,  instead  of  being  employed  for 
the  general  benefit  of  the  town,  has  been 
consumed  for  the  partial  benefit  of  a  few 
individuals,  and  not  unfrequently  in  the 
feastings  and  entertainments  in  which  the 
mayor  and  other  corporators  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  indulging.    In  some  no  very 
large    boroughs,    these    expenses    have 
amounted  to  500Z.  or  600Z.  a-year;  and 
the  enjoyment  has  been  confined  to  the 
freemen  of  only  one  side  of  the  question, 
as  some  inducement  to  stand  by  that  side, 
and  not  to  desert  the  Corporation  in  any 
political  emergency.     These  facts  are  so 
fully  established  in  the  Reports  of  the 
Commissioners,  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
enter  into  them ;  yet  I  think  I  may  ven- 
ture to  state  one  or  two  instances,  which 
are  particularly  striking  proofs  of  the  way 
in  which,  in  some  of  the  smaller  places, 
corporate  funds  have  fallen  into  the  hands 
of  persons  who  have  assumed  the  duties 
of  corporators,    but   who    have    totally 
neglected  them.    One  of  these  is  Aid- 
borough,  where  the  corporators  who  are 
capital  burgesses  have  been  continually 
changed.     It  appears  that  they  used  to 
ask  a  regular  sum,  and  that  the  price  of 
**  an  honest  burgess"  (such  are  the  terms 
of  the  charter)  was  35/. ;  and  one  of  the 
most  "respectable,  honest,  and  discreet 
burgesses,"  (still  following  the  terms  of 
the  charter,)  asked  for,  and  was  rewarded 
with,  infiuence  to  obtain  a  Lord-Chancel- 
lor's living  for  a  clergyman  worth  100/. 
a-year.    Whenever  a  transfer  was  made, 
that  is,  whenever  the  patron  of  the  borough 
was  changed,  all  considered  themselves 
bound  in  honour  to  resign.    The  nominal 
heads  of  the  borough  are  the  collector  of 
the  customs  and  a  resident  surgeon ;  and  the 
members  of  the  council  are  the  Marquess 
of  Hertford,  two  members  of  his  family, 
his  solicitor,  the  superintendent  of  his 
estates  there,  his  steward,  the  right  boo. 
John  Wilson  Croker,  a  captain  in  the 
army  or  navy,  and  the  chamberlain  of  the 
Corporation.    The  details  respecting  Or- 
ford  are  nearly  similar.    The  Marquess  of 
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Hertford  is  one  of  the  honest  men  of  Orford, 
and  the  others  consist  of  four  or  five  mem- 
bers of  his  family,  his  present  steward,  his 
former  steward,  the  superintendent  of  his 
estates,  and  the  right  hon.  John  Wilson 
Croker,while  the  collector  of  the  customs  at 
Aldborough,  and  an  inhabitant  there,  is 
also  an  honest  man  of  Orford,  and  the  list 
of  corporators  is  terminated  with  the  town- 
clerk.  To  some  future  antiquary,  who 
should  not  carry  his  researches  completely 
into  the  history  of  the  present  age,  it  might 
seem,  that  to  find  a  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hon.  John  Wilson  Croker  devoting 
their  talents  and  attention  to  the  business 
of  two  such  boroughs,  was  a  proof  of  most 
extraordinary  and  exemplary  kindness. 
Their  becoming  '*  honest  and  discreet 
burgesses'*  of  Aldborough  and  Orford 
would  seem  to  show  how  generously  and 
disinterestedly  they  devoted  themselves  to 
the  welfare  of  those  towns,  and  en- 
deavoured to  promote  interests  they  were 
so  well  able  to  serve* 

I  mention  these  cases,  because  the  main 
facts  apply  to  a  hundred  boroughs  that  I 
could  name,  which  formerly  returned 
Members  to  Parliament*  But  when  the 
future  antiquary  shall  go  a  little  farther 
in  his  inquiries,  and  discover  that  both 
those  boroughs  were  subsequently  intro- 
duced into  schedule  A  of  the  Reform  Act, 
it  would  account  for  the  singular  regard 
paid  by  the  noble  Marquess  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  welfare  of  Ald- 
borough and  Orford.  It  has  been  proved 
by  all  the  investigations  of  the  Com- 
missioners, that  in  large  towns  and  in 
small,  the  practice  has  been  for  Municipal 
Corporations  not  to  employ  the  powers 
with  which  they  are  invested  for  the  pur- 
pose for  which  they  were  intended;  they 
employed  them  in  no  manner  for  the  good 
government  and  well-being  of  the  bo- 
roughs— not  that  they  might  be  *'  well 
and  quietly  governed,  to  use  the  words 
of  some  of  the  charters,  but  for  the  sole 
object  of  establishing  an  influence  for  the 
election  of  Members  of  this  House.  I  now 
proceed  to  the  method  I  propose  to  adopt, 
not  for  continuing  these  sinister  and  in- 
direct practices,  but  for  establishing  really 
good  government  in  corporate  towns — 
that  the  people  may  exercise  a  vigilant 
control  over  the  offices  they  have  ap- 
pointed, and  that  the  funds  may  be  admi- 
nistered honestly  and  fairly,  and  not  di- 
verted to  favour  the  interests  of  individuals 
or  to  promote  parliamentary  speculations. 


We  intend  to  include  183  bocoogba  ia 
the  Bill  I  shall  conclude  by  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in,  containing,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  a  population  of  about  two 
millions.  The  number  of  inhabitants 
may  be  rather  less  at  present,  owing  to 
the  defectiveness  of  some  of  the  bound- 
aries«-a  point  upon  which  I  shall  after- 
wards touch — but  I  may  fairly  state  that 
two  millions  of  persons  will  be  afifected  by 
the  Bill — a  word  I  must  be  excused  for 
using,  as  the  measure  is  not  yet  before  the 
House.  By  establishing  not  an  extinction, 
but  a  reform  of  these  Corporations,  we  do 
not  propose  that  they  should  be  deprived 
of  their  charters,  but,  in  the  first  enacting 
clause,  we  declare  that  all  powers  in  those 
charters,  and  all  practices  under  them^ 
inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  are  null  and  void,  and  shall  totally 
cease  and  have  no  operation. — [Sir  Robert 
Peel:  Will  this  apply  to  the  whole  num- 
ber ?] — To  the  whole  of  the  1 83  boroughs ; 
but  there  are  99  which  have  been  visited 
by  the  Commissioners  which  we  do  not 
intend  to  insert  in  the  Bill.  Inhere  arie 
some  other  places  which  have  not  beea 
visited,  or  which  have  given  no  account 
of  themselves,  which,  I  believe,  are  not 
included  in  the  99.  A  few  of  these  Cop» 
porations  do  not  serve  any  Municipal  pur* 
pose,  others  are  Corporations  only  for 
particular  purposes,  with  which  it  has  not 
been  thought  necessary  to  interfere;  they 
will  remain  as  at  present,  as  far  as  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  are  concerned. 
With  regard  to  the  183  boroughs,  we 
propose  that  there  should  be  one  uniform 
government  instituted  applicable  to  all; 
one  uniform  franchise  for  the  purpose  of 
election,  and  a  like  description  of  officers 
in  each,  with  the  exception  of  some  of  the 
larger  places,  in  which  there  will  be  a 
recorder,  or  some  other  such  magistrate ; 
but,  generally  speaking,  the  form  of 
government  will  in  all  be  the  same. 

I  come  now  to  the  franchise.  It  must 
have  occurred  to  every  one  who  wishes 
that  there  should  be  a  uniform  franchise 
in  Corporations,  that  the  present  parlia- 
mentary franchise  of  ten-pound  house* 
holders,  or,  as  they  are  familiarly  called, 
ten-pounders,  might,  perhaps,  be  taken  as 
the  constituency  in  Corporations;  bot» 
upon  considering  what  would  be  the  best 
course,  several  reasons  presented  them* 
selves  which  seemed  conclusive  against 
adopting  that  franchise.  In  the  first 
place,  I  think  it  would  be  exposiog  that 
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fWmeliise  to  danger.  I  look  upon  tt  as 
tooit  valaable,  and  it  has  worked  as  bene- 
fieially  as  the  authors  of  the  Reform  Bill 
anticipated.  It  has  produced  a  class  of 
f^onstitnency  which,  from  property  and 
intelligence,  is  fit  to  be  intrusted  with  the 
responsible  duty  of  electing  Members  of 
Parliament;  and  I  think  if  we  were  to 
say  that  no  others  but  those  who  possess 
that  franchise  shall  have  a  vote  with 
respect  to  the  Corporation,  we  should  be 
raising  a  feeling  of  enmity  and  jealousy 
against  these  persons,  on  the  ground  that 
ihey  monopolised  all  rights  and  powers  to 
the  exclusion  of  others  that  were  as  well 
entitled  as  themselves.  In  the  next  place, 
I  think  we  should  consider  those  whom  I 
may  call  the  permanent  rate-payers,  the 
inhabitants  of  the  town,  as  perfectly  fit 
and  qualified  to  choose  persons  to  repre- 
Bent  them  in  its  Common  Council  and 
government. 

It  may  often  happen,  and  1  think  it  does 
often  happen,  that  the  lower  class  of  rate^ 
payers,  however  well  known  and  long  es- 
tablished in  the  town,  do  not  take  such  a 
just  interest  in  the  election  of  Members  of 
rarliament  as  not  to  be  open  to  the  various 
modes  of  seduction,  and  to  those  corrupt 
arts  which  have  been  ordinarily  resorted 
to  to  procure  votes.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  same  thing  can  be  said  when  yon 
place  before  them  the  propriety  of  choos- 
ing their  own  neight)Ours,  perhaps  their 
next-door  neighbours,  as  persons  fit  to 
have  a  voice  in  the  Government  of  their 
own  town.  But  there  is  another  reason, 
aa  it  seems  to  me  more  conclusive  than 
all,  which  is,  that  these  rate*payers  do 
contribute,  and  directly  contribute,  to  the 
expenses  of  the  town.  By  this  Bill  they 
will  be  obliged  to  pay  the  borough-rate 
which  may  be  required,  and  it  is  absolutely 
essential  that  they  should  not  be  exempt 
from  it.  Accordmg  to  the  established 
prinoipIe--^to  the  known  and  recognised 
principle  of  the  constitution — it  is  right 
and  proper  that  those  who  contribute 
their  money  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
election  of  persons  by  whom  the  money  is 
expended. 

But  while  we  think  that  it  is  but  proper 
to  have  the  permanent  rate-payers  of  the 
town  as  the  persons  to  elect  the  council 
which  is  to  have  the  Government  of  the 
town,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  it  seems  to  be 
as  necessary  to  take  some  precaution  that 
they  are  neither  persons  who  are  occa- 
efbnaily  suffering  under  that  pressure  of 


distress  which  obliges  them  to  receive 
parochial  relief,  nor  persons  unable,  regu- 
larly, and  for  a  length  of  time,  to  pay  their 
rates.  We  think  they  ought  to  be  the 
permanently  settled  and  fixed  inhabitants 
of  the  town  alone,  and  those  who  regu* 
larty  contribute  to  its  rates ;  and  we  pro* 
pose,  as  a  test  of  this,  that  they  should  be 
persons  who  shall  have  been  rated  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor  for  three  years,  and  who 
shall  have  regularly  paid  their  rates  for 
that  term.  There  will  be  provisions 
introduced  for  taking  care  that  the  hav* 
ing  received  relief,  or  the  not  having 
paid  rates  for  a  short  time,  shall  not 
exclude  persons  who  have  previously  ac- 
quired the  right  of  voting  for  a  longer 
period  than  their  inability  to  pay  up  their 
rates.  We  propose,  then,  that  the  right 
of  voting  should  be  in  the  occupiers  of 
houses,  warehouses,  and  shops,  paying 
rates,  using  similar  words  to  those  adopted 
in  the  Reform  Bill.  We  propose,  like- 
wise, that  they  should  reside  within  seven 
miles  of  the  place. 

The  next  question  is,  as  to  whom  these 
persons  are  to  elect  as  the  Government  of 
the  town.  We  propose  that  there  should 
be  one  body  only,  consisting  of  the  Mayor 
and  Common  Council,  to  consist  of  various 
numbers ;  not  in  an  arithmetioal  propor- 
tion, but  in  such  a  manner  as  is  best  suited 
to  the  population  of  each  particular  case, 
varying  from  fifteen  in  tne  smallest  of 
such  places— the  inhabitants  of  which  are 
about  2,000**to  00  in  the  largest  towns. 
The  largest  of  these  towns  (of  which  there 
are  only  about  twenty  in  number,  and 
each  of  which  have  more  than  25,000  in- 
habitants) we  propose  should  be  divided 
into  wards,  and  a  certain  number  of  Com- 
mon Councilmen  (to  be  named  according 
to  a  schedule  to  be  annexed  to  the  Bill)  to 
be  chosen  in  each  ward ;  but  with  regard 
to  the  rest  of  the  towns,  it  is  proposed 
that  the  whole  of  the  common  Council 
shall  be  elected  together. 

Now,  Sir,  I  will  next  state  what  is  to 
be  done  with  respect  to  those  who  at  pre»> 
sent  have  rights  in  these  Corporations. 
We  propose  that  all  their  pecuniary  rights 
shall  be  entirely  preserved.  Exemption 
from  toll,  or  rights  of  common,  or  any 
personal  rights  of  that  kind,  shall  be  pre- 
served, to  all  who  now  enjoy  them,  dur- 
ing their  lives ;  but  we  propose  that  in  fu- 
ture no  person  shall  be  admitted  into  these 
Corporations,  nor  be  burgesses  of  them, 
except,  according  to  die  manntt  whiQh-I 
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have  just  mentioned,  by  beiog  permanent 
inhabitants,  paying  rates  within  the 
borough. 

I  know  not  what  arguments  may  be 
used  with  respect  to  the  various  and  an- 
cient rights  (and  most  various  and  widely 
different  in  their  nature  they  are)  which 
have  hitherto  existed  in  these  ancient 
boroughs;  but  I  do  not  believe,  that  any 
sufiBcient  case  will  be  made  out  when  we 
have  established  this  franchise — large  and 
extensive  as  we  propose  to  make  it — for 
admitting  persons  in  future  to  become 
members  of  Corporations  on  any  other 
grounds  than  those  I  have  already  stated. 
The  first  of  those  ancient  rights  is  the  right 
of  birth.  Undoubtedly  this  is  one  of  those 
anoient  rights  which  belonged,  and  most 
properly  belonged,  to  Corporations.  It 
was  established  when  the  inhabitants  of 
these  towns  were  free,  and  justly  proud 
of  their  freedom,  and  when  all  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  country  round  about  them 
weite  either  villains'  or  slaves.  At  that 
period  of  our  history,  a  man  had  justly  a 
right,  if  be  left  his  town,  of  proving  his 
freedom  by  birth — that  he  was  a  person 
born  withm  the  precincts  of  a  town,  and 
was  neither  the  villain  nor  vassal  of  any 
neighbouring  Lord.  In  the  same  way 
the  rights  acquired  by  serving  an  appren- 
ticeship to  certain  trades  appertained  to 
these  towns ;  and  very  properly  so,  when 
those  trades  that  were  rising  and  making 
their  way  against  the  barbarism  that  sur- 
rounded them,  wanted  exclusive  advan- 
tages as  an  encouragement.  But  in  these 
days,  when  we  are  all  equal  and  free  sub- 
jects, and  when  these  trades  are  no  longer 
matters  of  great  craft  and  mystery,  as 
they  were  called,  and  when,  indeed,  many 
of  our  modern  trades  are  excluded  from  en- 
joying this  right,  there  is  no  reason  why 
distinctions  of  this  kind  should  any  longer 
be  kept  up,  or  why  we  should  not  abolish 
these  kinds  ofright  altogether. 

We  propose  to  abolish,  likewise,  all 
exclusive  rights  of  trading,  with  a  due  re- 
gard, as  I  have  already  said,  to  the  pecu- 
niary rights  of  persons  now  living.  For 
instance,  I  may  mention  the  case  of  two 
persons  in  the  city  of  Exeter ;  one  of  whom 
not  belonging  to  the  Corporation  pays 
•1002.  every  year  for  certain  tolls  to  which 
he  is  liable,  while  the  other  who  lives  next 
to  him  has  no  toll  of  that  kind  to  pay,  be- 
cause he  belongs  to  the  Corporation.  As 
iar  as  the  pecuniary  advantage  of  the 
latter  person  is  concerned,  be  will  con- 


tinue to  enjoy  it  during  his  life;  botve 
propose  that  nothing  in  future  shall  exist 
in  the  nature  of  these  exclusive  rights  and 
exemptions,  which  are  undoubtly  incon- 
sistent with  the  good  government  of  these 
towns. 

Now  with  regard  to  the  election  of  the 
Common  Council ;  we  propose  that  mem- 
bers of  the  council  shall  be  elected  for 
three  years,  but  that  one- third  of  them 
shall  go  out  every  yedr.  For  my  own 
part,  1  must  confess  my  belief  is,  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  towns  having  once 
elected  persons  in  whom  they  have  con- 
fidence, whether  they  elect  them  for  three 
years  or  one  year,  will  generally  elect  the 
same  persons.  They  will  naturally  elect 
those  persons  for  whom  they  have  a  regard, 
and  to  whom  they  believe  the  disposal  and 
management  of  their  property  may  be 
safely  intrusted,  and  whom  they  will  not 
very  likely  think  of  changing.  But  pro- 
viding that  there  shall  be  an  annual  election, 
of  only  one-];hird  of  the  council,  we  shall 
secure  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  council, 
who  will  have  had  some  experience  of  the 
management  of  the  affairs  of  the  town* 
With  regard  to  the  mode  of  elections, 
that  in  itself  is  not  very  important,  but  it 
is  proposed  to  be  effected  by  each  voter 
making  out  a  list  of  all  those  whom  he 
wishes  to  elect  and  signing  his  name  at 
the  bottom.  Although  it  is  very  easy  to 
give  a  vote  viva  voce  for  one  or  two  per- 
sons, yet  it  is  evident  that  it  would  be  very 
inconvenient  to'  vote  for  fifteen,  or  thirty, 
or  forty  persons,  unless  the  franchise  were 
taken  in  the  form  proposed.  We  propose 
that  the  mayor  shall  be  annually  elected 
by  the  council,  and  that  he  shall  be,  dur- 
ing the  time  of  his  mayoralty,  a  justice  of 
the  peace  for  the  borough  and  likewise 
for  the  county.  We  do  not  propose  that 
there  shall  be  any  qualification  either  for 
the  office  of  mayor  or  of  Common  Coun- 
cilman. There  is,  I  think  but  little  to  be 
gained  by  requiring  a  qualification.  It 
very  often  excites  ill-will  and  ill-blood,  and 
in  the  old  charters  there  is  but  little  trace 
of  that  kind  of  qualification  which  it  has 
been  the  fashion  to  introduce  in  more  mo- 
dern times.  Then,  Sir,  with  regard  to 
the  officers  which  the  council  are  to  ap- 
point, we  propose  that,  immediately  oo 
the  council  being  elected,  which  will  be 
on  some  certain  day  in  October,  they 
shall  have  the  power  of  appointing  a  town- 
clerk  and  treasurer.  Certainly  we  do 
not  mean   to  oblige  them ;  it  would  bt 
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totally  inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  this 
measure  were  we  to  attempt  to  do  so — to 
preserve  the  present  town -clerks  in  the 
offices  which  they  now  hold.  It  would,  I 
think,  be  utterly  impossible  to  do  so  with 
any  kind  of  consistency ;  because  it  ap- 
pears to  me  quite  obvious  that,  on  a  new 
Dody  of  men  coming  into  power,  and  lay- 
ing down  rules  of  their  own  for  their  fu- 
ture Government,  it  is  necessary  that  they 
should  have  the  privilege  of  appointing 
persons  in  whom  they  have  confidence,  to 
assist  in  carrying  out  those  rules,  and  that 
they  should  not  be  required  to  allow  per- 
sons to  remain  in  office  who  might  thwart 
their  purposes,  and  hold  them  at  defiance. 
At  the  same  time,  wherever  any  case  may 
occur,  in  which  c(9mpensation  can  be 
fairly  demanded,  means  are  provided  by 
which  that  compensation  can  be  fixed  and 
ascerlained. 

The  most  important  part,  no  doubt  of 
this  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  is  that 
which  relates  to  the  management  of  the 
funds;  the  management  of  which  certainly 
does  not,  at  the  present  moment,  show 
any  great  wisdom  or  economy  on  the  part 
of  these  Corporations ;  for  while  the  gross 
income  of  ttie  Corporations  amounts  to 
367,0007.,  the  expenditure  amounts  to 
377,0007. ;  besides  which  there  is  a  debt 
of  2,000,000/.  owing  by  these  bodies. 
When  we  come  to  Took  into  particular 
cases,  we  shall  find  that  some  Corpora- 
tions have  been  incurring  debts  year  by 
year  up  to  within  two  years  ago,  while  they 
were  actually  dividing  among  themselves 
the  proceeds  of  the  loans  they  raised. 
It  is  proposed,  therefore,  that  the  council 
shall  have  the  power  of  appointing  a  com- 
mittee in  order  to  manage  their  financial 
afifairs,  and  that  their  accounts  shall  be 
regularly  audited  and  brought  before  the 
public,  and  that  there  shall  no  longer  be 
secret  accounts.  By  adopting  this  system 
of  publicity,  even  if  no  other  guarantee  be 
taken,  it  appears  to  me  that  we  shall  ob- 
tain a  great  security  for  the  better  manage- 
ment of  corporate  funds  in  future.  There 
is  another  part  of  the  duty  of  these  Corpo- 
rations'which  has  been  no  less  scandal- 
ously mismanaged,  and  to  which  I  alluded 
in  the  earlier  part  of  my  address  to  the 
House,  namely,  the  management  of  the 
charity  estates,  of  which  these  Corpora- 
tions have  at  different  times  been  made 
trustees. 

We  propose  that  the  Common  Councils 
•hall  become  the  trustees  of  these  charity 


funds,  with  power  to  appoint,  if  they  think 
proper,  a  committee  for  their  management; 
but  at  the  same  time  requiring  them  im* 
peratively  to  appoint  a  separate  secretary, 
and  treasurer,  and  to  provide  an  audit  of 
these  funds  in  a  different  manner  from  the 
audit  generally  of  the  accounts  of  the 
town.  It  is  likewise  provided  that  the 
number  of  persons  to  be  chosen  for  the 
management  of  these  charity-estates  shall 
not  be  less  than  fifteen,  and  that  they  shall 
be  chosen,  not  from  the  council,  but  from 
among  the  general  body  of  the  burgesses 
of  the  towns ;  for  it  may  often  happen  that 
persons  may  not  like  to  have  any  thing  to 
do  with  the  Municipal  Government  of  the 
town,  who,  from  their  habits  of  business, 
and  their  connexion  with  matters  of  this 
kind,  may  be  regarded  as  very  fit  and  pro- 
per persons  to  have  the  management  of 
these  charitable  estates.  Now,  Sir,  having 
mentioned  the  persons  in  whom  the  go« 
vernment  of  these  Corporations  is  to  be 
vested,  who  are  to  be  the  electors  of  these 
governing  bodies,  and  what  is  to  take 
place  both  with  respect  to  the  general 
funds  of  the  Corporations,  and  with  respect 
to  the  charity-estates  of  which  such  Cor- 
porations have  been  appointed  by  the 
founders,  or  by  acts  of  Parliament,  the 
trustees,  I  come  next  to  that  very  import- 
ant  part  of  the  Bill,  with  regard  to  the 
administration  of  justice  and  of  police 
within  these  towns. 

We  propose  that  the  whole  work  and 
business  of  watching  the  town  shall  be 
placed  completely  under  the  control  of  the 
council,  and  that  all  powers  given  by  the 
provisions  of  any  local  act,  so  far  as  they 
would  militate  against  this  power,  shall 
not  be  continued  to  those  now  possessing 
them.  This  seems  to  me  absolutely  neces- 
sary in  establishing  a  Municipal  Govern- 
ment,— indeed  the  onlv  notion  I  can  form 
of  a  Municipal  Government  is,  that  the 
keeping  of  the  peace,  or  to  use  the  words 
of  olden  times,  *•  the  quieting  of  the  town," 
should  be  immediately  under  the  control 
of  the  persons  who  are  deemed  proper  to 
have  the  government  of  the  town :  there- 
fore any  power  inconsistent  with  the  power 
of  the  general  council,  as  far  as  the  watch- 
ing of  the  town  is  concerned,  will  be 
abolished.  I  will  not  enter  into  any  pro- 
vision at  present  as  to  paving  and  lighting. 
These  powers  are  often  exercised  under 
local  acts  by  Commissioners.  It  may  be 
desirable  hereafter  that  these  powers  should 
be  consolidated ;  and  I  think  this  BUI  will 
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give  tbe  means  of  efiecting  that  object ; 
but  we  do  tiot  propose  to  interfere  at  pre* 
sent  with  these  local  acts,  as  far  as  these 
general  purposes  are  concerned.  Then 
with  respect  to  another  part  of  ibis  mea- 
sure, which  refers  to  what  I  consider  a  part 
of  the  police  of  the  town — and  a  part 
which  has  often  led  to  very  great  abuses — 
I  mean  the  power  of  granting  alehouse  li- 
censes, it  is  proposed  that  this  power  shall 
not  be  vested  in  any  of  the  magistracy. 
We  think  that  it  ought  not  to  be  mixed  up 
or  confounded  with  the  duty  of  admin is» 
taring  justice,  but  that  it  should  be  left  to 
Che  council  or  to  a  committee  of  the  coun- 
cil. I  think  that  the  council  being  elected 
by  the  mte  payerB--*under  the  popular  mode 
of  election  DOW  proposed — although  no 
doubt  many  of  the  members  may  have  a 
desire  to  favour  their  friends  or  promote 
their  own  private  views  as  a  body—* will 
always  act  under  popular  control— mnd  be 
less  likely  to  abuse  the  power  of  granting 
licenses  than  magistrates,  in  whose  case 
the  robe  of  justice  is  sometimes  employed 
to  cover  a  great  enormity  of  abuses. 

I  come  now  to  another  part  of  the  sab- 
ject,  which,  I  think,  is  totally  separated 
and  distinct  from  all  the  other  parts  of  this 
measure — that  is,  tbe  administration  of 
what  is  properly  called  justice  within  these 
towns.  We  propose  that  there  should  be 
a  division  of  these  183  towns  into  two 
schedules.  The  greater  part  of  them  are 
10  be  put  into  one  schedule,  to  be  called 
Schedule  A.  The  House  will  observe  that, 
unlike  anotherscbeduleof  that  name  which 
formerly  attracted  great  attention  hi  this 
House,  Schedule  A.,  in  the  present  tn<- 
stance,  will  be  one  of  privilege  instead  of 
disfranchisement.  The  number  of  the 
boroughs  in  Schedule  A  would  be  129, 
and  to  these  a  Commission  of  the  Peace 
would  be  granted.  The  remaining  54 
might  have,  if  they  chose,  a  Commission 
of  the  Peace  on  application  to  the  Crown. 
With  respect  to  the  129  boroughs,  the 
town  councils  are  to  have  the  power  of  re- 
commending to  the  Crown  certain  persons 
whom  they  think  proper  to  receire  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  within  the  bO'> 
rough ;  but  they  are  not  to  have  the  power 
of  electing  magistrates  in  such  sense  as 
that  the  assent  of  the  Crown  shall  not  be 
necessary  to  perfect  the  election.  I  be- 
lieve that  at  the  present  moment  there  are 
more  than  one  thousand  magistrates  acting 
within  these  boroughs ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  any  ibing  like  that  number  is  iitces« 


sary.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  town- 
councils  will  take  care  not  to  recommend 
to  the  Crown  any  persons  but  such  as  the 
advisers  of  the  Crown  can  with  safety  ap« 
point  to  the  magistracy.  These  magistrates 
will  not  have  the  power  of  sitting  in  quar- 
ter sessions,  &c.  as  I  have  already  stated, 
they  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
granting  of  ale-house  licenses.  But  there 
is  a  considerable  number  of  these  boroughs 
of  the  largest  size,  in  which  it  may  be  pro- 
per to  have  a  court  of  quarter  sessions,  m 
which,  indeed,  there  is  a  court  of  that  kind 
already  established,  and  in  which  there  is 
a  recorder  perfectly  fit  for  his  situation. 

The  Bill,  therefore,  enacts,  that  on  a 
town  council  applying  to  the  Crown  for 
the  establishment  of  a  court  or  quarter 
sessions,  and  on  their  stating  that  they 
are  willing  to  continue  the  salary  paid  to 
the  recorders,  they  shall  be  retained ;  but 
such  recorder  must  in  every  instance  be  a 
barrister  of  five  years'  standing.  There- 
fore in  those  towns  where  there  is  now  a 
barrister  of  five  years'  standing,  acting  as 
recorder,  and  the  town  councils  declare 
that  they  are  satisfied  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  by  these  recorders,  they 
may  remain  in  o6Sce,  and  tbe  quarter  ses- 
sions be  continued. 

With  respect  to  oUier  towns  desiring  to 
have  quarter  sessions,  but  which  eitlier 
have  no  recorder,  or  where  the  recorder  is 
not  a  banister  of  five  years'  standing,  it  is 
intended  that  the  Crown  in  future  shall 
have  the  nomination  af  that  officer.  It 
will  be  necessary  for  the  town  to  express 
its  desire  for  tbe  establishment  or  contina- 
ance  of  quarter  sessions,  and  its  readiness 
to  provide  for  Uie  salary  of  a  recorder,  and 
it  will  then  become  the  business  of  the 
Crown  to  appoint  that  judge.  It  seems  to 
me  better  that  that  power  should  be  in  the 
Crown,  it  being  understood  that  the  per- 
son appointed  shall  be  a  barrister  of  five 
years'  standing  at  -least,  than  that  there 
should  be  any  thing  resembling  the  popu- 
lar election  of  a  judge.  The  recorder  will 
be  appointed  during  good  behaviour,  aad 
will  not  be  removable  at  the  pleasure  of  tha 
Crowtt ;  and  it  may  therefore  be  expected 
that  he  will  exercise  his  functions mdepen* 
dently  and  birly.  There  are  some  provi* 
sions  in  the  Bill  rendered  necesaaryy  in 
consequence  of  those  clauses  relatiog  to 
quarter  sessions  with  respect  to  tbe  county- 
rates.  These  provisions  are  of  some  com* 
plexity,  and  I  will  not  enter  minutely  into 
their  osture. 
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I  have  little  more  to  address  to  the 
House.  I  must  not,  however,  omit  to 
state,  that  in  cases  where  towns  wish  to 
have  a  stipendiary  magistrate — and  it  is 
well  known  by  several  Members  of  this 
Housey  that  in  many  towns  their  services 
have  been  found  extremely  useful — on 
their  expression  of  that  desire,  they  shall 
be  at  liberty  to  make  certain  rules  and  re- 
gulations for  the  appointment  of  that  sti- 
pendiary magistrate,  and  shall  be  allowed 
by  the  Crown  in  their  behalf.  I  have  now 
gone  through  the  principal  provisions 
which  it  is  proposed  to  insert  in  this  Bill. 
I  may  have  omitted  some  of  them,  and 
perhaps  some  points  of  considerable  im- 
portance, but  I  think  I  have  stated  enough 
to  give  the  House  a  general  view  of  the 
nature  of  the  measure.  We  find  that  of 
these  Corporations  many  are  in  a  state  of 
insolvency,  many  in  a  state  of  internal  dis- 
sension, and  that  the  funds  of  many  of 
them  are  misapplied.  We  are  of  opinion, 
that  by  the  provisions  I  have  now  stated  to 
the  House,  we  shall  be  able  in  the  first 
place  to  procure  a  council  for  the  boroughs, 
which,  by  representing,  shall  possess  the 
good-will  of  the  inhabitants.  We  think 
that  there  will  no  longer  exist  the  feeling 
that  the  Corporations  have  been  created 
for  the  exclusive  benefit  and  advantage  of 
one  party  in  the  town,  and  that  all  those 
who  happen  to  differ  in  opinion  from  that 
party,  or  who  are  not  favored  by  it,  are 
harshly  and  unjustly  dealt  with.  We  are 
of  opinion,  in  the  next  place,  that  by  these 
provisions  we  shall  establish  a  due  and 
regular  police  in  towns  in  which  that  police 
is  at  present  very  defective.  We  conceive, 
in  the  last  place,  that  by  these,  we  shall 
provide  for  the  pure  and  due  administra- 
tion of  justice  within  these  boroughs  con- 
taining so  large  a  mass  of  population. 

The  measure  we  propose,  in  my  opinion, 
ii  in  strict  accordance  with  the  spirit  and 
intention  of  the  Reform  Act.  It  is  a  mea- 
sure to  reform  one  of  our  valuable  institu- 
tions, and  at  the  same  time  to  preserve  it; 
it  is  a  measure  to  interfere,  boldly,  I  con- 
fess, but  to  interfere  after  cautious  inquiry, 
and  after  full  proof  of  the  necessity  of  that 
interference ;  it  is  a  measure  in  strict  con- 
iS(»rmity  with  the  declarations  of  this  House 
at  the  commencement  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, that  our  Municipal  Corporations 
ought  to  be  subjected  to  vigilant  popular 
coDtroL  It  is  a  measure  in  perfect  con- 
formity with  the  wish  expressed  by  his 
Majesty  in  answer  to  our  Address  on  the 


subject,  when  his  Majesty  declared  his 
hope  that  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
would  not  prevent  any  well-considered 
measures  conducive  to  the  general  wel- 
fare. It  is  a  ^measure  upon  which  we,  as 
a  Government,  are  willing  to  stake  what 
credit  may  belong  to  us  for  having  formerly 
proposed  Reform,  being  now,  I  may  say, 
the  leaders  of  a  reforming  majority  in  this 
House. 

We  have  bestowed  great  attention  upon 
the  subject,  though  it  is  true  that  we  have 
been  deprived  of  the  assistance  of  some 
persons  whose  aid  we  would  gladly  have 
received.  At  the  commencement  of  my 
speech,  I  stated  that  we  had  been  deprived 
of  the  assistance  of  two  Gentlemen  whom 
I  alluded  to,  and  now  at  the  end  of  my 
speech  I  must  also  say,  that  we  have  also 
been  without  the  assistance  of  my  noble 
Friend,  Lord  Spencer,  who,  at  (he  end  of 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  g^ve  a  no- 
tice in  this  House  on  the  subject.  I  am 
sure  that  if  that  noble  Lord  had  joined  the 
Government,  his  assistance  would  have 
been  most  valuable,  not  only  in  framing 
the  measure,  but  in  explaining  its  details, 
in  doing  which  he  is  unrivalled.  1  have 
attempted  to  explain  to  the  House  the  ge- 
neral principle  of  the  Bill;  I  will  leave  it 
to  be  divided  upon  with  reference  to  its 
general  merits ;  I  will  leave  it  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  people  of  England  to  decide 
whether  it  is  a  safe,  efficient,  and  whole- 
some measure  of  Corporation  Reform,  I 
now  beg  leave  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  the  better  Regulation  of  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  in  England  and  Wales. 

Sir  Robert  Peel.^  Although,  Sir,  I  have 
resolved  to  avail  myself  of  every  advan- 
tage in  the  discussion  of  this  most  import- 
ant question,  which  additional  lime  and 
opportunities  of  reference,  not  only  to 
documents  already  in  the  possession  of  the 
House,  but  to  others  which  are  not  yet 
laid  before  it  will  afford  me,  and  to  decline 
entering,  therefore,  into  any  detailed  dis- 
cussion of  the  measure  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  this  night  proposed :  yet.  Sir, 
on  account  of  its  vast  importance,  I  should 
be  unwilling  to  allow  the  Motion  to  be  put 
from  the  Chair  without  a  single  observa- 
tion having  been  offered  on  the  subject 
except  those  contained  in  the  speech 'of 
the  noble  Lord.  I  shall  make  no  opposi- 
tion whatever  to  that  Motion;  I  shall 
throw  not  the  slightest  impediment  in  the 

^  From  a  corrected  Report, 
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way  of  the  introdaction  of  this  Bill — and, 
moreover,  I  am  about  to  state  opinions 
upon  the  subject  of  Municipal  Reform 
generally — though  not  in  immediate  refer- 
ence to  this  measure,  the  details  of  which 
are  so  important  that  each  is  entitled  to 
separate  discussion — which  will  prove  that 
an  opposition  on  my  part,  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  measure  would  be  quite  incon- 
sistent with  the  opinions  which  I  entertain. 
Sir,  when  I  look  to  the  state  of  the 
population  of  the  larger  towns  of  this 
kingdom — when  I  contemplate  the  rapidity 
with  which  places,  which  at  no  remote 
period  were  inconsiderable  villages,  have 
through  manufacturing  industry,  started 
into  life  and  into  great  wealth  and  import- 
ance— when  I  look,  too,  to  the  imperfect 
provision  which  is  now  made  for  the  pre- 
servation of  order  and  the  administration 
of  justice  in  most  of  those  towas — I  can- 
not deny  that  the  time  has  arrived  when  it 
is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  well- 
being  of  society,  to  establish. within  soci- 
eties so  circumstanced  a  good  system  of 
Municipal  government.  In  some  of  these 
towns  no  permanent  and  regular  provision 
is,  at  present,  made  for  the  maintenance  of 
public  order,  and  the  general  purposes  of 
good  government ;  in  others  the  provision 
which  was  originally  intended  to  be  made 
through  the  instrumentality  of  the  Corpo- 
rate system,  has  become  utterly  inefficient 
for  the  purpose ;  and  I  am  bound  to  admit 
therefore,  that  on  account  of  the  change 
of  circumstances,  and  on  that  account 
singly,  there  is  ample  ground  for  now  con. 
sidering  whether  such  provision  ought  not 
to  be  made  in  towns  not  corporate ;  and 
whether  in  those  towns  which  have  Corpo- 
rations, the  provision  at  pre^nt  in  force  be 
not  inadequate  I  Sir,  I  am  bound  also  to 
state  that,  on  referring  as  fully  as  I  have 
been  able  to  do  since  they  were  presented, 
and  amid  the  great  pressure  of  other  busi- 
ness, to  the  reports  on  the  state  of  Corpo- 
rations, the  general  impression  left  on  my 
mind  is,  that,  independently  of  the  consi- 
derations abovementioned,  the  general  pur- 
port of  the  evidence  adduced  before  the 
commission,  shows  that  the  time  is  also 
arrived,  when  it  is  necessary  for  Parlia. 
ment  to  interfere,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding some  effectual  checks  against  the 
abuses,  which  have  been  proved  to  prevail 
in  some  of  the  corporate  bodies  of  this 
country;  I  therefore.  Sir,  without  hesita- 
tion admit,  that  it  is  of  the  utmost  import- 
fmce  to  the  well-being  of  society,  that 
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a  good  system  of  municipal  government 
should  be  provided  for  the  larger  towns  of 
this  country,  whether  they  be  corporate  or 
not,  by  the  means  of  which  the  regular 
and  pure  administration  of  justice  may  be 
extended  and  secured,  and  the  mainte- 
nance of  public  order  promoted  through 
the  means  of  a  well-regulated  police.  And, 
Sir,  after  having  made  that  admission,  I 
think  it  follows,  almost  as  a  matter  of 
course,  that  corporations  where  they  exist, 
ought  to  be  made  mainly  instrumental  in 
effecting  those  objects.  To  leave  the  cor- 
porations precisely  on  their  presentground, 
and  to  establish  new  rates  (where  they 
may  be  necessary)  for  municipal  purposes 
by  new  laws  to  be  now  passed,  making  no 
new  provision  for  the  application  of  these 
revenues,  placing  them  under  the  sole  con- 
trol of  corporate  bodies  existing  on  the  old 
principle,  would  have  a  great  tendency  to 
defeat  the  object  in  view.  If  we  admit  the 
fact  that  the  well-being  of  society  requires 
the  consideration  of  a  good  system  of 
Municipal  government,  it  is  impossible  to 
exclude  from  simultaneous  consideration 
the  existing  state  of  the  corporate  bodies 
themselves.  I  think  Parliament  has  a  right 
to  require,  by  laws  to  be  now  passed,  that 
the  revenues  of  these  Corporations,  except- 
ing where  they  are  applied  under  particu- 
lar bequests  to  special  purposes,  shall  be 
henceforth  devoted  to  public  purposes, 
connected  with  public  municipal  interests. 
I  must  say,  that  if  I  were  a  member  of  any 
corporation,  so  far  from  looking  at  this 
question  in  a  mere  narrow,  party  light,  I 
should  feel  a  much  greater  interest,  a 
much  stronger,  direct,  personal,  pecuniary 
interest,  in  seeing  the  corporate  funds 
applied  to  public  purposes,  than  in  seeing 
them  applied  to  any  system  of  public 
feasting,  or  to  any  objects  of  mere  elec- 
tioneering and  party  interest.  At  the  same 
time  it  is  due  to  the  existing  corporationa 
to  admit  at  once,  that  while  I  have  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  any  new  provi- 
sion to  be  made  by  law  which  should  im- 
pose some  check  on  the  appropriation  of 
corporate  revenues,  such  check  will  in- 
volve a  new  principle  of  law.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  law  heretofore  has  been,  that 
these  corporate  bodies  have  had  a  legal 
right  to  apply  their  funds  to  other  thaa 
public  municipal  purposes:  they  clearly 
had  a  right  to  apply  their  funds  to  corpo- 
rate purposes  as  distinguished  from  muni- 
cipal ;  and  I  apprehend  that  it  has  been 
ruled  by  the  highest  authorities,  that  ex* 
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ceptiog  80  far  a8  the  Testraining  italates 
interfered  with  the  powers  of  ecclesiastical 
corporations,  the  corporations  of  this  coun- 
try had  a  right  to  regulate  at  their  discre- 
tion, the  application  of  their  property,  and 
even  to  alienate  it,  if  they  thought  proper. 
The  report  made  by  the  Commissioners 
has  not  sufiGiciently  referred  to  the  princi- 
ples of  law  in  conformity  with  which  the 
corporations  have  hitherto  acted.  I  think, 
alsot  there  is  ground  for  complaint  that  | 
this  report  invohres  all  the  corporations  in 
too  indiscriminate  a  censure,  that  it  does 
not  sufficiently  point  out  the  many  cases 
in  which  corporations  have  acted  honestly 
in  the  performance  of  their  trust,  but  that 
it  has  thrown  a  general  reflection  upon  all 
corporations,  in  consequence  of  the  abuse 
of  their  functions  by  a  limited  number. 
The  noble  Lord  did  wisely  in  laying  down 
the  principle  that  we  had  much  better 
defer  to  a  future  opportunity  any  attempt 
to  cite  particular  instances  in  which  cor- 
porations may  not  have  been  justly  dealt 
with.  It  is  much  more  convenient  on  this 
occasion  to  refer  to  the  general  principle 
of  the  measure  than  to  enter  into  the  con- 
sideration of  any  special  and  individual 
cases.  The  noble  Lord's  precepts,  how- 
ever, were,  as  it  often  happens,  much 
sounder  than  his  practice.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  he  would  not  refer  to  instances  of 
particular  corporations ;  but  scarcely  had 
the  words  escaped  the  noble  Lord's  lips, 
when  he  referred  to  some  eight  or  ten  cor- 
porations— not  very  impartially  selected, 
I  roust  say — and  it  is  a  little  sinp^ular,  that 
of  those  eight  or  len  corporations,  the 
noble  Lord  became  acquainted  with  the 
circumstances  of  four-fifths  of  them  by 
having  access  to  documents  which  have 
not  yet  been  laid  before  the  House.  We 
have  had  no  report  upon  Norwich — we 
have  had  no  report  npon  Bedford  —  we 
have  had  no  report  upon  Oxford  —  we 
have  had  no  report  upon  Cambridge — we 
have  had  no  report  upon  Orford — we  have 
had  no  report  upon  Aid  borough — we  have 
had  no  report  upon  Ipswich,  —  and  yet 
these  are  the  cases  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  selected,  and  upon  which  he  has  mainly 
founded  his  argument.    There  is  a  double 

Eound  of  complaint  against  the  noble 
>rd.  He  first  takes  the  unfair  advantage 
of  quoting  from  documents,  to  which  he 
alone  has  had  access,  thus  precluding  all 
answer  or  explanation,  which  a  reference 
to  those  documents  might  possibly  afford ; 
aad  secondly,  he  selects  the  cases  of  cor- 


porations  in  which  a  particolar  class  of 
political  opinions  predominates,  thus  war- 
ranting the  inference,  that  the  party  in  the 
State  holding  those  opinions,  had  been 
specially,  if  not  exclusively,  the  encoa- 
ragers  of  corporate  abuse. 

The  noble  Lord  in  the  playfulness  of 
his  fancy,  sent  down  an  antiquarian  on  an 
excursion  to  the  eastern  coast  of  this 
country,  to  examine  with  particular  and 
special  care  into  the  cases  of  Aldborough 
and  Orford.  Now,  I  hope  the  antiquarian 
will  travel  into  the  interior ;  I  hope  he  will 
not  select  the  smallest  boroughs  in  which 
to  indulge  his  antiquarian  propensities.  I 
hope  he  will  go  to  Derby — yes,  I  hope 
he  will  go  to  Derby — and  moreover  I  hope 
he  will  go  to  Portsmouth.  I  really  wish 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  taken  this  course ; 
I  wish  he  had  adhered  to  the  rule  he  him- 
self laid  down,  because  it  would  have 
been  infinitely  better  to  discuss  general 
principles,  without  reference  to  particular 
cases ;  and  above  all,  if  there  were  to  be 
references  to  particolar  cases,  it  should 
have  been  to  cases  to  the  reports  on  which 
all  sides  of  the  House  had  had  access 
equally,  and  which  were  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial selection.  Why,  see  to  what  an  ob- 
jection the  noble  Lord  lays  himself  fairly 
open.  If  these  unpublished  reports  be 
important  as  illustrations  of  his  arguments, 
why  did  the  noble  Lord  press  forward  this 
measure  until  those  reports  were  com*i 
pleted  ?  I  seek  no  delay  of  this  measure ; 
but  I  must  say,  with  reference  to  good  Go- 
vernment and  to  the  success  of  the  Muni- 
cipal system  about  to  be  established,  that 
I  do  hope  his  Majesty's  Government— if 
they  should  find  on  this  side  of  the  House 
that  disposition  which  they  seem  not  to 
have  anticipated,  to  discuss  this  question 
fairly,  without  reference  to  its  party 
bearings,  but  with  a  single  view  of  pro- 
viding a  system  of  good  Government — I 
say,  I  do  hope  his  Majesty's  Government 
will  feel  it  to  be  important  on  a  matter 
even  more  intimately  connected  with  the 
peace  and  happiness  of  these  towns  than 
the  Reform  Bill  itself,  to  afford  most 
ample  time  for  the  mature  deliberation  of 
the  details  of  this  Bill.  If  the  noble  Lord 
deem  those  reports,  which  are  not  yet  laid 
upon  the  Table,  to  be  important  as  illus- 
trations of  his  own  arguments,  he  ought  at 
least  to  enable  us  to  refer  to  the  whole  of 
them  before  we  are  called  upon  to  decide 
on  the  details  of  the  measure.  I  again 
repeat,  that  I  wish  the  noble  Lord  bad  not 
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made  a  partial  speeech.  If  the  noble 
Lord  looks  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  will 
find  nothing  in  the  corporations  of  Aid- 
borough  or  Orfordy  which  will  make  them 
more  open  to  his  comments,  than  Corpo- 
rations over  which  his  own  political  friends 
have  exercised  an  influence.  I  am  quite 
aware  of  the  observation  in  reply  to  which 
I  expose  myself,  I  am  quite  aware  that 
if  I  show  that  no  class  of  political  opin- 
ions, whether  professedly  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative, is  a  guarantee  against  the  exer- 
cise of  undue  influence,  that  I  am  only  for- 
tifying the  general  argument  in  favour  of 
a  Reform.  No  doubt  this  is  the  case. 
The  more  general  the  perversion  of  Corpo- 
rate privileges,  the  greater  the  necessity  for 
correction ;  but  let  us  have  the  case  fairly 
stated-^et  us  ackuowledge  the  truth,  that 
Tory  Corporations  are  not  the  only  ones 
to  blame.  The  noble  Lord  forces  me  to 
oflfer  him  a  specimen,  and  it  shall  be  but  a 
specimen,  of  Whig,  pure  Whig  Corpora- 
tions, I  am  sare  it  escaped  his  recollection, 
and  I  therefore  invite  him  to  refresh  his 
memory  by  referring  to  the  report  on 
Derby.  He  will  find  it  stated  in  the 
ease  of  the  Corporation  of  Derby,  that 
whenever  they  thought  the  number  of  the 
freemen  in  their  interest  was  "  getting 
low,''  the  Mayor,  or  some  other  influential 
Member  of  the  Corporation,  applied  to  the 
agents  of  the  Cavendish  family,  and  re- 
quested a  list  of  the  names  of  persons  to 
be  admitted  as  "  honorary  freemen."  The 
Corporation  took  this  course,  because 
diey  wished  to  avail  themseWes  of  the  in- 
terest of  the  Cavendish  family  over  the 
freemen  so  admitted.  On  the  last  occa- 
sion when  honorary  freemen  were  made, 
almost  all  of  them  were  tenants  of  his 
grace  the  Duke  of  Devonshire.  The 
agent  of  bis  grace  paid  the  fees  on  the  ad* 
mission  of  the  honorary  freemen.  With- 
out the  creation  of  such  freemen,  it  was 
•aid  the  Corporation  "  could  not  have  kept 
the  Tories  quiet— they  would  have  been 
restless."  Now  we  are  not  so  intolerant 
here,  I  am  sure,  as  to  presume  that  our 
own  opinions,  or  our  own  acts,  mast  be 
exactly  right,  and  those  of  every  one  else 
wrong ;  but  if  this  Corporation  Report 
had  stated  that  a  Tory  nobleman  had  no- 
minated all  the  freemen,  and  had  paid  for 
their  freedom,  and  that  the  excuse  was, 
that  without  doing  so,  they  could  not 
have  kept  the  Reformers  quiet — the  Re- 
formers, C'  who  were  very  restless,'')  what 
%  bvfit  of  Tehement  iodignatiQn  woukl 


have  been  raised  in  this  House  i^tAst 
such  an  abuse  of  Corporate  privileges. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  intention  of 
following  the  npble  Lord's  example  in  de- 
tail. As  for  myself  and  the  Corporation 
of  Tamwortb,  with  which  I  have  the  ho- 
nour to  be  connected,  we  have  no  reason 
to  shrink  from  any  inqniry.  As  far  as 
that  truly  honourable  Corporation  is  con- 
cerned, the  report  is  most  satisfactory.  It 
gives  to  the  Corporation,  both  in  respect 
to  the  selection  of  Members  and  all  its 
proceedings,  unqualified  praise. 

I  will  not  follow  the  noble  Lord,  bv  de- 
tailing  many  cases  of  Whig  abuse ;  but 
there  is  one  other  Corporation  of  which  I 
must  remind  the  noble  Lord.  The  anti^ 
quarian  must  not  omit  in  the  course  of  his 
excursion  to  pay  a  friendly  visit  to  Ports*- 
mouth.  [Mr.  Bonham  Carter  bowedf 
which  occasioned  much  Laughter."]  '*  In 
Portsmouth,"  say  the  Commissioners,  ^*  it 
can  hardly  be  necessary  to  point  out  the 
complete  closeness  of  the  system.  For  a 
long  series  of  years,  it  has  been  exercised 
with  the  undisguised  purpose  of  confining 
the  whole  municipal  and  political  power  to 
a  particular  party,  and  almost  to  a  parti- 
cular family,  and,  (as  the  report  justly 
observes),  it  has  been  found  perfectly  effi- 
cacious in  its  operation."  '*  That  no  in- 
stances can  be  traced  of  municipal  cor- 
ruption, seems  attributable,  not  to  any 
correcting  principle  in  the  system,  but 
merely  to  the  absence  of  evil  intentions  in 
those  who  have  accidentally  been  placed 
at  its  head."  Now,  if  I  were  to  choose  a 
Corporation  in  the  neighbourhood  of  which 
I,  as  an  individual  not  interested  in  the 
honest  application  of  Corporate  property, 
and  fond  of  good  living,  should  like  to 
reside,  the  Corporation  of  Portsmouth 
is  the  one,  of  all  others,  on  which,  with- 
out a  moment's  hesitation,  my  choice 
would  fall.  [Mr,  Bonham  Carter  ex- 
pressed his  dissent.]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man shakes  his  head ;  let  me  beg  his  at* 
tention  to  the  facts  stated  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, with  reference  to  that  Corporation. 
Their  revenues  are,  I  think,  600/.  or  700f. 
a-year,  of  w^ich  about  450/.  is  annually 
expended  in  feasts.  Here  Is  the  acconot: 
— "  The  feasts,'*  say  the  Commtssionen, 
**  are  rather  more  expensive  this  year  than 
in  ordinary  years."  Now,  here  let  me  ask 
the  House  in  what  year  they  suppose  it 
was  that  the  expense  of  feasting  was  par^ 
ticniarly  heavy  ?    Why,  no  less  than  the 
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of  the  aocettion  of  his  present  Majesty, 
4\L  9f.  was  spent  in  refreshment  for  the 
party  attending  the  proclamation,  and  in 
the  year  1830  the  sam  of  108/.  10s.  was 
expended  on  a  dinner  given  on  the  election 
of  the  repfesentatives  —  which  expense, 
•ays  the  report,  was  defrayed  on  former 
occasions  hy  the  Members  themselves.. 
The  annual  average  expense  of  feasts 
l^om  1824  to  1831,  inclusively,  was  447/. 
An  account  was  given  to  us,  showing- 
that  the  average  income  during  that  time, 
accruing  from  dividends  and  rents,  was 
600/."  Now  I  have  proved,  I  think,  be- 
yond a  doubt,  that  in  the  whole  kingdom 
there  is  not  a  more  hospitable  Corpora* 
tion  than  this,  at  least  in  proportion  to 
their  means;  for  out  of  an  income  not 
exceeding  600/.  the  annual  average  expen- 
diture on  the  rites  of  hospitality  is  no  less 
than  447/.  But  mark  the  attachment  of 
the  Members  of  this  Ck>rporation  to  the 
great  principles  upon  which  the  Reform 
Act  was  founded.  Nothing  can  more 
dearly  show  their  devotion  to  Reform, 
than  the  special  exception  which  they 
make  in  1830  from  their  former  usages, 
and  the  increased  hospitality  in  which  they 
indulged  at  the  era  of  Reform.  Then  it 
is  that  they  add  a  new  item  to  their  ex* 
penditore,  and  pay  108/.  10s.  for  an  elec« 
tion  dinner,  the  charge  for  which  has  been 
heretofore  defrayed  by  the  Members 
themselves* 

Mr.  FroNCts  Baring  said,  as  we  under- 
stood, that  he  had  paid  his  share  of  the 
expense. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  Here  is  the  report  in 
which  the  whole  matter  is  set  down. 

Mr.  Bonkam  Carter :  It  is  a  very  faithful 
report. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  continaed — 41/.  9s. 
was  sufficient  for  a  feast  on  the  occasion 
of  his  Majesty's  accession,  but  no  less 
a  sum  than  108/.  was  expended  on  a 
dinoer  to  the  representatives  on  their 
election.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
that  this  report  is  a  faithful  report,  and 
be,  no  doubt,  has  repaid  to  the  Corpora- 
tion  his  share  of  the  money*  I  shall  say 
BOthii^  in  regard  to  the  Corporation  c^ 
Nottingham,  or  any  other  Corporation; 
noTy  indeed,  should  1  have  alluded  to  that 
of  Portsmouth,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  neither  the  noble  Lord,  nor 
any  other  person,  ought  to  attaoapt  to  visit 
upon  any  one  party  exclusively,  the 
abuses  which  ka?e  existed  in  Corpora-- 


But  the  better  course  is  to  look  to 
the  future ;  and  I,  as  one  of  the  Conser- 
vative party,  strongly  advise  all  Members 
of  Corporations  readily  and  willingly  to 
concur  in  an  Amendment  of  the  existing 
system— to  relinquish  the  influence  that 
they  may  have  derived  from  the  control 
over  corporate  funds  and  charitable  trusts 
-^but  upon  this  express  condition — that 
the  Reform  be  a  sincere,  bond  fide  Re- 
form— ^that  it  be  not  a  mere  pretext  for 
transferring  power  from  one  party  in 
the  state  to  another  ;  that  the  object 
aimed  at  shall  be — a  good  system  of  Muni- 
cipal Government — ^taking  security,  as  far 
as  security  upon  such  a  subject  can  be 
taken,  that  the  really  intelligent  and 
respectable  portion  of  the  community 
of  each  town  be  called  to  the  Adminis* 
tration  of  Municipal  affairs;  and  guard- 
ing against  the  future  application  of 
the  charitable  or  corporate  funds  to 
any  other  than  charitable  or  public 
purposes.  If  this  be  the  avowed  and  the 
real  object  of  the  new  measure,  I  for  one 
shall  be  disposed  to  give  a  favourable  con- 
sideration to  its  general  principles,  and 
will  co-operate  cheerfully  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  its  details ;  but  if,  under  the  spe- 
cious pretext  of  Amendment,  it  shall  be 
merely  calculated  not  to^  extirpate,  but 
to  transfer  the  abuse  of  power — to  extin- 
guish one  political  party  and  elevate  an* 
other— then  I  shall  consider  the  Bill  a 
great  public  evil,  aggravating  and  con- 
firming and  perpetuating  every  existing 
abuse.  I  do  not  object  to  the  principle, 
that  corporate  revenues  shall  be  applied 
strictly  to  poblic  municipal  purposes — I 
do  not  object  to  the  principle,  that  those 
who  administer  those  revenues,  and  exer- 
cise corporate  authority,  shall  execute 
their  trust  under  the  control  of  popular 
opinion.  If,  after  admitting  the  leading 
principles,  I  suggest  delay  in  the  further 
consideration  of  this  subject,  I  make  the 
suggestion  with  no  sinister  view,  and  from 
no  motive  but  a  desire  for  the  successful 
working  of  the  new  system .  A  great  ques- 
tion of  this  kind,  so  complex  in  its  details^ 
and  so  very  important  in  its  principle, 
should  not  be  hastily  discussed.  It  re- 
quires long  and  deliberate  investigation  i 
and  a  little  delay  would  not  be  misplaced 
in  such  a  case.  Great  questions  are  never 
fully  or  successfolly  matured  by  a  hurried 
process ;  their  perfection  is  only  the  woik 
of  caution,  time,  and  care. 

I  beg  to  adfert  briefly  to  one  or  two 
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points  in  the  noble  Lord's  Measure.  He 
says  the  right  of  suffrage  is  to  be  invested 
in  the  rate-payers.  ["  No*\  from  the 
Ministerial  side,]  Well,  in  the  rate- payers 
being  householders,  and  subject  to  certain 
conditions  of  residence  and  payment  of 
rates.  He  does  not  invest  it  exclusively 
in  the  10/.  householders.  He  would  allow 
every  one,  no  matter  what  the  amount  of 
his  qualification  be,  a  vote  in  the  election 
of  the  governing  body  of  the  town,  provi- 
ded he  be  a  resident  rate-payer.  The 
qualification  of  the  constituent  body  is  of 
course  a  most  important  element  in  the 
Question.  So  is  the  frequency  of  elec- 
tions. How  often  are  they  to  take  place  ? 
Every  one  who  had  respect  for  the  good 
order  of  society,  and  was  anxious  to  pre- 
vent personal  collisions  and  animosities, 
which  were  unhappily  consequent  on 
elections,  should  be  anxious  to  avoid  too 
frequent  occasions  for  these  popular  fer- 
ments. Corporate  Reform  may  be  a  very 
desirable  and  beneficial  measure ;  but  J 
trust  we  can  procure  the  advantage  of  it 
at  a  cheaper  rate  than  the  sacrifice  of  the 
harmony,  and  good  will,  and  social  con- 
cord of  the  societies  to  which  it  is  to  be 
applied.  If  there  is  to  be  a  perpetual 
conflict  of  political  principle  in  every 
town— a  constant  revival  of  bitter  ani- 
mosities, with  all  the  concomitant  evils  of 
popular  elections  —  the  result  may  be — 
the  exclusion  of  men  of  intelligence  and 
respectability  from  corporate  functions— 
a  bad  administration  of  corporate  author- 
ity —and  destruction  to  all  friendly  inter- 
course and  social  happiness  among  men 
of  different  parties  in  the  same  town. 

I  give  no  opinion  at  present  upon  the 
nature  of  the  qualification  which  the 
noble  Lord  proposes  for  the  constituent 
body.  If  he  had  taken  the  10/.  franchise 
as  the  qualification,  he  would  have  had 
the  same  means  of  ascertaining  the  actual 
right  to  vote,  which  exists  in  the  case  of 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament, 
namely,  registration  of  the  voter.  If  he 
takes  a  different  franchise,  there  must 
still  be  some  check  upon  the  exercise  of 
it — some  means  of  proving  that  the  right 
claimed  is  really  possessed  by  the  party 
claiming  it.  If  the  noble  Lord's  plan  be 
adopted,  there  will  be  in  each  borough 
town  three  different  popular  bodies  enti- 
tled to  vote  in  public  matters.  The  vestry, 
controlling  the  expenditure  of  the  poor- 
rates — the  10/.  householders,  electing  the 
If  embers  of  Parliament — and  the  body  of 


householders  who  will  be  entitled  to  vote 
for  the  Common  Council,  and  Corporate 
officers.  This  seems,  at  first  sight  at  least 
a  complicated  and  not  very  satisfactory 
arrangement. 

Another  important  point,  and  one  which 
will  require  very  deliberate  attention  is, 
the  fixing  of  the  limits  of  the  new  Corpor- 
ate jurisdiction,  in  all  cases  wherein  the 
limits  of  the  existing  Corporate  authority 
are  unsuitable.  By  whom  are  the  new 
limits  to  be  determined  on  ?  Are  they  to 
be  co-extensive  in  all  cases  with  the  limits 
6fthe  borough  under  the  Reform' Bill  t 
And  if  not,  what  authority  shall  decide 
on  the  exceptions  to  be  made — and  on  the 
precise  degree  to  which  the  old  limits  shall 
be  extended  ?  If  the  new  Common  Coun- 
cil is  to  have  the  authority  of  imposing 
additional  rates  for  municipal  purposes, 
this  question  of  limits  will  be  a  most  im- 
portant one,  and  one  of  very  difficult 
settlement.  It  will  occasionally  be  em- 
barrassed by  the  existence  of  local  acts, 
extending  over  districts,  the  limits  of  which 
are  different  both  from  those  of  the  old 
corporation,  and  of  the  new  borough,  and 
which  districts  may  have  separate  debts, 
and  separate  engagements.  It  may  be 
very  fit  to  abolish  all  these  distinctions,  and 
incorporate  the  whole  into  one  district, 
subject  to  one  general  superintending 
authority;  but  it  will  be  no  easy  matter,  I 
fear,  to  provide  by  one  general  law,  for  the 
mode  of  doing  this  consistently  with 
justice,  and  the  satisfaction  of  the  parties 
concerned. 

Some  express  provision  ought  to  be 
made  with  regard  to  the  existing  obliga- 
tions of  corporate  bodies.  Many  of  them 
have  contracted  debts  and  engagements, 
in  some  cases,  perhaps,  improvidently ; 
but  Si  ill,  if  those  debts  and  eng^agemenls 
were  contracted  under  the  authority  of  r lie 
law,  the  creditors  ought  to  have  a  full 
assurance  that  the  nature  of  their  security 
shall  not  be  affected  by  any  change  in  the 
corporate  authorities.  In  some  Corpora- 
tions, the  members  of  which  are  trustees  of 
charitable  estates,  the  estates  have  been 
alienated,  and  a  compensation  has  been 
made  by  the  charitable  trust,  not  very 
regularly,  perhaps,  in  some  instances,  out 
of  the  Corporate  revenues.  Here,  again, 
there  ought  to  be  a  restraint  upon  the 
power  which  any  new  body  may  acquire 
over  those  revenues,  and  provision  should 
be  made,  that  the  first  lien  upon  the  Cor* 
porate  property  shaU  be,  the  re-payment  of 
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the  tuin  due  to  the  charity,  on  account  of 
the  alienation  of  the  trust  estates. 

Then  again,  with  respect  to  Ecclesias- 
tical patronage.  Many  Corporations  are 
possessed  of  valuable  livings,  and  exten- 
sive patronage  connected  wiih  the  Church. 
Surely  the  right  of  appointing  to  livings 
ought  not  to  be  exerised  by  those  who  are 
not  members  of  the  Church— -who  cannot 
be  fit  judges  of  the  qualifications  requisite 
in  a  minister  of  another  religious  profes- 
sion, and  have  no  direct  interest  in 
making  fit  appointments.  A  Corporation 
possessed  -  of  Ecclesiastical  patronage, 
might,  under  the  new  system,  be  composed 
entirely  of  Dissenters,  or  might  be  under 
the  control,  at  least,  of  a  predominant 
dissenting  interest.  Would  it  be  fitting 
that  Ecclesiastical  patronage  connected 
with  the  Church  of  England  should  be 
exercised  by  a  dissenting  body  ?  Would 
not  Dissenters  themselves  be  the  first  to 
protest  against  any  legislative  enactment, 
which  should  by  possibility  place  the 
nomination  to  their  spiritual  charges, 
whether  Roman  Catholic,  or  Methodist,  or 
Presbyterian,  in  the  hands,  or  under  the 
direct  influence,  of  members  of  the  Church 
of  England. 

With  regard  to  the  future  management 
of  charitable  trusts,  such  as  have  been 
hitherto  under  the  superintendence  of 
corporate  authorities,  some  special  provi- 
sion will  be,  in  my  opinion,  necessary,  for 
the  purpose  of  strictly  confining  the  ap* 
plication  of  the  charitable  funds  to  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  intended.  If 
they  are  to  be  placed  under  a  political 
body,  what  security  will  there  be  that  the 
political  interest  will  not,  as  it  has  hereto- 
fore done,  sway  the  distribution  of  the 
charitable  revenues?  There  must  be  a 
selection  of  objects,  and  a  large  discretion 
as  to  that  selection,  capable  of  being  very 
easily  perverted  to  the  promotion  of  party 
objects.  Popular  elections  will  give  no 
security  on  this  head;  the  body  which 
owes  its  authority  to  the  popular  voice- 
will  have  just  as  great  temptation  to  the 
undue  exercise  of  power  in-  the  manage- 
ment of  a  charitable  trust,  and  as  great 
opportunity  for  exercising  it  improperly, 
a!*  a  sell-elected  oligarchy.  The  only 
effectual  precaution  will  be  the  separation, 
if  possible,  of  the  charitable  from  the  mu- 
nicipal trust,  and  the  selection  of  some 
independent  and  impartial  authority, 
subject  to  proper  control,  for  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  charitable  estates,  and 


the  appropriation  of  the  charitable  re- 
venues. 

The  noble  Lord  has  touched  very  im- 
perfectly upon  the  local  administration  of 
justice  under  the  new  system  which  he 
proposes  to  establish.  He  has  not  ad- 
verted to  the  contemplated  establishment 
of  Local  Courts,  exercising;  jurisdiction  in 
certain  civil  causes,  and  especially  in 
regard  to  the  recovery  of  dt'bts  below  a 
certain  amount.  It  will  deserve  serious 
consideration,  whether,  in  the  event  of  the 
establishment  of  such  a  local  jurisdiction, 
the  necessity  for  maintainm^r  any  separate 
borough  jurisdiction  will  not,  in  most  of 
the  Corporate  towns,  be  superseded.  In 
some  of  the  larger  ones,  it  may  be  fit  to 
have  a  separate  jurisdiction,  but  in  the 
small  boroughs,  the  continuance  or  es* 
tablishment  of  a  separate  jurisdiction, 
would  interfere  with  the  satisfactory  and 
succesful  operation  of  any  measure  for  the 
local  administration  of  justice,  founded 
upon  general  principles. 

There  is  one  point  on  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  expressed  an  opinion ,  from  which  I 
see  strong  ground  to  dissent,  namely  the 
proposal  to  devolve  upon  the  Common 
Council — upon  a  body  owing  its  authority 
to  popular  election  merely,  the  exclusive 
power  of  licensing  public-houses  within 
the  Corporate  jurisdiction.  I  think  this 
is  a  power,  which  a  body  so  constituted, 
is  not  likely  to  exercise  wisely  or  im- 
partially— that  it  is  a  power  which  may  be 
grossly  abused  for  party  purposes,  and 
also  with  a  view  to  selfish  considerations 
of  personal  interest.  Here  again  I  see  no 
additional*  security  against  such  abuse  in 
popular  election. 

The  noble  Lord  proposes  to  confine  the 
division  of  boroughs  into  wards,  to  twenty 
boroughs.  I  am  very  much  inclined  to 
think  that  the  principle  of  such  division 
may,  with  advantage,  be  extended  much 
further — and  that  you  may  thereby  ensure 
a  much  fairer  representation  of  property, 
and  of  the  varied  interests  in  a  borough, 
than  if  you  were  to  make  each  borough  a 
single  district,  without  subdivision,  so  far 
as  the  right  of  election  to  Corporate  office 
is  concerned. 

Upon  many  of  the  points  adverted  to 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  qualification  of  the 
constituent  body,  the  number  of  the 
governing  body,  the  frequency  of  eleotions, 
and  other  important  matters  of  this  kind, 
I  shall  reserve  my  opinion,  fee lins;  it  quite 
,  unsuitable  to  the  importance  of  the  subject 
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to  pronounee  a  decided  one  at  present. 
Of  this  I  am  satis6edy  that  no  system  of 
Municipal  Government,  however  specious 
in  its  theory,  will  promote  the  object  for 
which  alone  it  ought  to  be  desig^ned,  will 
ensure  the  maintenance  of  public  order, 
the  pure  administration  of  justice^  or  the 
harmony  and  happiness  of  the  societies  to 
which  it  is  to  be  applied,  unless  its  direct 
tendency  be  to  commit  the  management 
of  Municipal  affairs  to  the  hands  of  those 
who  from  the  possession  of  property  have 
the  strongest  interest  in  good  government, 
and,  from  the  qualifications  of  high  cha- 
racter and  intelligence,  are  most  likely 
to  conciliate  the  respect  and  confidence  of 
their  fellow  citizens. 

Mr.  Strutt  said,  that  the  Corporation 
of  Derby  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present, having  been  alluded  to,  he  conld, 
upon  the  part  of  the  members  of  that 
Corporation,  state  that  none  would  more 
sincerely  coincide  with  him  in  thanking 
the  noble  Lord  for  having  introduced  this 
measure  than  they  would. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  that  all  parties  would 
co-operate  in  making  this  measure  as 
perfect  as  possible.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  his  Bill  was  intended 
to  apply  to  any  other  CorporationSf  but 
the  183  mentioned  by  him. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
say,  that  a  separate  measure  would  be  in* 
troduced  in  regard  to  London,  with  regard 
to  some  of  the  other  Corporations  men- 
tioned in  the  Report,  they  were  so  small 
that  he  had  not  determined  whether  they 
should  be  included  or  not.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  complained  of  his  having 
gone  into  details  of  the  abuses  of  some 
particular  boroughs,  but  that  was  not  the 
case,  as  he  had  only  stated  of  whom  the 
Corporation  consisted  in  those  boroughs. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  there 
were  some  small  Corporations  which  had 
ceased  to  return  Members  to  Parliament : 
he  would,  therefore,  suggest,  that  if  they 
wished  to  resign  their  Corporate  privileges 
they  might  be  at  liberty  to  do  so.  He 
thought  that  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  thisy  provided  it  was  done  with  the 
consent  of  all  the  parties  interested. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  aware  that  there 
were  some  small  Corporations  which  did 
not  possess  sufficient  means  of  paying 
their  expenses:  it  might,  therefore,  be 
desirable  to  get  rid  rid  of  them.  He  saw 
no  objection  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
bon.  Baronet* 


Mr.  Brotkerionf  as  a  Member  for  one 
of  the  new  boroughs  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Lord,  rose  to  express  bis  gratifica- 
tion with  the  measure  now  proposed.  In 
the  borough  which  he  represented,  the 
principle  of  the  proposed  Bill  had  been 
acted  upon  for  some  time,  and  it  had  been 
found  to  be  most  beneficial.  In  the  large 
town  of  Manchester  there  was  a  roost 
numerous  constituency ;  and  in  the  first 
instance  it  was  proposed  that  none  should 
have  a  vote  in  connexion  with  the  Mu* 
nicipal  Government  of  the  place  who  did 
not  pay  a  certain  sum  in  rates  ;  in  conse« 
quence,  however,  of  the  small  number  of 
voters  that  there  would  be  under  such  an 
arrangement — he  believed  not  more  than 
fifty — it  was  determined  to  make  the 
voting  general  to  the  rate-payers,  and  this 
bad  given  universal  satisfaction.  He  did 
not  entirely  concur  with  the  noble  Lord 
on  one  point :  he  did  not  see  the  expe- 
diency of  making  the  payment  of  rates  for 
three  years  a  necessary  qualification  for  a 
vote.  This  would  unnecessarily  limit  the 
constituency.  In  Manchester  the  number 
of  voters  was  several  thousand,  and  it 
would  be  reduced  by  the  Bill,  if  the  pay* 
ment  of  three  years'  rates  was  insbted  on 
to  constitute  a  qualification.  He  thought 
well,  however,  of  the  measure,  taking  it 
altogether,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  it 
would  give  general  satisfaction  to  the 
country.  He  felt  perfectly  satisfied  that 
the  property  intrusted  to  the  control  of 
the  Corporate  bodies  to  be  appointed 
nnder  the  Bill  would  be  managed  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Ewart  felt  bound  to  observe  that 
he,  as  the  representative  of  an  old  Corpo* 
rate  town,  was  equally  satisfied  with  the 
bon.  Member  who  spoke  last  with  the 
measure  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  was  con« 
vinced,  that  the  extent  of  suffrage,  limited 
in  the  way  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
would  not  greatly  reduce  the  number  of 
voters.  It  was  a  curious  circumstance 
that  one  of  the  first  countries  which  adopted 
a  sound  system  of  Municipal  Government 
to  any  extent,  was  strictly  monarchical. 
He  alluded  to  Prussia,  where,  in  1808, 
an  extensive  measure  of  Municipal  Re- 
form, corresponding,  in  many  respects, 
with  that  of  the  Noble  Lord,  was  pro« 
posed  by  one  of  the  first  Ministers  of 
State  that  ever  lived  in  that  country — ^he 
meant  Baron  Von  Stein.  There  were  some 
principles  connected  with  that  plan  which 
he  thought  might  be  taken  up  with  ad* 


^3         OcirpofaiiM  Rrfwm^         {JyxvbS}         CofporolJoA  iZ^/brm. 


674 


vtmtage  by  the  noble  Lord*  aod  adopted 
in  his  meesare.  Among  other  things,  he 
provided,  that  any  householder  should 
enjoy  the  privilege  of  voting,  and  that  the 
suffrage  should  be  taken  by  Ballot.  Thujs 
that  mode  of  voting  had  been  adopted  in 
Prussia — a  strict  monarchy,  and  almost  a 
military  government;  and  although  it  had, 
in  some  respects  been  in  operation  for  up- 
wards of  thirty  years,  no  complaints  had 
been  made,  and  no  evil  had  been  found  to 
result  from  it.  Approving,  as  he  did,  of 
the  Bill,  still  he  claimed  the  right  of 
making  any  objections  that  occurred  to 
him,  and  above  all,  urging  the  adoption 
of  Vote  by  Ballot.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord  would 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  majority  of 
the  House,  though  it  might  not  give  satis- 
faction to  all  parties,  aud  he  was  confident 
that  this  measure  would»  in  future  ages, 
be  regarded  as  one  of  the  greatest  benefits 
ever  conferred  on  the  country. 

Mr.  O'Connell  was  anxious  to  say  one 
word  before  the  question  was  put  to  the 
vote.  He  thought  that  there  was  an 
essential  defect  in  the  title  .of  the  Bill. 
There  was  a  deficiency  of  one  word  which 
greatly  diminished  the  value  of  the  mea-^ 
sure.  It  was  entitled  *'  A  Bill  for  the 
Better  Regulfition  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  England  and  Wales."  The  word 
he  wished  to  see  annexed  to  it  was  Ire- 
land* In  other  respects  he  did  not  thiok 
that  it  was  possible  to  produce  a  measure 
which  was  more  entitlea  than  the  present 
to  universal  approbation.  From  the  omis- 
sion of  the  word  he  had  alluded  to,  it 
might  appear  that,  since  the  Union,  Ire- 
land was  only  to  be  treated  by  measures 
of  coercion ;  and  while  the  House  had 
been  extending  the  franchise  to  other  parts 
of  the  empire,  it  had  been  cutting  Ireland 
short  of  her  share.  They  had  already  ex- 
perienced the  evils  of  doing  injustice  to 
Ireland  in  many  points.  The  Irish  Reform 
Bill  was  distinguished  by  its  injustice  in 
this  point,  namely,  doing  so  much  less  for 
Ireland  than  for  England.  He  hoped  that 
they  would  remedy  the  injustice  they  had 
done,  and  that  they  would  give  a  measure 
equally  extensive  as  the  present  to  Ireland. 
They  required  no  more ;  they  would  not 
be  satisfied  with  less,  nor  ought  they  to 
be  satisfied.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  had  thrown  out  an  observation 
respecting  leaving  livings  in  the  hands  of 
Corporations,  the  greater  portion  of  the 
members  of  which  were  Dissenters.    He 


belonged  to  a  sect  in  Ireland  whieh  pre* 
ponderated  in  some  towns,  and  he  should 
not  object  to  an  arrangement  which,  he 
believed,  would  be  satisfactory.  At  pre- 
sent Roman  Catholic  laymen,  although 
possessed  of  livings,  could  not  institute  to 
them,  which  had  never  been  complained 
of.  Now  he  would  suggest,  that  in  case 
the  greater  number  of  the  members  of  a 
Corporation  were  Roman  Catholics,  that 
the  right  of  bestowing  the  Church  patron- 
age belonging  to  it  should  be  given  to 
the  Bishop,  as  the  proper  guardian  of  the 
Church.  On  this  principle  be  should  not 
hesitate  to  recommend  this  alteration,  but 
he  hoped  that  Ireland  would  have  all  the 
other  parts  of  the  Bill  conceded  to  her. 
He  was  sure  that  this  measure  would  give 
the  greatest  satisfaction  to  all  persons  not 
connected  with  monopolies.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taunted  the  no^ie 
Lord  with  selecting  the  boroughs  he  had 
alluded  to  only  from  one  side,  but  it  could 
not  be  said,  with  respect  to  Ireland,  that 

[>artiality  could  be  resorted  to  in  the  se* 
ection  of  boroughs,  for  ic  so  happened 
that  the  Corporations  in  Ireland  were  all 
on  one  side.  It  was  perfectly  clear  that 
Catholies  were  entitled  to  admission  into 
the  Corporations  by  birth  or  servitude, 
and  yet,  by  a  bye-law,  they  had  been  con- 
stantly excluded.  One  of  the  judges».now 
on  the  bench,  Chief  Baron  Joy,  had  en* 
deavoured  to  confirm  this  regulation  of 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin.  Ireland  re* 
quired  Corporation  Reform  more  than 
England ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  would  not  give 
less  to  his  countrymen  than  they  had  given 
to  the  people  of  England. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that,  under  this 
Bill,  there  would  be  a  power  of  making 
new  Corporations;  but  it  was  not  intended 
to  apply  this  principle  to  the  new  metro* 
politan  boroughs. 

In  answer  to  a  question  of  Lord  San* 
don. 

Lord  John  Russell  stated,  that  all  per* 
sons,  having  the  right  of  voting  un.der  the 
Reform  Bill,  would  have  a  vote  in  Cor* 
porations. 

In  answer  to  another  question, 

The  Noble  Lord  stated,  that  after  the 
death  of  the  present  race,  there  would  be 
no  fieemen  to  vote. 

Mr.  BaineswM  sure  that  the  Dissenters 
of  England  and  Wales  would  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  the  Church  patronage  be* 
longing  to  Corporations,  even  though  they 
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should  form  a  majority  of  their  bodies. 
All  that  they  sought  for  was,  an  equality 
of  civil  rights,  and  perfect  freedom  of  re- 
ligioas  opinion.  He  agreed  fully  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  that  it  would  be  as  improper  to  ex- 
clude Conservatives  from  their  fair  Rhare 
in  the  honours  and  privileges  of  Corpora- 
tions, as  it  was  to  exclude  Liberals,  and 
al)  that  was  sought  for  was  an  equal  par- 
ticipation in  those  immunities.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  that,  in  future,  there  would 
be  no  exclusion  on  account  of  religion  or 
politics  on  either  side.  The  plan  announced 
by  the  noble  Lord  seemed  admirably  cal- 
culated to  guard  against  this  evil  —  the 
source  of  so  many  complaints,  and  the 
foundation  of  so  much  party  jealousy  and 
discontent.  It  was  a  truly  liberal  and  ex- 
tensive plan,  founded  upon  the  ancient 
Constitntional  Elective  Municipal  Fran- 
chise and  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  give 
very  general  satisfaction  to  the  country. 

Mr.  Roebuck  remarked  that,  in  many 
large  towns,  there  were  great  numbers  of 
persons  who  had  holdings  under  10/.,  and 
were  not  rated,  consequently  they  would 
not  be  entitled  to  vote  in  Corporations. 

Lord  John  RuseeU  replied,  that  rating 
usually  depended  on  an  arrangement  be- 
tween  the  landlord  and  tenant.  A  person 
could  generally  be  rated  on  an  application 
on  his  own  part. 

Mr.  Finn  was  most  anxious  that  a  mea- 
sure of  equal  extent  with  the  present  should 
be  granted  to  Ireland.  In  that  country 
the  Corporations  were  infinitely  worse,  and 
squandered  the  money  of  the  people  away 
in  a  manner  which  the  people  of  England 
could  form  no  conception  of.  He  wished 
that  the  Government  had  some  measure 
ready  for  Ireland. 

The  Chanceihr  of  the  Exchequer  as- 
sured the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  of  Corporation 
Reform  for  Ireland,  as  extensive  in  its  pro- 
visions as  Hhat  introduced  by  his  noble 
Friend.     He  could  speak  of  the  necessity 


He  was  sure  when  the  measure  for  that 
country  was  laid  before  the  House,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  as  well  as 
the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last,  would 
do  justice  to  the  wishes  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  the  course  of  a  few  days  the 
Report  on  Irish  Corporations  would  be 
laid' on  the  Table,  a  measure  foiiuded  on 
it  would  be,  shortly  afterwards,  produced, 
and  he  trusted  that  it  would  give  as  much 
satisfaction  as  the  Bill  now  proposed  to 
be  introduced. 

The  Attorney  General  wished  to  remind 
hon.  Members,  that  England  was  not  the 
first  country  that  had  had  a  measure  of 
Corporate  Reform  conceded  to  her  by  the 
present  Government.  They  had  conceded 
such  a  measure  to  Scotland  three  years 
ago,  and  it  had  been  found  to  operate 
most  beneficially.  The  people  of  England 
had  waited  patiently  until  the  inquiry  of 
the  Commissioners  had  been  completed, 
and  a  measure  was  now  produced  which 
appeared  to  give  general  satisfaction ;  and 
he  trusted  that  in  the  course  of  a  few  days 
a  Bill  for  Ireland  would  be  introduced, 
and  would  meet  with  a  similar  reception. 
He  could  not  sit  down  without  referring 
to  an  observation — which  appeared  some- 
thing like  a  slight  slur — which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  was  sure 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  read 
the  whole  of  the  Report,  he  would  feel 
that  the  Ministers  had  acted  with  the 
greatest  impartiality.  Indeed,  the  case  of 
Derby,  referred  to  by  the  right  hOn.  Ba- 
ronet, was  a  proof  of  this. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  was  brought  in  and  read  a  first 
time. 

Grand  Juries,  (I RELAKD.)]  SirlitcA* 
ard  Musgrave  said,  he  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  the 
principal  object  of  which  was  to  consoli- 
date the  laws  relating  to  the  civil  functions 
of  Grand  Juries  in  Ireland,  and  to  promote 
the  extension  of  Public  Works.  It  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  say  much  on  the 


of  reforming  the  Corporations  in  Ireland  ;  importance  of  pul>lic  works.  The  princi- 
he  had  had  experience  of  the  conduct  of  pal  design  in  introducing  the  Bill  was  to 
one  of  those  bodies,  and  he  knew  that  vhe  afford  employmtfut  to  the  able-bodied  la- 
coniluct  pursued  by  that  was  not  singular  t  bourer.  He  had  already  brought  forward 
to  it.     There  was  a  circumstance  which  ,  a  Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  helpless  poor. 


prevented  the  present  Bill  being  applied 
to  Ireland — namely,  the  principle  of  pving 
votes  to  rate-payers.  Every  one  connected 
with  that  country  must  be  aware  that  such 
•  principle  was  not  applicable  to  Ireland. 


If,  in  addition  to  thes^  measures,  a  reitam 
control  over  the  expenditure  of  comities 
were  given  to  the  Board  of  Works,  in  Ire- 
laud,  a  complete  system  of  employment 
and  relief  would  be  established.   The  laws 
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relating  to  the  civil  duties  of  Grand  Juries 
Were  100  in  number.  They  were  so  nu- 
merous and  their  provisions  so  complicated 
that  even  the  judges  and  counsel  on  cir- 
cuit hardly  professed  to  understand  them. 
By  the  proposed  Bill,  all  these  laws  would 
be  consoliaatedy  and  this,  he  conceived, 
would  confer  a  great  public  benefit.  To 
consolidate  these  laws,  and  to  frame  the 
other  important  provisions  now  proposed, 
was  a  work  of  great  difficulty  and  of  very 
great  labour.  It  had  been  undertaken  by 
Mr.  Harrison  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  and  by  a 
relative  of  his  (Sir  Richard's)  who  had 
devoted  much  attention  to  the  state  of 
Ireland.  Hon.  Members,  on  reading  the 
Bill,  would  find  that  the  task  had  been 
accomplished  with  ability.  In  the  present 
state  of  the  House,  he  would  not  detain 
hon.  Members  longer.  He  therefore  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bj)I  for  the  admi- 
nistration of  certain  civil  afiairs  of  a  local 
nature  in  Ireland. 
Leave  given. 

Imfrisonhekt  foe  Debt  Bill.]  Sir 
John  Campbell  said,  he  had  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  to  whom  were  referred,  for  a 
second  time,  the  Bill  for  the  Abolition  of 
Imprisonment  for  Debt.  He  trusted  that 
all  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  that  mea- 
sure being  passed,  would  now  be  removed. 
One  of  the  amendments  agreed  to  in  the 
Committee  was,  that  book  debts  were  to 
stand  on  the  same  footing  as  biUs  of  ex- 
change and  bonds.  After  a  great  deal  of 
deliberation,  two  clauses  were  introduced 
in  conformity  with  the  opinion  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  Committee,  the  operation 
of  which  would  be  to  enable  the  assets  of 
insolvent  persons  to  be  administered  by 
trustees  without  taking  out  a  fiat  of  bank- 
ruptcy. If  creditors  chose,  they  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  winding  up  the 
estates,  the  intervention  of  a  lawyer  not 
being  necessary.  It  was  proposed,  that  if 
seven-eighths  of  the  creditors  concurred  in 
this  arrangement,  the  one-eighth  were  to 
be  over- ruled y  and  would  not  possess  the 
power  of  fraudulently  resisting  the  ar- 
rangement. He  should  move  that  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  should  be  re- printed,  and 
that  the  Report  should  be  taken  into  fur- 
ther consideration  on  Wednesday  se'nnight. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Postage  Duties.]  Mr.  Labouchere  ro^e 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itieif  into 
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a  Committee,  that  he  might  propose  cer- 
tain Resolutions  upon  which  he  intended 
to  found  a  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the 
accommodation  by  the  posts  to  and  from 
foreign  parts.  The  object  of  the  measure 
was  to  facilitate  the  transmission  of  letters 
and  newspapers  between  this  kingdom  and 
foreign  countries ;  and  he  expressed  a  san- 
guine hope  that  if  it  were  passed,  it  would 
be  possible  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
French  Government  upon  the  subject  of 
that  more  extended  intercourse  which  was 
so  desirable  between  this  country  and 
France.  He  added,  that  the  Bill  was  not 
for  the  imposition  of  any  additional  post- 
age ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  entirely  for 
the  reduction  of  postage. 

The  House  went  into  Committee,  and  a 
Resolution  was  proposed,  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  regulate  or  reduce  certain  rates 
of  postage. 

Mr.  Mark  Phillips  called  attention  to 
the  circumstance  of  newspapers  in  which 
particular  paragraphs  were  scored,  being 
subject  to  postage. 

Mr.  Aglionby  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  such  newspapers,  addressed  to 
Members  of  Parliament,  ought  not  to  be 
subject  to  any  charge. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  the  subject 
was  entirely  new  to  him.  He  should  take 
the  opportunity  of  communicating  with 
the  Post-office  upon  it.  He  himself  had 
never  paid  any  charge  for  newspapers  ad- 
dressed to  him  in  which  paragraphs  were 
scored,  and  he  did  not  think  that  any 
charge  ought  to  be  made ;  at  the  same 
time  he  could  conceive  a  system  of  inge- 
nious scoring  which  might  be  used  to  a 
very  unfair  extent. 

"The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  the  House 
resumed,  and  a  Bill  to  carry  the  Resolu- 
tions into  effect  brought  in,  and  read  a 
first  time. 

The  Speaker's  Levees.]  Mr. 
Hume  said,  as  the  House  is  now  about  to 
adjourn,  I  rise  to  call  its  attention  to  a  sub- 
ject, which,  though  it  relates  to  a  matter  of 
etiquette,  is  nevertheless  of  no  slight  im- 
portance. There  is  no  privilege  with 
which  the  Members  of  this  House  are  in- 
vested which  we  should  be  enabled  to  exer- 
cise wiih  less  restraint  than  that  which  en- 
ables us  to  pay  our  respects  to  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  usual  form.  I  can  say,  of 
my  own  knowledfi^e,  that  many  individuals, 
during  the  time  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  have  been  prevented  from 
U 
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paying  their  respects  to  you,  Sir,  at  th^ 
levees  which  take  place  about  this  period 
of  the  yeaf,  in  consequence  of  its  being 
obligatory  upon  them  to  attend  in  the 
court  costume  of  bag- wig  and  sword. 
Very  few,  comparatively,  have  attended 
these  levees  of  the  Speaker  in  consequence 
of  being  prevented  by  the  continuance  of 
an  old,  and,  as  I  think,  unnecessary  cus- 
tom of  Members  of  this  House  appearing 
in  any  but  the  costume  I  have  mentioned. 
Now,  as  I  consider  that  the  Members  of 
this  Hou^e  ought  to  be  allowed  full  op- 
portunity of  paying  the  usual  visits  of 
attention  and  respect  to  the  Speaker,  I 
am  anxious  that  the  House  should  declare 
that  these  visits  may  be  paid  in  the  or- 
dinary evening  dress,  instead  of  being 
compelled  to  appear  in  court  dress,  a  dress 
which  many  hon.  Members  have  not  al- 
ways at  hand,  and  it  may  be  a  matter  of 
inconvenience  on  the  part  of  some,  and 
disinclination  on  the  part  of  others,  to 
wear.  I  hope  it  will  not,  for  a  moment, 
be  supposed  that  I  intend  the  slightest 
disrespect  to  the  Speaker  by  the  proposal 
I  have  made  to  the  House ;  on  the  con- 
trary, it  is  because  I  entertain  a  confident 
hope  that  his  levees  will  be  more  fully  at- 
tended than  any  that  have  taken  place  for  a 
considerable  time  that  I  have  suggested 
the  means  of  accomplishing  what  I  con- 
sider an  object  of  very  great  importance. 

The  Speaker  said,  with  reference  to  the 
subject  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  T  can  only  say  that  I  shall  always 
cheerfully  follow  the  example  of  my  pre- 
decessors in  consulting  the  convenience 
of  the  House  as  to  the  mode  of  conduct- 
ing the  customary  levees.  With  respect 
to  the  change  in  dress  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  I  do  not  feel  myself  justified 
in  proposing  any  alteratiou  in  it  to  the 
House,  as  I  have  a  prescribed. duty  to 
perform  with  reference  to  it — namely,  to 
follow  the  course  adopted  by  my  predeces- 
sors. However,  if  the  House  should,  in  a 
matter  which  exclusively  concerns  their  own 
feelings  and  sense  of  propriety,  express 
any  decided  opinion  on  the  subject^  it  will 
tffPord  me  the  highest  gratification  to  con- 
form to  the  wishes  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Warburton  approved  of  the  pro- 
posal which  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, because  he  had  no  court  dress  that 
be  was  desirous  to  see  the  intended 
change  eflPectedibut  because  he  was  satis- 


fied that  many  hon«  Members  s^ere  re* 

strained  from  attending  on  these  occasions 
by  being  compelled  to  make  merry  an- 
drews  of  themselves  in  court  dresses.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  much 
more  decorous  to  appear  in  the  ordinary 
evening  dress,  such  as  that  in  which  the 
Members  of  that  House  would  appear  ia 
the  Houses  of  the  first  noblemen.  From 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Speaker,  he  in- 
ferred that  he  was  inclined  to  approve 
of  the  proposed  alteration  in  the  dress. 

The  Speaker:  I  have  expressed  no  opin« 
ion  upon  the  subject.  It  is  a  matter  in 
which  I  feel  that  I  ought  not  to  interfere. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring :  I  am  sure,  Sir, 
that  you  will  be  happy  to  receive  the  or- 
dinary attentions  in  any  manner  which 
the  House  may '  determine ;  but,  looking 
to  the  empty  benches  of  the  House,  I  do 
not  think  this  to  be  a  proper  time  for  tak** 
ing  a  decision  upon  such  ^  question* 

Lord  Sandon  thought  tha(  an  unfavour- 
able time  for  making  any  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  paying  the  customary  respects  to 
their  Speaker^  whose  levees  he  for  one, 
should  be  most  happy  to  attend,  as  a 
proof  of  his  approval  of  the  manner  ia 
which  he  had  performed  the  duties  im* 
posed  on  him. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday  J  June  10,  1835. 

IffirirrBB.]   BUL    Retd  a  seMod  tiract— llaniiv»  I'V^ 
bong. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  DtmDAS,  from  Melton,  far 
an  Alteration  in  the  Cbrn-Lawi.--By  the  Dnkee  cf 
OoKDON  and  Bdoclxuob,  Eerb  Sbuubk  and  Uom 
BSBT,  Lord  DuNDAB,  and  anotbnr  Nonu  Pasi,  fttm 
leveral  Places,— for  Additional  Aooonunodation  in  Sootdl 
Churches;  and  by  the  Earl  of  RosBBSftT,  ftom  aeveial 
Places,  against  any  ftirther  Qrant  of  Money  te  BvUdlas 
Churches  In  Scotland.— By  Lord  DuxDAa  and  another 
NoBLS  Psaai  from  HerefordBhlre  and  Bedale, — against 
allowii^  Beer  to  be  drunk  on  the  Pnmises^-l8y  'Lord 
DvsDkn,  firooB  ClaclDnannaa«  te  an  Alteiatlon  in  tha 
Game-Lawi. 

Western  Railway.]  Lord  Wharn» 
cliffs  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Western  Railway  Bill.  He  said*  he  bad 
hoped  to  find  that  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  by  the  Provost  and  Fellows  of  £tOQ» 
had  been  withdrawn,  and  be  was  sorry  to 
find  from  a  petition  presented  by  the 
Doble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Boccleogh), 
that  such  was  not  the  case.  The  noble 
Lord  entered  into  a  brief  history  of  tbe 
undertaking,  of  the  difficulties  which  the 
projectors  had  met  with  last  year,  and  of 
the  opposition  to  their  plan  by  Eton 
College.      He  said,  that  to  satisfy  thia 
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opposition,  the  company  of  proprietors 
Ink!  ofiSered  to  enter  into  an  agreement 
aot  to  make  a  branch  rail<*way  to  Eton 
through  Windsor;  and  the  engagement 
was  of  such  a  kind,  that  he  thought,  it 
might  have  been  deemed  perfectly  satis* 
Ihctory.  Indeed  a  correspondence  which 
bad  taken  place  on  this  subject,  justified 
him  in  entertaining  that  expectation. 
Doctor  Hawtry  had  written  a  letter,  re» 
ferring  to  his  former  opposition,  and  had 
said  in  that  letter,  that  on  the  subject  of 
that  opposition  the  explanation  given  by 
Mr,  Saunders  was  perfectly  satisfactory ; 
that  he  had  before  been  painfully  deceived, 
although,  from  the  source  which  had  sup- 
plied the  information,  he  had  supposed 
that  he  might  adopt  the  statements  made, 
without  the  slightest  fear  of  misrepresent- 
ation. Such  was  the  letter  of  Dr.  Haw- 
try, and  that  letter  concluded  with  a 
statement,  that  Mr.  Saunders  might  make 
what  use  of  it  he  pleased.  The  House 
ought  to  give  this  Bill  a  second  reading, 
which  would  only  be  admitting  its  prin- 
ciple, and  the  details  of  it  might  after- 
wards be  considered  in  Committee.  He 
aaid  that  the  House  ought  to  give  this 
Bill  a  second  reading,  because  be  thought 
that  a  good  case  was  made  out  to  warrant 
this  application  to  Parliament.  This  was. 
the  second  year  in  which  these  parties  had 
been  before  Parliament  on  the  subject  of 
this  Bill,  and  they  had  proved,  as  he 
thought,  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  last  year,  that  the 
line  they  proposed  to  adopt  was  the  hest 
that  could  be  adopted.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, these  parties  alone  who  would  have 
a  right  to  complain  of  the  hardship  they 
suffered  if  this  Bill  was  now  rejected. 
The  merchants  of  Bristol  would  have  a 
right  to  complain.  The  town  of  Liverpool, 
the  great  commercial  rival  of  Bristol,  had 
a  rail-road  communicating  with  the  me- 
tfopolis  conceded  to  it.  Why  should  the 
aame  advantage  be  denied  to  Bristol? 
Their  Lordships  most  not  imagine  that 
that  they  could  prevent  the  creation  of 
lail-roads,  communicating  between  any  of 
the  great  ports  of  the  kingdom  and  this 
metropolis,  that  would  be  impossible,  and 
entertaining  that  belief  he  pressed  the 
Bill  upon  their  Lordships'  consideration, 
and  he  should  not  believe,  till  he  saw  it, 
that  they  would  reject  it.  He  moved  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time. 

The  Duke  of  Buceleugh  said,  that  the 
fcntimtnts  of  the  Prpvoit  and  Fellows  of 


Eton^ooliege  remained  perfectly  unchangw 
ed  on  the  subject  of  his  objections  to  this 
raiUway.    There  was  one  argument  which 
had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  that  ha 
confessed  he  did  not  understand,  and  that 
was  the  argument  as  to  the  hardship  of 
the  case.     He  did  not  think  that,  on  ac- 
count of  the  supposed  hardship  to    any 
company,  the  House  ought  to  concede  a* 
Bill  of  this  sort.    There  were  other  con* 
siderations  that  ought  to  weigh  with  them ; 
one  of  these  peculiarly  deserved  their  at* 
tention.      There  was,  at   this    moment^ 
another  line  of  road  which  had  been  8ur*« 
veyed,  issuing  out  of  the  line  of  the  South-* 
ampton  and   London  Rail-way,  a  line  of 
road  much  shorter  thsn   the  other,  and 
capable,  if  adopted,  of  saving  a  consider- 
able part  of  the  labour  now  proposed  to  be 
bestowed  upon  the  Great  Western  Rail- 
way.    Of  this  line,  a  distance  of  forty -five 
miles  was  now  in  a  course  of  construction  : 
and  taking  into  consideration  the  distance 
from  the  main  line  of  the  proposed  Great 
Western  Rail-way,  to  the  manufacturing 
districts  of  Trowbridge    and    Bradford, 
there  would  be,  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Southampton  line,  a  saving  of  the  cost  of 
construction  altogether  of  fifty-two  miles. 
Then  again,  the    nature  of  the  country 
through  which  the  proposed  lino  was  to 
pass,  offered  considerable  obstacles  to  the 
plan.    In  one  place  on  the  proposed  line 
there   must    be  a  tunnel  a    mile    and 
three  quarters  long  with  an  inclination  of 
forty«nine    feet    in    a    mile,    and    the 
progress  of    the  machines    there    must 
be    assisted    by    a    stationary     engine, 
or  by  locomotive  engines.      The  former 
plan  would  be  disadvantageous,  the  latter 
almost  impossible.     The  Great  Western 
Rail-way  Company  might  avoid  all  these 
difficulties,  if  they  chose  to  do  so.    An 
offer  had  been  made  to  them  by  the  Bath 
and  Basing  Company,  of  as  fair  and  hon-« 
curable  a  kind  as  any  one  company  could 
ever  make  to  another.     Their  offer  had  not 
been  accepted^et  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  if  that  ofier  was  adopted,  the  line  of 
rail-road  secured  to  the  public  would  be 
infinitely  more  advantageous  than  the  one 
now  proposed — for  it  would  furnish  one 
continuous  line  of  road  connecting  itself 
with  Portsmouth  by  a  branch  road,  and 
thus  connecting  Portsmouth  and  Bristol 
with   the  Thames.     The  considerations, 
therefore,  on  which  the   House    should 
determine  were   not   whether  a  certain 
Company  had  befere  been  disappointedi 
U2 
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and  whether  it  would  be  a  hardship  to 
disappoint  them  again,  but  which  of  the 
two  plans  offered  was  the  best,  and  which 
would  confer  the  greatest  benefit  on  the 
public  at  the  least  cost  to  individuals. 
He  thought  that  these  questions  must  be 
answered  unfavourably  for  the  present 
applicants,  the  Great  Western  Rail-way 
Company,  for  their  proposed  line  would  cut 
up  a  great  tract  of  cultivated  country,  and 
be  highly  inconvenient,  and  unnecessarily 
inconvenient  with  respect  to  the  personal 
residences  of  a  great  body  of  landed  pro- 
prietors. He  was  convinced  that  this 
proposed  line  would  not  be  productive  of 
the  good  supposed,  and  that  all  the  pro- 
posed advantages  might  be  secured  by  the 
other  plan,  and  therefore  he  should  de- 
cidedly oppose  this  Bill.  He  moved  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  supported  the  Bill ; 
in  his  opinion  all  the  objections  urged 
by  the  noble  Duke  ought  to  be  considered 
in  Committee,  and  not  at  that  stage  of 
the  Bill.  He  recommended  their  Lord- 
ships to  let  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time, 
and  to  consider  the  objections  in  detail, 
when  they  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  said,  that  if 
their  Lordships  saw  reason  to  decide 
against  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  they 
would  not  allow  it  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  Now  he  thought  he  could  show 
them  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  ob- 
jectionable. He  knew  that  when  public 
interests  absolutely  required  it,  private  in- 
terests must  give  way ;  but  when  that  was 
not  the  case  private  interests  ought  to  be 
respected.  He  thought  it  was  clearly 
estHblished  that  what  was  now  proposed 
to  be  done  might  be  done  with  less  disad- 
vantage to  private  interests  than  by  the 
proposed  Western  Rail-way  Road.  He 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  Bill,  that  it  was  impossible  to  prevent 
rail-road  communication,  but  he  thought 
that  tliey  ought  to  be  sure  that  the  best 
plan  was  proposed  before  they  gave  their 
sanction  to  it ;  and  certainly  they  ought  to 
take  care  that  they  did  not  sanction  the 
worst.  Now,  the  noble  Duke  who  pre- 
ceded him  had  shown  that  there  was 
another  line  of  road  by  which  goods  might , 
be  taken  down  to  be  loaded  on  board  of 
ships  ready  for  sea,  almost  without  risk ' 
and  without  the  charges  that  must  be  in- 
curred if  the  proposed  western  lino  of  road 


were  adopted.  In  his  opinion,  every  groat 
rail- way  which  communicated  with  the 
western  part  of  the  kingdom  should  abut 
upon  the  Thames.  The  Great  Western 
Rail-way  Company  had  thought  so  last 
year,  and  had  deemed  it  of  so  much  im- 
portance, that  they  had  pressed  it  upon 
the  Legislature,  and  were  only  diverted 
from  it  by  the  decided  resistance  of  the 
parties  who  were  interested  in  the  property 
which  must  be  affected  if  such  a  plan 
were  carried  into  effect.  They  were  ready 
to  lay  out  the  enormous  sum  of  800,000/., 
to  secure  that  object,  yet  now  they  aban- 
doned it — it  formed  no  part  of  their  pre- 
sent Bill,  and  in  that  respect  their  Bill 
was  in  his  opinion  decidedly  defective. 
That  point  alone  seemed  to  him  a  sufficient 
reason  for  rejecting  the  Bill,  for  the  rail- 
road, without  such  a  communication,  was 
unquestionably  imperfect.  There  was 
another  reason  why  he  thought  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  rejected.  There  were  already 
two  lines  of  road — the  Southampton  line, 
and  the  Basing  and  Bath  line,  and  these 
running  to  a  considerable  distance  in  the 
same  direction  with  the  proposed  line  of 
the  Great  Western  Rail-wav,  the  competi- 
tion between  them,  if  the  fast  should  be 
sanctioned  by  the  Legislature,  would  be  too 
great  for  them  all  to  bear.  The  individuals 
connected  with  these  Companies  would  be 
ruined,  without,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  se- 
curing any  adequate  advantage  to  the 
country.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed 
that  the  public  advantage  would  be  better 
secured  by  adopting  the  course  recom- 
mended by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Buccleugh) ;  and  without  some  great  pub- 
lic advantage  being  obtainedj  he  should 
certainly  object  to  a  plan  that  would  un- 
necessarily cut  up  an  extensive  line  of 
cultivated  country,  and  seriously  interfere 
with  the  enjoyment  of  private  rights. 

The  Earl  of  ilfa/mes6tiry  said,  that  after 
hearing  the  statement  of  the  promoters  of 
this  measure,  he  felt  great  difficulty  in 
supporting  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill: 
nay,  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to  oppose 
it.  The  inconvenience  and  evils  arising 
to  men  who  had  a  line  of  rail-road  travers- 
ing their  property,  it  was  needless  for  hira 
to  describe  to  their  Lordships.  But  the 
question  was  whether  they  must  submit 
to  a  minor  evil,  in  order  to  obtain  a  major 
good.  In  deciding  this  question  their 
Lordships  should  bear  in  mind  who  were 
the  parties  that  opposed  the  Bill.  No  less 
than  170  landowners,  over  whose  property 
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this  line  of  road  was  proposed  to  ran,  and 
who  eonstitnted  foar-fifths  of  the  whole 
number  whose  land  would  be  affected  by  this 
tneasure,  were  opposed  to  it.  But  it  was 
said,  these  facts  could  be  ascertained  in 
Committee.  But  were  their  Lordships  aware 
of  the  expense  of  a  Committee  ?  It  wou  Id 
cost  many  thousands  of  pounds ;  and  out 
of  whose  pockets  was  this  sum  to  be  paid? 
Out  of  the  pockets  of  the  poor  landholders 
and  that  at  a  time  when  it  was  more  difficult 
for  them  to  raise  1/.  than  it  was  to  raise 
5/.  a  few  years  ago.  One  argument  which 
had  been  urged  in  favour  of  this  measure 
was,  that  it  would  do*  good  to  Ireland  by 
facilitating  the  importation  of  Irish  pro- 
duce into  this  country.  Now  he  was  one 
who  wished  well  to  Ireland,  and  was  as 
anxious  to  maintain  our  connexion  with 
that  country  as  any  man ;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  did  not  think  it  was  sound  policy 
to  attempt  to  promote  the  interests  of 
the  Irish  at  the  expense  of  English  land- 
holders. This,  however,  would  be  the 
inevitable  effect,  if  further  encourage- 
ment were  to  be  given  to  the  importation 
of  Irish  agricultural  produce  into  this 
country.  Another  reason  why  it  was  not 
expedient  to  go  into  Committee  was,  that 
the  evidence  which  had  already  been 
taken,  clearly  made  out  a  prima  facie  case 
against  the  promoters  of  this  Bill,  and  in 
favour  of  the  line  of  road. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  replied.  He  put  it  to 
their  Lordships  whether  the  different  argu- 
ments and  statements  addressed  to  the 
House  on  this*  Question,  did  not  impera- 
tively call  for  a  Committee  ?  All  that  he 
could  do,  were  they  not  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, would  be  to  give  a  flat  denial  to 
the  statements  made  by  his  noble  Friends 
who  opposed  the  Bill.  Let  them,  then, 
go  into  Committee,  and  bear  the  evidence 
on  both  sides ;  and  if  his  noble  Friends 
made  out  a  case  against  the  Bill,  then  he 
would  say,  let  the  Bill  be  rejected.  The 
was  the  only  course  that  reasonable  men 
could  pursue ;  much  more,  therefore,  did 
it  become  Legislators  to  adopt  it.  This 
noble  Earl  had  said,  that  the  Basing  Com- 
pany had  established,  by  evidence,  the 
fact  that  their  proposed  line  of  road  was 
preferable  to  the  one  laid  down  by  the 
Western  Rail-road  Company^.  Now  it 
was  worthy  of  remark  that  an  offer  was 
made  by  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  to  those 
who  opposed  it,  to  submit  the  two  lines 
of  road  to  three  eminent  engineers  to  say 
which  was  the  better  line  of  the  two,  and 


to  act  upon  their  decision,  but  this  offer 
was  refused  by  the  Basing  Company.  It 
should  be  remembered,  also,  that  the  sub* 
scribers  to. the  Basing  Company  were 
strangers  to  that  part  of  the  country,  and 
came  from  a  distant  part  of  England, 
while,  on  the  contrary,  the  Western  Rail- 
way Company  was  supported  by  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  neighbourhood  of  the  line, 
and  by  the  authorities  and  merchants  of 
the  city  of  Bristol.  These  were  facts 
which  he  had  been  assured  were,  and 
which  he  believed  to  be,  true;  and  it  was 
for  the  other  party  to  show  that  they  were 
false.  This  could  only  be  done  by  a  full 
inquiry  before  a  Committee. 

Their  Lordships    divided.       Contents 
46;  Not  Cootenu  34;  Majority  12. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  10,  1835. 

Mnrims.]  New  Writi  ordered.  On  Um  Motion  of  ICr* 
Jamis  Oswau),  for  Aynhire.  in  the  room  of  Richara 
Albxavdib  Oswald,  Eiq. ,  who  haa  ieoeptod  die  ChUtnn 
Hundredi ;  elso  for  the  Borough  of  Ipmicfa  in  tiie  rooa 
of  Mem.  R.  A.  Duwdas,  and  P.  Kxlly,  wfaoie  Etoctioa 
waa  deefaued  to  be  nnll  and  v<M» 

BUI.  ReadAMOoodthne.  Uutrumentaof  Saaine(ScoUand). 

Petitions  preaented.  By  Mr.  William  Duncombs,  firomi 
two  Plaoea,  finr  Protection  to  the  Irish  Protestant  Churdii 
ftom  Northallorton  and  Leybuin,  for  Relief  to  the  Agri- 
cultural Interest;  ficom  Bedal^  agrinst  Allowiiy  Beer  to 
be  drunk  cm  the  Premises  in  Beer-houses^— By  Mr. 
EwAtiT,  from  a  Society  for  tite  Protection  of  Trade  in 
Liverpool,  against,  and  ftom  tlie  Debcon  Conflnod  in 
t.ancastT  Castle,  in  tkvout  of,  the  Imprisooment  for  Debt 
Bill;  ftom  Preaoott,  in  fiiTour  of  the  Irish  Church  BilL 

AORICULTURAL       DISTRESS.]  Mr. 

William  Duncombe  presented  a  petition 
from  Richmond,  Yorkshire,  very  nume- 
rously and  respectably  signed,  by  landed 
proprietors  and  landholders  connected 
with  the  Agricultural  Society  of  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire.  The  petitioners  ex- 
pressed their  discontent  at  the  House  not 
having  taken  into  its  consideration  the 
distress  under  which  the  agricultural  classes 
laboured.  He  gave  his  cordial  concur* 
rence  to  the  prayer  of  the  petition  and, 
joined  with  the  petitioners  in  expressing 
regret  that  their  distressed  state  had  not 
been  taken  into  consideration.  Year  after  ' 
year  the  agricultural  classes  had  come 
forward  with  statements  of  their  distress, 
with  the  view  of  obtaining  some  measures 
of  relief.  He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Motions  that  had 
been  brought  forward  upon  this  subject 
during  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  had  given  his  votes  without  any  refer- 
ence to  party  feeling.    He  had  supported 
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the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marqess  the  Mem- 
ber Tor  Buckinghamshire  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Malt-tax,  because  he  belie^eed  that  it 
would  have  been  a  boon  not  only  to  the 
apicultural  classes,  but  also  to  tiiose  other 
classes  that  had  been  alluded  to  as  parta- 
king of  that  distress,  namely,  the  labour- 
ing classes.  He  regretted  that  Members 
had  been  influenced  by  the  fear  of  a  Pro- 
perty-tax being  imposed  from  voting  for 
the  Repeal  of  the  Malt-tax,  which  would, 
in  his  mind,  have  essentially  relieved  the 
produetive  and  industrious  classes.  He 
had  also  supported  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  for  the  revision  of  local  and 
general  taxation,  and,  lastly,  he  had  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Colleagoe 
(Mr.  Cay  ley)  to  inquire  into  the  distress 
affecting  the  agricultural  classes  as  con- 
nected with  the  present  monetary  system* 
He  regretted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  not  in  his  place,  but  he 
trusted  that  when  the  right  hoo.  Qentle- 
man  brought  forward  his  budget,  he  would 
not  follow  the  example  of  the  noble  Lord 
his  predecessor^  who,  on  coming  down  to 
that  House  with  his  financial  statement, 
2Ltd  in  communicating  his  proposed  mea- 
sures of  relief,  had  thought  it  consistent 
with  his  duty  to  pass  over  the  agricultural 
interest,  ana  relieve  other  classes  which 
were  represented  to  be  in  an  nnexampled 
state  or  prosperity.  He  did  not  grudge 
these  other  classes  the  relief  that  bad 
been  afforded  them,  but  he  thought  it  con- 
trary to  the  principles  of  sound  justice  and 
fair  dealing  to  pass  over  the  agricultural 
interests  and  refuae  to  relieve  them.  He 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  not  shot  their 
eyea  to  the  deplorable  state  of  the  agricul- 
tural classes,  knowing  how  much  the  wel- 
fare of  all  the  other  classes  depended  upon 
them,  and  that  the  Hovse  would  not  re- 
fuae to  lend  its  assistance  io  affording  them 
that  relief  to  which  on  every  ground  of 
fairness,  sound  policy,  and  justice,  they 
were  entitled. 

SiAVBTRADfi — RotalMcssaoe.]  The 
hoia.Qe9rg€Bymg  as  Deputy  Comptroller  of 
the  Household,  reported  to  the  House  that 
au  Address  having  on  the  19th  May  been 
agreed  to  by  the  House,  praying  his  Ma- 
jesty's interference  with  his  allies  for  the 
prevention  of  the  ^lave-trade,  his  Majesty 
had  most  graciously  received  the  Address, 
and  returned  the  following  answer : — **  I 
have  received  your  dotifal  Address,  con* 
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I  should  enter  into  negotiations  with  my 
allies,  fbr  the  more  efiectual  extinction 
of  the  traffic  in  slaves.  You  may  be  as- 
sured, that  I  fully  share  yourregretat  ob* 
serving,  that  this  nefarious  traffic  siitl 
continues  to  be  carried,  on  extensively 
under  the  flags  of  Foreign  Powers.  Addi- 
tional treaties,  having  for  their  object  the 
extinction  of  the  traffic  in  slaves,  have  re- 
cently been  entered  into  between  myself 
and  some  Foreign  States,  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  lay  them  t)efore  you  at  an  early 
period.  I  am  further  engaged  in  negotia- 
tions with  other  Foreign  States,  on  the  prin- 
ciples recommended  in  your  Address ;  and 
you  may  rely  on  my  continual  efforts  to 
conclude  with  all  my  allies  arrangements, 
calculated  to  put  an  end  to  this  barbarous 
practice." 

The  Message  was  brought  up,  and 
ordered  to  l>e  entered  on  the  Journals. 

Down  PxTrnow.]  Lord  Castkreagh 
rose,  pursuant  to«the  notice  which  he  had 
given,  to  present  to  the  House  a  Petition 
which  under  any  circumstances,  would 
call  for  the  serious  attention  of  that 
House.  The  present  times  and  the  pecu- 
liar situation  of  Ireland  rendered  it,  he 
most  say,  a  duty  incumbent  on  the  part 
of  that  House  to  look  at  the  expression 
of  public  feeling  contained  in  this  peti* 
tion  with  earnest  and  grave  attention: 
and  however  unwilling  lie  was  at  any  time, 
more  especially  on  a  hot  day  like  that,  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House,  he  feared 
he  would  not  be  discharging  his  duty  if  he 
did  not  trespass  at  some  length  upon  their 
patience.  The  duty  which  he  hsd  under- 
taken was  one  of  a  most  important  nature, 
and  never  in  his  life  had  he  experienced 
more  pride  than  in  being  selected  by  so 
large  a  portion  of  his  fellov-couiitrymen 
as  the  medium  through  which  their  opin- 
ioas  were  to  be  conveyed  Io  that  House 
on  a  subject  of  such  great  importance 
as  that  to  which  the  petition  referred. 
The  petition  was  from  the  county  of 
Down  on  behalf  of  a  meeting  held  in 
that  county  on  the  30th  of  October  ktt. 
The  noble  Lord  said  he  wished  to  axplaia 
in  the  first  instance  why  it  was,  that  this 
petition  had  not  been  prssenied  at  an 
earlier  opportunity.  After  it  was  adopted 
a  dissolution  of  Parliament  Cook  ptacoi 
and  the  new  Parliament  did  not  meet 
until  February.  It  met,  too^  under  cir^ 
cumstanoea  very  difierent  from  those  under 
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which  circumstanceft  had  excited  the  feel- 
ings and  the  fears  of  the  promoters  of  this 
petition.  The  petitioners*  at  the  time 
they  assemhled,  felt  that  the  Government 
of  that  day  did  not  employ  the  power 
which  it  possessed  to  vindicate  the  law,  or 
to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  Under  such  circumstances  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  hailed  with  joy  and 
satisfaction  the  accession  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to  power,  and 
fhey  found  when  be  was  removed  that 
they  had  not  vainly  put  their  trust  in  him, 
for  he  bad  staked  his  station  as  Minister  of 
the  Crown  for  the  preservation  of  their 
rights.  This  petition,  therefore,  would 
have  been  presented  earlier  in  the  Session, 
but  that  on  consulting  the  leading  persons 
engaged  in  getting  it  up,  he  found  that  it 
was  their  opinion  that  its  presentation 
should  be  delayed,  as  at  that  time  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  suffi- 
cient difficulties  to  contend  against  with- 
out his  Friends  bringing  forward  any- 
thing that  might  embarrass  him.  The 
petitioners  were  strongly  opposed  to  the 
board  of  Education  established  in  Ireland, 
to  which  be  would  venture  to  say  that 
19-20ths  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  were 
hoetile.  But  when  Parliament  assembled 
in  February  last,  they  felt  that  that  was 
not  the  time  to  urge  their  complaints,  and 
that  when  matters  of  greater  moment 
were  in  the  balance,  it  was  not  their 
business  to  embarrass  the  King's  Govern- 
inent.  With  respect  to  thej)etition  itself, 
he  would  state  that  the  requisition  to  the 
High  Sheriff  for  calling  the  meeting  con- 
tained eighty-four  most  respectable  signa- 
tures. Among  them  were  the  names  ot 
seven  Peers,  thirteen  Deputy  Lieutenants, 
and  twenty- five  Magistrates.  Among 
them  were  the  names  of  the  Marquess  of 
Downshire,  the  Marquess  of  Donegal, 
Colonel  Ford,  and  several  Reformers ;  in 
fccty  nearly  the  whole  weight  and  re- 
spectability of  the  county,  whether  pro- 
t>erty  ot  anything  else  were  taken  as  the 
criterion,  were  attached  to  the  requisition. 
As  it  was  not  his  wish  to  cast  any  per- 
sonal reflections  upon  any  Member  of  the 
HouiCyhe  would  confine  himself  to  stating, 
openly  and  fairly,  the  facts  connected 
with  the  petition.  The  meeting  was  called 
tm  the  30th  of  October.  He  was  himself 
present,  as  well  as  many  worthy  Friends 
whom  he  then  saw  in  the  House ;  the  Re- 
solutions were  passed ,  on  which  the  peti- 

fi^  was  founded ;  and  he  was  only  stating 


that  which  was  the  real  fact  when  he  ob« 
served  that  the  Resolutions  were  passed, 
and  the  meeting  closed  without  violence 
or  breach  of  the  peace,  and  not  a  single 
circumstance  occurred  that  called  for  in- 
terference.    If,  at  a  time  like  that,  and  in 
a  county  so  quiet   and  undisturbed  as 
Down,  it  was  thought  right  to  come  for- 
ward, and  express  to  the  House  the  dis- 
trust and  dismay  with  which  the  petitioners 
viewed  the  measures  that  were  being  car- 
ried forward  by  the  Government,  he  would 
only  ask  the  House  whether,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  the  reasons  which  called  for  the 
petition  last  year  were  not  increased  ten- 
fold ?    The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  cheered  him.     He  did  not  wish 
to  say  anything  that  would  be  offensive  to 
any  man,  but  he  thought  that  he  had  a 
right  to  consider  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  as  one  of  the  leading  persons 
against  whom  the  petition  was  directed, 
and  against  whom  his  Majesty  had  directed 
his  Speech   last  year.    The  noble  Lord 
then  read  the  passage  in  the  King*s  Speech 
of  last  year,  which  he  thought  alluded  to 
Mr.  O'Connell,  and  said,  that  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  Government  was  now  at  an  end  ; 
and  he  saw  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  cross  the  floor  of  that  House  for 
the  support  of  a  Government  composed 
almost  of  the  same  men  who  counselled 
that  Speech.      They   were  placed  upon 
the  seats  opposite  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  they  fought  under  his  green 
banner.      This  circumstance  had   given 
great  and  just  alarm  to  the  loyal  and  well- 
disposed    Protestant  inhabitants  of   the 
north,  as  well  as  to  those  of  other  parts  of 
Ireland.     He  felt  satisfied  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  would  not  rise  in  his  place 
and  declare,  as  a  noble  Lord  in  another 
place  had  declared,  that  the  Government 
had  no    connexion  with   the   hon.   and 
learned   Gentleman,    for    in    his    (Lord 
Castlereagh's)   opinion  the    influence   of 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  all 
in  all  in  the  Cabinet.     He  believed  that 
that  hon,  Member*s  influence  was  para«> 
mount  at  the  present  moment  in  the  Ca- 
binet.   The    hon.   and   learned   Member 
had  himself  a  few  weeks  ago  talked  of  the 
measure  of  Corporation  Reform  *'  which 
we  shall  propose."    With  regard  to  Ire- 
laud,  all  the  Irish  legal  appointments  were 
obviously  his — his  mark  was  there — his 
handwriting  was  upon  the  wall.    Every 
thing  was  done   by  the   Government  to 
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man,  and  conciliating  him  excited  the 
fears  of  the  Protestants  of  the  north  of 
Ireland,  knowing  as  they  did  that  nothing 
would  come  from  him  that  would  not  be 
hostile  to  their  dearest  interests.  Then, 
as  to  the  disturbed  state  of  Ireland,  it  was 
quite  as  great  and  as  alarming  as  when 
this  petition  was  adopted.  It  was  but  the 
other  day  that  the  reverend  Mr.  Dawson 
was  murdered  in  Limerick,  and  indeed 
there  was  no  opening  a  newspaper  that  did 
not  contain  accounts  of  some  two  or  three 
murders  in  the  south  of  Ireland.  These 
things  naturally  filled  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  the  north  of  Ireland  with  dismay 
and  terror.  Such  feelings  were  not  les- 
sened by  what  occurred  as  to  the  proces- 
sion which  attended  Lord  Mulgrave  into 
Dublin.  There  were  green  flags  at  that 
procession.  There  were  flags  (so  he  had 
heard)  with  **  Repeal  of  the  Union," 
"  Daniel  O'Connell  for  ever,"  in- 
scribed  upon  them.  There  was  a  flag, 
too,  with  a  harp  without  a  Crown,  the 
very  flag  under  which  the  rebels  marched 
to  join  the  French  in  BantryBay.  If  there 
had  been  a  procession  of  Orangemen  on  a 
similar  occasion,  with  Orange  flags  in- 
scribed with,  "  British  connexion,"  "  The 
Constitution  for  ever,"  &c,^  what  loud  out- 
cries would  have  been  raised  against  them. 
But  because  the  procession  to  which  he  al- 
luded had  been  got  up  and  conducted 
under  the  auspices  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin,  the  King's  Govern* 
ment  were  as  mute  as  mice.  There  had 
just  been  sent  forth  an  enormous  petard 
by  Lord  Melbourne  against  the  Orange- 
men walking  on  the  12th  of  July.  He  be- 
lieved the  Orangemen  of  Ireland  to  be  as 
devoted,  loyal,  and  gallant  a  body  of  men 
as  had  ever  proved  their  affection  to 
their  King  and  country,  and  if  they  did 
not  walk  on  the  12th  of  July,  it  would 
not  be  in  consequence  of  this  intimi- 
dating menace  of^Lord  Melbourne  (which, 
by-the-bye,  came  too  late  after  the  green 
flag  procession  in  Dublin),  but  in  conse- 
quence of  the  advice  of  their  best  and 
wisest  friends.  He  was  sure  that  the 
Orangemen  of  Ireland  would  act  as  they 
had  always  done,  as  became  faithful  and 
loyal  subjects  of  the  King.  The  meeting 
at  which  the  Resolutions  were  agreed  to, 
had  been  called  an  Orange  one.  He  ad- 
mitted  that  many  of  the  Orange  party 
were  present;  but  there  were  also  many 
present  who  had  never  belonged  to  that 
society.    Amongst  others  there  was  one 


name  which  he  felt  convinced  would  com- 
mand the  attention  of  the  House — he 
meant  Dr.  Cooke,  a  most  eminent  man 
amongst  the  Presbyterians  of  the  north. 
The  noble  Lord  read  an  extract  from  the 
speech  of  the  reverend  Gentleman.  The 
noble  Lord,  after  repeating  that  the  rea- 
sons which  existed  for  the  adoption  of  this 
petition  in  October  last,  had  now  multi- 
plied tenfold,  concluded  by  presenting  the 
petition. 

The  Speaker  would  for  a  moment  re- 
quest the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
object  of  petitioning  he  had  always  under- 
stoood  was  either  to  express  the  opinion 
of  the  petitioners  respecting  some  measure 
then  under,  or  about  to  be  under,  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  or  to  convey 
to  the  House  a  complaint  regarding  some 
particular  grievance.  It  had,  therefore, 
been  understood  that  general  discussions 
should  be  avoided  on  the  presentation  of 
petitions.  He  did  not  particularly  refer  to 
the  noble  Lord,  who  was  only  following 
the  example  of  others.  If,  however,  on 
the  presentation  of  a  petition  not  only  the 
subject  matter  of  it  but  transactions  that 
had  occurred  since  its  adoption  should  be 
gone  into  and  a  general  debate  should 
ensue,  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to  get 
through  the  business  before  the  House. 
At  that  moment  he  had  on  his  list  for  that 
evening  the  names  of  thirty  Gentlemen 
who  had  petitions  to  present.  He  could 
not  interfere  in  the  matter.  It  was  for  the 
House  to  decide  what  course  should  be 
pursued.  He*  repeated,  however,  that  if 
topics  should  be  discussed  on  the  presen- 
tation of  petitions  which  would  be  more 
fitly  discussed  in  some  fixed  debate,  no 
timewould  t>e  suflicient  for  the  transaction 
of  business. 

LordCastUreagk  said,  he  seldom  addres- 
sed the  House,  and  he  would  not  have 
trespassed  so  long  on  its  attention  on  this 
occasion,  but  that  the  petition  was  a  very 
important  one. 

The  Speaker  said,  he  had  made  no  par- 
ticular reference  to  the  noble  Lord,  he 
had,  on  the  contrary,  said,  the  noble  Lord 
was  only  following  the  example  of  others. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  rose,  but  there 
being  cries  for 

Lord  Morpethf  the  noble  Lord  rose  and 
said  that  he  had  only  heard  a  portion  oC 
the  noble  Lord's  speech,  but  that  he  was 
pcrfectiv  ready  to  answer  the  statements 
which  the  noble  Lord  made  in  his  hearing 
respecting  the  Irish  Government      He 
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did  certainly  intend  in  the  conne  of  the 
ditcusaion  to  make  that  reply,  but  in 
consequence  of  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Chair  he  was  induced  to  defer  it  to  the 
first  fitting  opportunity  that  shuld  offer 
itself.  If,  however^  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
House,  he  would  proceed  now. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  being  now 
called  for,  rose  and  said,  that  though 
this  petition  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  as  expressing  the  sentiments 
of  the  Protestants  of  the  county  of 
Down,  he  would  venture  to  assert  j 
that  it  did  not  emanate  from  the  Protest- 
ants of  Down,  nor  express  their  senti- 
ments. This  same  petition  had  been 
presented  to  the  House  of  Lords  as  coming 
from  20,000  persons,  and  it  now  appeared 
that  it  only  bore  the  signature  of  the  High 
Shertfi*.  As  seven  months  had  elapsed 
since  its  adoption,  surely  more  signatures 
might  have  been  obtained  for  it,  if  it  really 
expressed  the  sentimcRts  of  the  great  body 
of  the  Protestants  and  Presbyterians  of 
Down.  He  was  ready  to  accord  to  it  all 
the  weight  and  authority  of  the  High 
Sheriff,  whose  name  was  affixed  to  it,  but 
nothing  more.  This  meeting  was  held  at 
Hillsborough,  on  the  verge  of  two  other 
counties,  Antrim  and  Armagh,  and  the 
place  was  obviously  fixed  on  as  being  con- 
venient for  gathering  together  the  Orange- 
men of  those  two  counties,  as  well  as  the 
Orangemen  of  Down.  If  the  meeting 
was  intended  to  convey  a  fair  expression 
of  the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the  people 
of  Down,>»hywas  it  not  held  intherentreof 
the  county,  in  the  county  town,  where  the 
county  meetings  were  usually  helu  ?  Two  re- 
quisitions had  been  issued  for  calling  this 
meeting — one  came  from  the  High  Sheriff, 
the  other  from  the  grand  dignitaries  of  the 
Orange  lodges.  The  High  Sheriff  issued 
a  requisition  in  the  first  place  calling  a 
meeting  of  Protestants.  The  Grand 
Orange  Lodge  of  the  county  of  Down  at 
a  meeting  on  the  6th  of  October  passed  a 
Resolution  calling  on  all  their  brethren 
to  attend  the  said  meeting.  Such  being 
the  avowed  nature  of  the  meeting,  and 
such  the  requisitions  calling  it  a  large 
body  of  respectable  Protestants  in  the 
county  of  Down,  amounting  to  upwards 
of  20O,  and  including  ten  Magistrates, 
published  a  protest  assigning  their  reasons 
for  not  attending  it.  In  that  document 
they  truly  stated  that  it  was  highly  un- 
constitutional on  the  part  of  a  public 
officer,  like  a  Hi^h  Sheriff,  to  summon  a 


meeting  of  any  one  portion  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  his  bailiwick,  as  distinguished  by 
their  religious  opinions  from  another,  and 
that  such  a  proceeding  was  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  those  wise  and  benevolent  mea- 
sures passed  by  the  Legislature  for  doing 
away  with  religious  differences  and 
distinctions  as  regarded  civil  rights.  They 
also  alluded  to  the  Orange  requisition,  as 
stamping  a  character  on  the  meeting  that 
alone  would  prevent  them  from  attending 
it.  He  was  ready  to  admit  the  great 
respectability  of  many  persons  who  attend- 
ed that  meeting ;  but  be  would  contend 
that  the  great  mass  of  the  respectable 
inhabitants  of  Down  were  absent  from  it. 
The  authority  of  Dr.  Cooke  had  been 
referred  to,  but  Dr.  Cooke,  it  was  well 
known,  did  not  speak  the  sentiments  of 
the  Presbyterian  body.  At  this  meeting 
Dr.  Cooke,  in  his  speech,  talked  of  a 
marriage  between  the  Protestant  Episco- 
palian and  the  Presbyterian  Churches. 
The  Presbyterians  repudiated  such  an 
idea.  From  Dr.  Cooke's  own  parish  of 
Killileagh  he  had  presented  a  petition, 
signed  by  a  large  number  of  Presbyterians, 
repudiating  such  a  principle,  and  calling 
also  for  the  abolition  of  tithes.  The  hon* 
Member  having  referred  to  the  proceedings 
that  took  place  at  this  meeting,  and  the 
heavy  chaiges  perferred  at  it  against  the 
Members  of  Lord  Melbourne's  then  Go- 
vernment, asked,  if  such  charges  were  well 
founded,  why  were  they  not  brought  for- 
ward in  that  House?  If  the  noble  Lord, 
believed  them  to  be  true,  it  would  be  a 
more  manly  course  on  his  part — indeed, 
it  was  his  bouriden  duty,  to  rise  in  his 
place  in  that  House,  and  have  the  Mi- 
nisters who  were  accused  of  such  things 
called  to  the  Bar  of  Parliament  to  answer 
for  their  conduct.  That  was  the  proper 
course  for  a  loyal  subject  to  pursue,  instead 
of  scattering  such  violent  charges  before 
a  popular  assembly.  It  was  said  that  one 
of  the  objects  of  this  party  was  to  oppose, 
the  Repeal  of  the  Union.  He  denied  it 
He  would  assert  that  the  Orangemen  had 
shown  their  readiness  to  raise  that  cry,  but 
not  on  the  honourable  principles  of  the 
learned  Member  for  Dublin.  They  had 
threatened  Lord's  Grey's  Government 
with  it,  and  several  of  them  had  been 
known  in  public  to  express  their  deter- 
mination to  repeal  the  Union  by  force, 
unless  their  objects  were  carried.  The 
hon.  Member  read  an  extract  from  a 
speech  of  the  reverend 'Mr.  Martin,  deli* 
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Tered,  he  nidy  at  an  Orange-Tory  meet- 1 
ing  in  Dablin,  in  which  the  Speaker 
declared  the  Union  had  been  fundamen- 
tal! j  violated,  and  that  it  was  at  an  end 
through  the  conduct  of  the  Whig  Govern- 
ment; that  the  authority  of  the  United 
Parliament  was  virtually  nonexistent — 
that  there  was  an  end  to  the  authority  of 
the  laws,  to  the  authority  of  tax-gatherers, 
ite.  Were  these  men  to  oppose  the  Re- 
|>eal  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  had  been  personally 
assailed,  or  at  all  events,  alluded  to,  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  presented  the  Peti- 
tion, and  begged  leave  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks ou  it.  The  noble  Lord  after 
having  abused  the  late  Whig  Ministry 
himself,  had  charged  him  with  having 
done  the  same.  He  did  not  dispute  the 
goodness  of  his  Lordship's  taste  in  this 
Inspect;  and  a  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  had  commenced  the  Session 
by  reading  a  letter  from  him  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nell)  in  which  he  had  stated  that  they 
had  forfeited  his  confidence.  Yet  the 
noble  Lord  contended  that  the  present 
Gk»vernment,  which  was  little  more  than 
a  re-appointment,  was  under  his  (Mr. 
O'Connell's)  control.  This  was  a  little 
too  much;  first,  for  party  purposes,  it 
was  urged  that  the  present  Ministers 
were  unworthy  of  his  (Mr.  O'ConnellV) 
confidence ;  and  next,  for  the  fiame  party 
purposes  it  was  insisted  that  being  ap- 
pointed by  himself,  they  had  his  fullest 
confidence.  Such  arguments  (continued 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member)  are  both 
foolish  and  absnrd ;  I  do  not  mean  any 
personal  disrespect  when  1  say  so,  but 
they  are  unbecoming  the  character  of  a 
Legislator,  and,  Heaven  bless  the  mark ! 
of  a  Statesman,  which  is  the  rank  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  aspires.  Then  it  is  said, 
that  all  the  recent  appointments  have 
been  madeby  me.  The  late  Secretary 
ftyr  the  Ordnance  (Colonel  Perceval) 
Oheers  me :  I  am  sure  I  had  as  much  to 
do  with  the  recent  appointments  as  I  had 
with  his  appointment.  He  throws  up  his 
head  at  that:  I  am  certainly  very  glad 
that  he  haa  ceased  to  fill  that  office,  not 
ftora  any  personal  dislike,  but  because 
-it  is  symptomatic  of  a  change  of  party. 
I  deny  tnat  any  office  in  the  present 
Ministry,  or  connected  with  it,  was  filled 
at  my  instance  or  at  my  suggestion,  or 
that  I  had  the  slightest  influence  in  the 
matter.    I  am  sorry  that  I  had  not:  I 

think  (bal  <9Be*^f  tbe  places  irould  have 


been  better  filled  if  I  had  :  at  all  events 
there  would  have  been  a  difference,  though 
I  do  not  mean  to  quarrel  with  what  has 
been  done.    With  respect  to   the   late 
Solicitor-General,  for  instance,  I  think  he 
had  a  fair  claim  to  have  been  made  At* 
torney-General,  but  the  Government  deci- 
ded otherwise,  and  I  acquiesced.    I  ac- 
quiesced precisely  as  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Ordnance  acquiesced  in  his  own 
dismissal — he  could   not   help   it.    He 
submitted    with    all    due    humility  and 
walked  out  of  his  office ;  he  was,  no  doubt, 
the  best  of  all  possible  secretaries,  could 
he  but  have  persuaded  people  to  take  his 
word  for  it ;  but  as  they  would  not,  he 
took  up  his  hat  and  walked  out.    After  all, 
nothing  can  be  so  disreputable  to  party, 
as  an  indulgence  in    this    sort  of  idle 
ribaldry.    Let  those  who  say  the  appoint- 
ments were  at  my  instance  show  me  a  bad 
appointment.   Look  at  the  Irish  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown :  is  the  appointment  of 
the  Attorney-General  a  bad  appointment  ? 
Was  he  not  at  the  head  of  his  profession 
before  he  had  any  connexion  with  Go- 
vernment ?     Did  he  ever  distinguish  him- 
self by  partisanship?     Did  he  ever  do 
more  in  that  way.  than  putting  his  hand  to 
a  petition  that  the  people  of  Ireland  might 
all  be  on  an  equality  ?    He  was  no  agita- 
tor— no  public  declaimer :  he  maintained 
the  integrity  of  his  own  opinions,  and  year 
after  year  felt  the  weight  of  exclusion  :  he 
ought    to  have    been    Attorney-General 
long  since;  and  I  will  add,  that  he  would 
be  an  ornament  to  the  highest  dignity  in 
tbe  profession.    What  objection  can  be 
made  to  the  Solicitor-General  ?    Is  he  not 
qualified  ?    Has  he  not  risen  to  the  first 
business,    though    belonging   to  a   pro- 
scribed class  ?    He  has  risen  by  the  force 
of  his  own  talents  *,  and  the  amiability  of 
his  disposition  has  compelled  men  of  all 
parties  to  feel  a  regard  for  him  in  private 
life.    Not  being  able  to  impeach  the  ap- 
pointments, they  throw  me  upon  them; 
but,  as  I  before  said,  this  is  too  bad,  com- 
ing from  the  noble  Lord.    He  comes  here 
with  a  deplorable  lamentation  about  na- 
tional education  in  Ireland— it  is  dailv 
destroying  Protestantism,  and  is  calculated 
to  annihilate  it.    If  he  now  feels  so  anxi- 
ously about  it,  what  has  his  conscience 
been  doing  ever  srace  the  30th  of  October 
last?  Did  not  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  adopt  that  very 
system  of  national  education  ?    Yet  then 
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The  right  hon.  Baronet  wb«  the  foster- 
father  of  the  system ;  but  then  the  child 
bad  not  cot  its  teeth ;  and  now  the  noble 
Lord  comes  forward ,  with  all  the  dignified 
gravity  belonging  to  his  character,  and 
declares  that  Protestantism  will  be  annihi- 
lated by  the  nght  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth's  system  of  national  edacation.  AH 
this  is  really  very  edifying ;  but  there  is 
something  not  at  all  edifying.  Are  the 
people  of  Ireland  not  to  be  allowed  to  meet 
and  greet  the  Representative  of  their  King, 
that  Representative  having  been  no  parti- 
san? Had  there  been  a  banner  in  the  pro- 
cession with  **  No  Protestantism"  inscribed 
upon  it,  then,  indeed,  there  would  have 
been  ground  for  indignation — for  impeach- 
ment of  the  Lord-lieutenant,  for  allowing 
it  to  be  displayed.  Yet  I  can  prove  that 
in  the  presence  of  the  late  Lord-lieute- 
nant, a  black  banner,  inscribed  **  No  Po- 
pery,*' was  exhibited.  Had  it  been  shov^n 
openly  in  Dublin,  the  party  would  perhaps 
have  been  roughly  handled,  for  there  the 
CatholicB  are  about  in  proportion  to  the 
Protestants  in  London ;  but  tt  was  in  the 
theatre,  and  there  this  "  No  Popery**  ban- 
ner was  waved  before  the  eyes  of  the  late 
lAfd-lteutenant.  This,  however,  was  only 
the  expression  of  loyalty ;  but  when  the 
next  Lord-lieutenant  is  received  by  100,000 
persons,  this  loyalty  is  instantly  converted 
mto  disaflection.  I  remember  the  story  of 
a  tnati  who  was  knocked  down  for  singing 
"  God  save  the  King,**  and  when  he  ven- 
tured to  ask  the  reason,  his  assailant  coolly 
answered,  that  **  he  liked  no  party  tunes.^ 
"  God  sdLW  the  King"  is  a  party  tune  with 
the  opponents  of  the  present  Ministers. 
Bot  ft  seems  there  were  banners — and  why 
not  ?  Is  there  any  law  against  them  ?  As 
a  lawyer  I  utterly  deny  it.  Banners,  as  the 
emblems  of  religious  and  political  parties, 
are  prohibited,  but  not  when  they  are 
used  to  display  allegiance  to  the  Sovereign 
and  respect  for  his  Representative.  If  any 
offence  was  committed,  surely  the  Dublin 
police  would  have  been  sufficient  —  the 
magistrates  and  barristers  would  have  been 
sufficient.  There  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient loyalty  in  a  Dublin  grand  jury,  ap- 
pointed by  those  admirable  loyalists  the 
sheriffs,  and  sufficient  loyalty  in  a  Dublin 
special  jury  to  have  punished  the  criminals. 
Why,  then,  were  not  the  offenders  prose- 
cuted ?  The  truth  is,  that  the  different 
Trades'  Unions  carried  their  appropriate 
bamners,  and  one  of  these  happening  to  be . 
giMi|  oxcilod  Xht  tpeciai  indigtiation  of  j 


party.  The  noble  Lord  had  mentioned 
Bantry-bay,  and  talked  of  the  Irish  going 
to  join  the  French  there,  when,  had  he 
known  anything  of  the  history  of  his  own 
country,  he  would  have  been  aware  that 
not  a  man  of  the  peasantry  joined  the 
French.  A  gentleman,  a  landed  propri- 
etor in  the  neighbourhood,  of  the  name  of 
O'Sullivan,  and  my  nearest  relation,  at 
considerable  risk  and  cost,  made  the  only 
French  prisoners,  and  the  entire  of  the 
peasantry  were  against  them.  There  were 
then  no  Orange  Lodges  in  Mnnster;  the 
people  preserved  their  fidelity  to  the  Crown 
until  Orange  Lodges  began  to  be  estab- 
lished ;  and  as  they  increased,  attachment 
to  the  Throne  diminished,  and  to  saoh  a 
state  of  ferment  would  the  people  have 
been  worked  by  them,  had  the  late  Minis- 
ters remained  in  office,  that  in  nine  months, 
I  will  venture  to  say,  we  should  have  had 
a  sanguinary  insurrection.  If  I  am  asked 
why  I  give  my  humble  support  to  the  pre- 
sent Gorernment,  I  say  it  is  not  for  their 
measures — for  their  measures  they  had  my 
support  before — but  because  they  come  in 
as  a  barrier  against  a  faction,  and  give  the 
people  of  Ireland  a  chance  of  justice ;  a 
chance  that  all  Irishmen  will  be  considered 
on  the  same  footing,  without  leaving  one 
partv  to  the  tender  mercies  of  another. 
Their  interposition  has  saved  us.  As  to 
the  meeting,  nothing  could  be  more  impro- 
per ;  it  was  called  by  Lord  Hillsborough, 
the  High-Sheriff  of  the  county,  but  he  had 
no  right  to  summon  any  particular  sect. 
If  he  calls  the  Protestants  to-day,  he  may 
call  the  Catholics  to-morrow,  and  the  Pres- 
byterians and  Seceders  the  next  day.  He 
constituted  himself,  not  the  sheriff  of  a 
county  but  the  sheriff  of  a  party,  a  parti- 
san sheriff.  And,  sacred  Heaven  1  let  it 
never  be  forgotten,  that  this  man  has  the 
nomination  of  the  grand  juries — that  he 
makes  out  the  panel  of  the  petty  juries; 
and  are  not  the  complaints  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  well-founded,  when  they  say, 
that  with  such  a  sheriff,  and  such  magis« 
trates,  they  have  not  a  chance  of  justice-* 
that  their  lives  will  be  the  sport  of  their 
enemies-^hat  their  properties  will  be  at 
the  mercy  of  partisans?  If  the  effect  do 
not  follow,  does  not  the  sense  of  insecu^ 
rity,  the  fear  that  the  temple  of  justice 
will  be  polluted— ^that  the  scales  will  not 
be  held  with  an  even  hand — ^thatone  party 
will  be  made  to  outweigh  the  other,  pro- 
duce a  constant  feeling  of  irritation  and 
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warranted  in  these  fears  when  the  High 
Sheriff  summons  one  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation of  his  bailiwick,  to  the  total  exclu- 
sion of  the  rest.  That  is  the  Sheriff's  no- 
tion of  loyalty ;  people  are  loyal  as  long  as 
they  support  a  certain  party  in  their  undue 
ascendancy — as  long  as  they  are  allowed 
to  raise  one  class  and  to  crush  another. 
The  noble  Lord  has  talked  of  outrages— of 
a  gentleman  who  was  shot,  but  we  hear 
nothing  of  outrages  on  the  other  side ;  a 
relation  of  mine  was  shot  at  next  to  roe, 
but  we  bear  nothing  of  that,  nor  of  the 
fourteen  houses  burnt  by  Orangemen  in 
Armagh,  or  of  the  proceedings  two  years 
ago.  In  the  county  of  Armagh,  a  Roman 
Catholic  committed  some  assault  upon  an 
Orangeman;  he  was  tried,  convicted,  and 
punished;  but  after  fourteen  houses  had 
been  burnt  in  the  same  county,  there  was 
no  inquiry— -nobody  was  arrested — nobody 
prosecuted,  and  the  Roman  Catholics  saw 
their  property  destroyed  with  impunity. 
The  evidence  is  before  the  House.  An- 
other instance: — A  woman  sheltered  an 
Orangeman,  who  had  been  desperately 
beaten;  she  took  him  into  her  cabin. 
What  has  become  of  the  cabin?  Have 
the  Protestants  visited  the  woman  in  gra- 
titude? No!  in  vengeance:  her  cabin 
was  set  on  fire ;  but  they  did  allow  her  to 
save  her  aged  father,  and  to  set  him  upon 
a  dunghilly  whence  he  was  removed,  and 
shortly  afterwards  died.  What  has  been 
done  with  those  who  committed  this  of- 
fence ?  They  are  at  large  and  8ecure->no 
magistrate  finds  them  out,  and  no  informer 
brings  them  to  justice.  Yet  this  is  the 
party  claiming  exclusive  loyalty,  and  to 
whom  the  noble  Lord  ludicrously  attributes 
every  other  species  of  excellence. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  as  it  was  now  im- 
possible to  stop  the  discussion,  notwith- 
standing the  laudable  attempt  of  the 
Speaker,  be  would  venture  to  make  a  few 
remarks,  called  for  by  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Down.    Looking  at  the  notice  on   the 

Cper,  he  had  concluded  that  the  noble 
id  would  present  the  petition  agreed  to 
on  the  30th  of  last  October ;  but  beyond 

f;iving  his  attendance  from  respect  to  an 
rish  subject,  he  (Lord  Morpeth)  had  not 
expected  that  he  should  be  required,  in 
his  official  capacity,  to  take  any  part  in 
the  discussion.  Nine  months  had  passed 
since  the  meeting ;  and  the  petition  was 
not  directed  against  the  present,  nor  the 
]mi,  but  against  the  imtepenultimate  go« 


vemment.  The  noble  Lord  had  grounded 
his  previous  suspension  and  his  present 
reproduction  of  the  petition  upon  the 
change  of  circumstances;  but,  as  had 
been  already  hinted,  if  the  Protestants  of 
the  north  of  Ireland  so  heartily  reprobated 
and  viewed  with  such  universal  abhor- 
rence, the  system  of  national  education, 
as  fraught  with  ruin  to  their  cause,  it  was 
strange  that  the  noble  Lord  should  so  long 
have  deferred  it.  It  was  certainly  not 
easy  to  explain  how  he  could  reconcile  to 
himself  the  postponement  of  the  expres- 
sion of  this  strong  conviction  while  the 
late  government  was  in  office,  which  de- 
clared that  it  did  not  mean  to  disturb  that 
system.  He  would  leave  all  remarks 
upon  the  meeting  in  the  county  of  Down 
to  those  who  had  more  local  knowledge; 
but  he  would  say  a  few  words  on  the  pro- 
cession of  the  Lord-lieutenant  into  Dub- 
lin, which  had  so  much  excited  the  ani- 
mosity of  the  noble  Lord.  The  thunders 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  having 
slept  so  long,  was  an  indication  that  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  party  did  not  think 
they  could  manufacture  much  of  a  storm. 
They  did  not  rely  much  on  the  case  they 
could  establish,  and  a  little  delay  might 
have  supplied  the  means  of  exaggeration. 
The  more  he  heard  of  the  procession,  the 
more  he  was  convinced  that  there  was 
nothing  in  it  which  brought  it  within  the 
purview  of  the  act  passed  against  such  as 
had  a  religious  or  political  tendency.  *  It 
coiild  only  be  called  a  greeting  given  by 
the  different  trades  of  the  metropolis  of 
Ireland  to  the  representative  of  their 
sovereign,  who,  they  thought,  was  disposed 
to  act  upon  principles  that  would  benefit 
their  common  country.  If,  as  was  possi- 
ble, there  were  some  matters  of  difference 
— if  one  or  two  objectionable  emblems  or 
banners  were  displayed,  some  persons  as- 
serting that  they  saw  them,  and  others 
that  they  did  not — he  was  confident  that 
they  never  attracted  the  attention  nor  met 
the  eye  of  the  Lord -lieutenant.  Sure  he 
was  that  nothing  was  intended  on  any 
side  which  could  produce  a  line  of  de- 
marcation between  different  religious  de- 
nominations, but  merely  to  add  to  the 
gaiety  and  glitter  of  the  show.  The  noble 
Lord  had  expressed  his  hope  and  belief 
that  the  Orange  lodges  would  not  meet 
and  walk  in  procession  on  the  12th  of 
July ;  but  laying  as  much  stress  as  he 
did  upon  the  loyalty  of  those  bodies,*  it 
would  hare  been  more  consiateot  if  ht* 
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bad  attributed  their  abetineoce  to  a  wish 
to  obey  the  law,  than  to  a  dispoeition  to 
take  a  hint  or  adopt  advice*  He  (Lord 
Morpeth)  was,  however,  too  grateful  for 
the  result  to  quarrel  with  the  motives  from 
which  it  proceeded.  The  noble  Lord  had 
made  an  attack  upon  Ministers  on  the 
ground  that  the  appointments,  particularly 
the  legal  appointments  of  Ireland,  had 
proceeded  from  the  immediate  inspiration 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin.  That  point  had  been  already 
touched  on  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, and  he  believed  that  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  said  had  com- 
mended itself  to  the  approbation  of  the 
House.  On  the  fitness  of  those  appoint- 
ments he  was  always  ready  to  bear  his 
share  of  the  responsibility.  On  the  gene- 
ral question  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  this  Government,  like  every  other 
intrusted  with  the  conduct  of  human 
Affairs,  did  not  repudiate  any  support  con- 
stitutionally, fairly,  and  openly  given ;  on 
the  other  hand,  it  courted  no  aid  except- 
ing on  the  ground  that  its  measures  were 
calculated  to  promote  the  happiness  and 
welfare  of  the  country.  No  improper 
measure  and  no  unworthy  concession 
should  ever  be  produced  or  made  by  Mi- 
nisters for  the  sake  of  gaining  a  temporary 
advantage.  Their  object  would  be  to  ad- 
minister the  law  in  a  kindly  spirit,  but 
above  all  to  administer  it  impartially. 
•  Sir  Robert  Bateson  said,  that  as  having 
been  one  of  those  who  had  signed  one  of 
the  requisitions  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made,  and  as  possessing  a  very  consider- 
able property  in  the  country  from  which 
this  petition  emanated,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  indulge  him  with  their  atten- 
tion whilst  he  made  a  few  observations  : 
The  cause  of  the  meeting  in  question  was 
simply  this — that  a  great  many  of  the 
Protestants  of  the  county  (and  by  the 
word  Protestant  he  did  not  confine  him- 
self to  those  persons  who  professed  to 
be  members  of  the  Established  Church 
merely),  a  great  many  Protestants  who 
protested  against  the  fallacy  of  the  Church 
of  Rome,  felt  themselves  aggrieved ;  they 
felt  that  even-handed  justice  was  not 
dealt  out  CO  them — that  their  enemies 
were  promoted  before  them — that  their 
liberties  and  constitutional  freedom  were 
at  stake,  and  ihey  met  constitutionally  to 
protect  themselves.  With  regard  to  the 
observations .  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  S»  Crawford),  who  had  ad- 


dressed the  House,  he  begged,  trith  all 
deference,  to  differ  from  him.  That  hon^ 
Gentleman  had  stated  in  the  first  place 
that  the  petition  was  not  that  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  Down,  as  it  was  only  signed 
by  the  High  Sheriff*.  He  then  asked  why 
that  petition  was  not  signed  by  all  the 
paities  present  at  the  meeting?  Now  his 
(Sir  Robert  Bateson's)  answer  was,  and 
the  fact  must  be  obvious  to  the  House, 
that  as  the  meeting  was  composed  of 
50,000  persons,  it  was  impossible,  in  the 
month  of  October,  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  business  of  the  day,  and  when  men 
had  come,  many  of  them  twenty  miles,  to 
attend  the  meeting,  to  effect  this.  It  was 
therefore  agreed  upon  as  the  opinion  of 
the  great  mass  of  those  who  attended, 
that  the  High  Sheriff  should  sign  the  pe- 
tition in  the  name  of  the  meeting,  as  their 
organ,  and  in  his  opinion  (Sir  Robert  Bate- 
son's) the  proceeding  was  legal  and  con- 
stitutional. Several  taunts  and  insinu- 
ations had  been  thrown  out  against  his 
noble  Friend,  the  late  High  Sheriff  of  the 
county,  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin.  But  with  due  deference,  he 
begged  to  tell  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, that  the  character  of  his  noble 
Friend  was  too  well  known  to  be  in 
danger  of  being  damaged  by  any  assertions 
about  his  Orangeism,  his  packing  juries, 
his  denial  of  Roman  Catholic  rights,  and 
privileges,  and  justice,  or  sanctioning  out- 
rages. All  these  charges  would  fall  harm- 
less on  his  noble  Friend,  as  other  calum- 
nies equally  vile  and  false  had  done  upon 
those  who  did  their  duty  to  their  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  said,  this 
petition  did  not  speak  the  sentiments  of 
the  Protestants  of  Down,  for  that  200 
persons,  including  eight  or  ten  Magistrates, 
had  declined  signing  the  petition.  He 
gave  him  credit  for  the  fact  as .  far  as  it 
went.  The  hon.  Member  had  stated,  too, 
that  the  people  were  driven  into  the  town 
by  their  landlords,  as  they  were  at  the 
time  of  elections.  This  was  the  first  time 
he  had  ever  heard  of  such  a  circumstance 
ever  taking  place  at  elections :  it  might 
perhaps  happen  at  Dundalk,  but  not  in 
Down,  certainly.  On  the  contrary  he 
would  declare,  that  no  exertion  whatever 
which  could  have  been  made  would  have 
prevented  the  people  from  coming  forward, 
even  from  a  distance  of  twenty-five  miles. 
Thf  y  came  forward  as  free  and  unbiassed 
persons  to  give  their  opinions  On  the 
stote  of  affairs  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
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Tbera  never  had  been  more  decofum  pie* 
served  at  any  meeting.  He  believed 
thai  not  a  blow  was  struck  in  the  whole 
course  of  the  proceedings.  He  defied  any 
hon.  Member  to  prove  that  any  charge 
was  brought  forward  of  assault  at  the 
subsequent  Petty  Sessions.  He  had 
heardi  indeed^  that  party  feuds  had  been 
excited  by  this  meeting,  but  he  did  not 
believe  it.  The  Protestants  met  quietly, 
and  they  met  the  Roman  Catholic  with 
the  same  good-will  as  they  had  ever  done 
on  the  following  day;  not  an  Orange 
riband  or  symbol  was  there  displayed. 
The  people  came  there  as  peaceable  loyal 
SttlMects  to  express  their  opinion  openly 
ana  constitutionally.  If  the  meeting  were 
an  illegal  one,  why  did  not  the  Magistrates 
treat  it  as  such  ?  With  reference  to  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  who,  in 
speaking  of  the  Dublin  procession,  at- 
tempted to  draw  a  distinction  between 
religious  and  other  meetings^  be  thought 
it  was  hardly  possible  to  deny  that  the 
procession  in  question  had  a  religions 
character.  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Di^in  attended  the  reform 
meeting  at  the  Cora  Exchange,  be  prO"* 
claimed  his  orders  that  persons  should  go 
to  the  chapels,  and  that  the  people  should 
be  warned  to  attend  the  meeting.  Places 
of  worship  then  were  made  use  of  to  collect 
the  meetmg.  What  would  be  said  if  the 
Protestants  had  gone  to  the  Presbyterian 
and  other  places  of  worship  to  do  the 
same  thing  ?  Again  that  procession  was 
accompanied  by  party  flags,  and  be  de- 
clared that  he  bad  seen  at  least  twenty 
green  flags^  and  in  his  opinion  there  were 
none  but  green  flags  there.  Perhaps  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Castlereagb)  would 
have  been  more  correct  in  saving  that  the 
green  flag  was  the  symbol  of  i^ellion  at 
Vinegar  Hill  than  of  the  persons  who 
went  to  Bantry  Bay  to  welcome  the 
French.    In  his  opinion  it  was  almost  im- 

Eossible  for  the  Lord^ieutenant  not  to 
ave  seen  those  flags  if  he  did  not  shut 
his  eyes,  seeing  that  they  were  displayed 
during  a  march  of  two  or  three  miles. 
The  procession  had  a  national  band  too, 
for  whom  the  castle  band  was  compelled 
to  stop,  while  this  national  band  played 
under  the  castle  windows.  Some  blame 
had  been  cast  on  the  former  Lord-lieu- 
tenant because  a  flag  had  been  exhibited 
at  the  theatre,  but  how  could  the  Earl  of 
Haddington  have  prevented  that?     He 
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had  aeea  the  prooesaion  which  wocorn^ 
panied  that  noble  Lord  from  Dublin  to 
the  aea-side,  at  which  ninety-nine  oat  of 
100  of  the  respectability,  of  the  rank,  and 
intelligence  of  the  city  of  Dublin  weiB 
congregated.  Considering  the  talents  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
and  also  that  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen« 
tleman  was  an  Irishman,  he  would  say  he 
would  much  sooner  see  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  filling  the  office  of  his 
Majesty's  Attorney-General  for  Ireland 
than  being,  as  he  was  now,  **  Master  of  the 
puppets."  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  then  be  open  to  the  opinions  of  the 
country,  and  it  would  not,  in  such  a  sitn* 
ation,  be.  in  his  power  to  go  beyond  the 
law.  The  situation  of  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  unexampled ;  for  he 
had  the  whole  power  of  the  country  in  his 
hands.  With  respect  to  the  subject  of 
education,  the  noble  Lord  had  sneered 
at  some  Members,  as  if  they  had  been 
guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  principle  upon 
this  point.  He  did  not  know  to  whom 
the  noble  Lord  alluded,  but  this  he  would 
say,  that  his  opinions  on  the  subject  had 
never  changed,  no  matter  upon  what  side 
of  the  House  the  noble  Lord  might  sit. 

Mr.  SharmoH  Crawfordf  in  ejiplanation» 
denied  that  the  petition  waa  from  the 
county  of  Down.  There  waa  a  protest 
entered  into  against  the  meeting,  which 
was  published  in  the  papers  on  the  very 
same  day  that  the  resolutions  agreed  to  at 
the  meeting  were  published. 

Mr.  Ronayne  wished  to  notice  this  one 
fact — that  at  this  meeting  it  was  not  at* 
tempted  to  propound  one  smgle  resolution 
in  support  of  Tithes  as  they  at  present 
stood.  He  took  the  opportunity  of  giving 
his  unqualified  contradiction  to  the  state* 
ment  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  R.  Bateson) — namely,  that  in  the 
Castle-yard-  the  band  had  been  stopped  in 
order  that  an  opportunity  might  be  given 
of  making  the  display  alluded  to.  He  was 
an  eye-witness  upon  the  occasion,  and  be 
could  give  a  most  distinct  contradiction  to 
the  statement. 

The  debate  was  adjourned. 


Ennis  Election  Committbx.]  Sir 
Robert  Heron,  as  Chairman  of  the  Ennis 
Election  Committee,  said,  that  he  had 
been  directed  by  the  Committee  to  report 
to  the  House,  that  the  Committee  had  met 
that  morning,  but  in  consequence  of  ibe 
absence  of  General  Palmerp  one  of  the 
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memh&n  of  the  Committee,  they  had  been 
obliged  to  adjoarn  their  proceedings  until 
to-morrow.  The  hon.  Baronet  added  that 
they  had  endearonred  to  find  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  but  were  unable  to  do  so. 
It  was  ordered  that  General  Palmer  do 
attend  to-monow. 

Ipswich  Electiok.]  Mr.  Patrick  Af. 
Stewart  brought  up  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  upon  the  subject  of 
the  rpswich  Election.  He  was  directed 
by  the  Committee,  to  inform  (the  House 
that  the  Committee  had,  after  due  consi- 
deration, come  to  the  following  Resolu- 
tions:— 

"That  the  Resolutions  of  the  14th  of  April 
be  rescinded. 

''That  Robert  Adam  Dundas,  Esq.,  and 
Fitxroy  Kelly,  Esq.,  are  not  duly  elected,  and 
ought  not  to  have  been  returned  to  serve  in  the 
present  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Ipswich. 

''  That  the  petition  of  Robert  Ransom  and 
others  does  not  appear  to  have  been  frivolous 
or  vexatious. 

''  That  the  opposition  to  the  said  petition 
does  appear  to  be  frivolous  and  vexatious. 

**  That  Mr.  John  Brown  and  others  had  been 
struck  off  the  roll,  it  having  been  proved  that 
.they  were  not  entitled  to  vote. 

'<  That  Robert  Adam  Dundas  and  Fitaroy 
Kellyy  Esqrs.y  were,  by  their  friends  end 
agents,  gnilty  of  bribery  and  corruption  at  the 
late  election  for  the  borough  of  Ipswich;  and 
that  Arthur  Robert  Co6ke,  J.  B.  Dasent,  John 
Pilgrim,  and  others  were  guilty  of  bribery  at 
the  said  election. 

"  That  J.  B.  Dasent^  A.  R.  Cooke,  R.  B. 
Chnnp,  and  John  Pilgrim,  were  guilty  of 
absconding,  (to  avoid  being!  served  with  the 
Speaker's  warrant ;  and  that  J.  £.  Sparrow  and 
John  Clipperton,  the  avowed  agents  of  the 
sitting  Members,  and  F.  O'Mally,  Esq.,  one  of 
the  Counsel  employed  by  the  sitting  Members, 
aided  and  abetted  them  in  keeping  out  of 
the  way  to  avoid  giving  evidence  before  this 
Committee. 

**  That  the  said  John  Pilgrim  having  at 
length  been  served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant, 
was  prevented  attending  on  this  Committee  by 
being  arrested  on  a  charge  of  embezzlement 
by  Messrs  Sewell.  and  Blake,  under  very 
suspicious  circumstances. 

'*Tbat  the  conduct  of  the  Magistrates, 
Samuel  Bignold,  Esq.  and  E.  Temple  Booth, 
£sq.,  before  whom  he  was  charged,  appears 
to  this  Committee  to  be  a  breach  of  the  pri« 
vileges  of  the  House.'' 

The  hon.  Member  then  said,  that  he 
had  been  further  directed  by  the  Commit* 
tee  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  peculiar  hardship  under  which  some  of 
the  voters,  who  had  been  struck  off  the 
poU-bookSy  laboured.  The  Committee  had  | 


divided  the  TOCers  itmck  off  into  three 
different  classes,  according  to  the  circum^ 
Stances  of  each  case.  The  total  number 
struck  off  was  2h  Of  these,  13  were 
voters  whom  the  Committee  had  resolved 
should  be  struck  off,  because  they  had  not 
been  duly  registered  upon  the  poll-books. 
He  was  directed  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  hardship  to  which  these 
thirteen  were  exposed  in  consequence  of  the 
resolution  come  to  by  the  House  in  June, 
1833.  From  that  resolution  the  Commit- 
tee had  no  choice  left  but  to  strike  those 
votes  off  the  roll ;  and  the  consequence 
would  be,  that  those  voters,  for  no  fault  of 
their  own,  would  be  unregistered  as  well 
as  struck  off  the  roll. 

Mr.  Oisbome  suggested  to  his  boo. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Lancaster,  that  it 
might  perhans  be  right  that  he  should 
state,  what  further  steps  he  meant  to  take 
in  regard  to  the  representation  of  Ipswich? 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart  said,  tnat  the 
question  was  easily  answered.  He  meant 
to  move  that  a  new  Writ  be  issued  for 
the  election  of  Representatives  for  that 
Borough. 

Mr.  Oisbome  then  said,  that  a  case, 
which  he  believed  to  be  analogous  to  the 
present,  bad  occurred  in  1827 — ^he  meant 
that  of  Penryn,  in  which  Mr.  Leigh  Keck, 
who  was  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
who  sat  upon  that  election,  reported  tliat 
John  Stanbury,  having  been  summonedHo 
attend  to  give  evidence  before  the  Com-* 
mittee,  had  not  attended,  and  that  it  ap-» 
peared  he  had  absconded,  and  he  there-* 
fore  moved  that  John  Stanbury  be  taken 
into  custody,  and  that  the  Speaker  do 
issue  his  warrant  to  that  effect.  He  eug« 
gested  that,  in  the  present  case,  the  same 
course  should  be  pursued  by  ihe  House 
that  had  been  pursued  in  the  case  of  Pen- 
ryn. With  respect  to  one  class  of  the 
offenders — he  meant  those  who  had  ab^ 
sconded  in  order  that  they  might  not  be 
called  upon  to  give  their  evidence  before 
the  Committee-*-the  difference  between  the 
case  of  Penryn  and  the  present  case  was, 
extremely  slight.  The  only  difference  waa 
that  in  the  Penryn  case,  John  Stanbury 
had  been  served  with  the  Speaker's  war** 
rant,  and  had  afterwards  absconded ;  but 
in  the  case  now  under  consideration,  J.  B. 
Dasent,  A.R.  Cooke,  R.  B.  Clamp,  and 
John  Pilgrim  had  been  guilty,  as  appeared 
from  the  Report  made  by  the  Committee, 
of  having  absconded  in  o.-der  to  avoid  be* 
ing  served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant.— r 
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He  did  not  suppose  that  the  House  woald 
eonsider  that  the  offence  committed  by 
the  offenders  in  the  present  case  was  less 
than  that  committed  by  Stan  bury.  It 
would  not  be  considered  a  less  offence  to 
have  successfully  avoided  the  Speaker's 
warranty  than  to  have  absconded  afler 
having  been  served  with  it.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend,  that 
he  ought  at  once  to  move  that  J.  B. 
Dasent,  A.  R.  Cooke,  and  R.  B.  Clamp 
should  immediately  be  taken  into  custody. 
With  regard  to  John  Pilgrim  it  seemed 
that  he  had  since  appeared  before  the 
Committee  and  had  given  evidence.  He 
might,  therefore,  be  said  to  have  purged 
himself  in  some  degree  from  the  effect  of 
his  previous  fault.  He  should  therefore 
suggest,  that  at  present  only  J.  B.  Dasent, 
A.  B.  Cooke,  and  R.  B.  Clamp,  should  in 
the  meantime  be  taken  into  custody. — 
There  were  other  parties  who  were  also 
implicated  by  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
which  they  had  heard  read.  The  Report 
stated,  **  That  the  conduct  of  the  Magis- 
trates, Samuel  Bignold,  Esq.,  and  E. 
Temple  Booth,  Esq.,  appears  to  this  Com- 
mittee to  be  a  breach  of  the  privilege  of 
the  House."  He  was  aware  that  there  was 
a  difference  between  these  parties  and  the 
parties  of  whom  he  had  formerly  spoken ; 
still  he  thought  that  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  in  regard  to  these  Magistrates 
rendered  it  indispensable  to  bring  them  to 
the  bar  of  the  House,  in  order  that  they 
might  meet  the  charge  brought  against 
them  by  the  Committee.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lancaster,  in  his  capacity  of 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  would  con- 
sider it  his  duty  to  move,  that  the  Magis- 
trates, Samuel  Bignold,  Esq.  and  £•  T. 
Booth,  Esq.  be  taken  into  custody,  or  that 
some  independent  Member  wouldf  take  the 
case  up,  if  his  hon.  Friend  thought  fit  to 
decline  doing  so,  [Cries  of  *'  Move,'*] — 
If  his  hon.  Friend  declined  moving  in  the 
matter,  he  (Mr.  Gisbome)  should  certainly 
consider  it  his  duty  to  move  **  That 
Samuel  Bignold,  Esq.,  and  £.  T.  Booth, 
Esq.  be  also  taken  into  custody."  There 
were  other  parties  who  were  implicated  in 
this  matter.  The  Committee  reported  in 
regard  to  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake,  that 
^'  John  Pilgrim  having  at  length  been 
served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant,  had 
been  prevented  from  attending  on  the 
Committee,  by  being  arrested  on  a  charge 
of  embenlement  by  tbeae  parties,  under 


very  suspicious  circumstances."  H  r  dM 
not  think  that  in  respect  to  Messrs.  Sewell 
and  Blake,  the  charge  brought  against 
them  was  sufficiently  explicit  and  distinct 
to  warrant  their  being  taken  into  custody ; 
but  he  should  consider  it  his  duty  also  to 
move  that  they  be  summoned  to  attend  at 
the  Bar  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Patrick  Af.  Steioard  was  not  sure 
that  it  properly  devolved  upon  him,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  to  mak^  the 
Motion  alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  fhe 
Member  for  Derbyshire.  He  had  no  in- 
structions from  the  Committee  regarding 
any  Motion  for  the  arrest  of  the  witnesses. 
He  would,  therefore,  for  the  present,  simply 
move,  "  That  the  Minutes  of  the  Evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House."  Having  brought 
the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House, 
he  would  rather  leave  it  to  his  hon.  Friend 
to  make  the  Motion  which  he  had  proposed 
if  he  thought  proper  to  do  so;  and  he 
would  leave  it  to  the  House  to  consider 
whether  the  Motion  should  be  acceded  to. 
With  regard  to  the  proposition  of  bis 
hon.  Friend,  that  the  conduct  of  the  Ma- 
gistrates should  be  taken  into  consideration 
be  thought  it  a  little  premature. 

Mr.  Gisbome  said,  that  he  should  also 
move  that  P.  F.  O'Mally,  J.  E.  Sparrow, 
and  John  Clipperton,  who  bad  aided  and 
abetted  the  witnesses  in  keeping  out  of 
the  way,  should  also  be  taken  into 
custody. 

Mr.  Roebuck  begged  to  ask  why  the  hon. 
Member  had  omitted  the  sitting  Members, 
who  had  been  reported  as  being  guilty, 
through  their  agents,  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption. 

Mr.  Gisborne  wished  strictly  to  follow 
the  course  adopted  in  former  cases  of  the 
same  kind.  The  hon.  Member  would  find 
that  in  all  former  cases,  where  Members 
were  placed  under  similar  circumstances 
with  Messrs.  Kelly  and  Dundas,  the  House 
had  always  postponed  any  proceeding 
against  them  until  after  the  minutes  of 
evidence  were  before  the  House. 

The  Speaker  having  read  the  Motion 
from  the  Chair,  *'That  the  Minutes  of 
Evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.'* 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelhum  said,  that  he  rb^e 
to  second  the  Motion  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derbyshire.  He  thoutshl  the 
present  a  case  well  worthy  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Harvey   said,  that  the  Question 
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whidi  the  House  bad  to  consider  at  present 
was  aim  ply  9  that  the  evidence  taken  before 
.the  Comrotttee  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  Bouse,  and  with  a  view  to  guide  the 
Houae  as  to  any  ulterior  proceedings  which 
it  might  be  considered  proper  to  take — if 
it  shooid  so  happen  that  after  feeing  the 
evidence,  the  House  should  consider  ul- 
terior measures  necessary.  It  was  not, 
therefore,  his  intention  to  give  any  opinion 
upon  the  merits  of  the  case  at  present. — 
But  his  purpose  in  rising  was  to  ask  a 
Question  in  strict  connexion  with  the 
Motion  before  them.  It  appeared  that 
one  of  the  sitting  Members  had  appeared 
before  the  Committee,  and  made  several 
statemeats  containing  strong  views  of  the 
Question  before  the  Committee,  and  that 
the  hoQ.  and  learned  Grentleman  had  ap- 
pealed for  the  veracity  of  what  he  said  to 
bis  honour  as  a  gentleman,  and  a  profes- 
sional roan.  It  bad  been  stated  that  there 
were  correct  short-band  notes  of  that 
statement.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Harvey)  thought 
that  it  would  be  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
bpn.  and  learned  Gentleman,  aod  that  it 
would  likewise  guide  the  House  in  coming 
lo^a  proper  judgment  npon  the  subject,  if 
this  statement  was  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  along  with  the  evidence.  He 
thought  it  would  be  but  an  act  of  fairness 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  if  he  was 
allowed  the  benefit  of  his  address. 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart  was  not  aware 
that  there  was  any  precedent  for  such  a 
course,  but  he  would  leave  the  subject  to 
the  sense  of  the  House. 

Mr.  O'Dwyer  asked,  if  there  was  a 
report  of  the  speech  ? 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stewart  said,  that  there 
was  no  authorized  report. 

Mr.  G'Dwyer  said,  that  if  it  was  con- 
sistent with  the  rules  of  the  House,  he 
would  beg  leave  to  move  as  an  Amend* 
ment,  that  there  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  the  minutes  of  all  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee,  and 
also  a  transcript  of  all  statements  and 
legal  arguments  made  use  of  by  Mr. 
Kelly. 

Mr.  RohmMmi  believed,  that  there  was 
no   instance  of  any  statement  made  by 


Counsel  being  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  iSAet/  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  whether  he  intended 
to  continue  Messrs.  Bignold  and  Booth  in 
the  Magistracy  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
pay,  that  as  the  guilt  of  the  Magistrates 
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depended  on  the  evidence,  he  could  no^ 
determine  until  he  had  seen  that. 

The  Attorney^General  reminded  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  that  the  Ma- 
gistrates in  question  were  not  appointed 
by  the  King,  but  by  the  Corporation  of 
Norwich,  in  virtue  of  their  office. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  it  would  be 
but  justice  to  suspend  all  discussion  upon 
the  case  until  after  the  evidence  and  the 
minutes  of  the  proceedings  were  before 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Derby- 
shire proposed  to  deprive  the  persons 
mentioned  in  this  Report  of  their  liberty, 
without  any  evidence  being  before  the 
House.  He  would  suggest,  that  they  ought 
not  to  prejudge  the  case  by  such  a  course 
of  proceeding.  The  hon.  Member  ought, 
either  then,  or  on  some  future  occasion,  to 
give  notice  of  the  Motion  which  it  was  his 
intention  to  make.  In  his  opinion  the 
House  ought  not  to  exercise  its  authority 
in  ordering  these  persons  into  custody 
without  due  consideration.  The  case  of 
Stanbury,  which  had  been  alluded  to  was 
different  from  the  present.  Stanbury  had 
been  served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant  to  at- 
tend ,  and  had  afterwards  absconded.  S  urely 
the  House  would  not  say,  that  the  witnesses 
in  the  present  case,  who  had  never  been 
served  with  the  warrant,  were  upon  the 
same  footing  with  a  person  who  had  been 
served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant,  and 
who  had  absconded  in  order  that  he  might 
not  be  forced  to  obey  it.  At  least  before 
the  House  came  to  a  resolution  which 
involved  the  loss  of  liberty  to  the  persons 
implicated,  it  ought  to  have  some  evidence 
before  it  to  show  under  what  circumstances 
the  aet  of  absconding  had  taken  place. 
Was  it  certain  that  avoiding  a  Speaker's 
warrant  was  punishable?  All  that  he 
asked  was,  that  the  House  would  give 
time  for  the  consideration  of  the  subject, 
and  that  it  should  not  act  upon  the  Report 
of  any  Committee,  but  upon  evidence 
before  it  as  to  the  guilt  of  parties,  and 
the  degree  of  punishment  to  which  they 
should  be  subjected. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  when 
he  had  formerly  said,  that  they  ought  to 
take  triore  time  to  consider  the  matter,  he 
did  not  mean  that  observation  to  apply  to 
the  case  of  the  witnesses.  He  thought 
that  the  practice  had  always  been,  where 
a  Committee  had  made  a  Report  incul- 
pating parties,  that  the  House  immediately 
ordered  them  into  custody,  lest  they  should 
abscond.     He  thought  the  House  bad  % 
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right  to  compel  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses, and  order  them  into  custody  if 
they  did  not  attend. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  misunderstood  his  meaning. 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
House  had  a  right  to  compel  the  attend- 
ance of  witnesses ;  but  what  he  doubted 
was,  whether  these  persons  could  be  con- 
sidered in  the  character  of  witnesses,  never 
having  been  served  with  a  summons. 
They  ought  to  remember  that  these  persons 
had  left  the  country  before  they  had  been 
served  with  a  warrant,  which  they  might 
perhaps  be  entitled  to  do.  Let  it  be  ad> 
mitted  that  these  persons  did  abscond, 
surely  the  general  principle  of  law  should 
prevail  in  tliis  case.  He  was  satisfied  that 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney-General  was  in  unison  with  his 
own  as  to  the  law  of  the  case,  namely, 
that  in  the  case  of  a  man — not  summoned 
but  against  whom  there  was  a  strong  pre- 
sumption, that  he  had  absconded  to  avoid 
being  summoned,  that  the  Courts  of  Law 
would  not  order  him  into  custody. 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart  wished  merely 
to  state,  that  it  came  out  in  the  conrse  of 
the  evidence,  that  the  persons  alluded  to 
absconded  to  avoid  being  summoned  to 
attend  before  the  Committee. '  They  had 
met  previously  together  at  Ipswich,  and 
resolved  at  the  suggestion  of  some  of  the 
agents,  not  to  attend  any  inquiry  that 
might  take  place  in  that  House  respecting 
the  election.  This  came  out  in  evidence ; 
and  he  left  it  to  the  House  to  form  its 
judgment  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Blackstone  was  anxious  to  set  the 
House  right  on  one  point.  The  persons 
who  had  been  alluded  to  had  left  the 
country  before  any  petition  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  complaining  of  the 
election. 

The  Attorney- General  thought y  that  the 
House  should  consider  these  persons  to 
have  placed  themselves  in  the  situation  of 
having  been  already  summoned.  The 
Committee  had  reported,  that  they  were 
of  opinion,  that  these  persons  had  ab- 
sconded to  avoid  having  the  Speaker's 
warrant  served  on  them.  It  was  obvious 
that  these  persons  must  have  known  that 
they  were  to  be  summoned  before  the 
Committee.  They  must  have  known  that 
they  were  material  witnesses — they  must 
have  known  that  their  evidence  was  of  im- 
portance in  enabling  the  Committee  to 
arrive  at  a  conclusion;  it  was,  therefore, 


their  duty  not  to  have  absconded.    Whh 
respect    to  what    had  fallen    from    the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  would  onlyobeerray 
that  that  House  was  not  aecustomed  to 
adhere  to  the  mere  technical  rules  ^  law 
which  were  enforced  by  the  Courts  of 
King'^s  Bench  and   Common  Pleas.    In 
these  Courts,  in  the  case  of  a  witness  not 
appearing,  and  before  proceedings  could 
be  taken,  it  would  be  necessary  to  show 
that  a  copy  of  the  subpoena  had  been 
served  on  him,  and  also  that  the  original 
had  been  shown  him  at  the  same  time. 
The  House,  however,  had  never  deemed 
it  necessary  to  adhere  to  these  technical 
forms.     If  the   House  saw  clearly  that 
there  was  a  deliberate  attempt  to  defeat 
justice,  and  to  prevent  the  investigation 
before  the  Committee,  the  House  ought,  ia 
his  opinion,  to  pursue  the  course  suggested 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Derby* 
shire.     He  allowed  that  it  was  a  great 
stretch  of  power  to  take  a  person  into 
custody  who  had  not  been  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  who  had  not  even  been  served 
with  a  summons  to  go  before  the  Election 
Committee ;  yet  good  reason  for  so  doing 
had  been  shown  in  this  oase,  and  the 
House  was  fully  justified  in  acting  on  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.    He  admittsd 
that  It  might  appear  the  more  regular  and 
equitable  mode  of  proceeding,  to  summon 
these  parties  to  appear  and  show  why  they 
had  left  the  country  to  avoid  the  Speaker's 
warrant ;  but  this  was  a  very  strong  case, 
and   had  been  fully  proved.      He  was 
clearly  of  opinion,  that  persons  keepmg 
out  of  the  way  to  avoid  the  service  of  the 
Speaker*8  warrant  were  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House.     He  could 
not  see  any  substantive  distinction  between 
a  person  having  the  Speaker's  warrant  in 
his  hand,  and  getting  out  of  the  way  to 
avoid  it,  knowing  that  it  would  be  put 
into  his  hand.  He  was  therefore  of  opinion, 
that  although  it  might  be  acting  on  a 
strong  prrnciple  to  take  a  person  into 
custody  who  had  not  been  heard,  and  that 
it  might  appear  more  regular  to  summon 
him,  still  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,   they  were  justified  in  taking  the 
parties  into  custody  at  once.    The  case  of 
Stanbury  went  the  full  length  of  justifying 
the    course  recommended    by  the    noa. 
Member  for  Derbyshire. 

Sir  William  Follett  could  not  but  ob- 
serve, that  the  subject  under  discussion 
had  no  immediate  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion then  before  the  House.    The  qnestion 
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was  whether  the  minutes  of  evidence  taken 
faefbre  the  Committee  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  die  Honse.  It  was  not  for 
the  House  then  to  say  that  those  persons 
had  been  gailtv  of  a  breach  of  privilege ; 
indeed,  he  hardly  thought  this  could  pos- 
sibly be  done  until  they  were  enabled  to 
form  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  by  having 
had  the  evidence  laid  before  them.  It 
might  be,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  stated,  that  certain  persons,  whose 
evidence  was  material  to  tne  inquiry,  had 
been  together,  and  had  entered  into  an 
agreement  together  to  abscond  and  avoid 
the  service  of  the  process  of  the  House. 
It  might  be  right  for  the  House  to  proceed 
according  to  the  mode  recommended,  al- 
thougli,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  stated,  the  Courts  of  Law  would  not 
do  so.  It  might  be  a  very  strong  case,  as 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  stated, 
but  he  would  ask  whether  it  was  not  a 
very  harsh  and  severe  proceeding  to  order 
persons  to  be  taken  into  custody  without 
hearing  anything  of  the  evidence  against 
them,  and  without  hearing  anything  they 
might  say  in  their  defence.  He  was  called 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire, 
to  agree  to  order  these  persons  to  be  taken 
into  custody  upon  the  presumption  of 
proving  what  is  alleged  to  have  been  proved 
before  the  Committee,  namely,  that  they 
went  abroad  to  avoid  being  summoned 
before  the  Committee.  In  justice  to  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  not  proceed  to  such  an  ex- 
treme case  until  they  were  made  acquainted 
.with  the  grounds  on  which  the  Committee 
had  come  to  the  conclusious  which  had 
just  been  reported.  If  after  the  minutes 
of  evidence  bad  been  printed,  such  a  case 
existed  as  had  been  stated  by  his  hon.  and 
Learned  Friend,  it  might  then  be  the  pro* 
per  time  for  the  House  to  pursue  the 
course  now  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derbyshire.  Surely  they  were  not  to 
proceed  to  order  the  arrest  of  those  per- 
sons, and  commit  them  to  prison,  without 
looking  to  the  evidence,  or  without  bear- 
ing anything  that  the  parties  mieht  have 
to  say  m  their  defence.  The  Special  Com- 
mittee, appointed  to  inquire  into  contested 
elections  had,  by  Acts  of  Parliament,  cer- 
tain powers  delegated  to  them,  but  as  far 
as  the  privileges  of  the  House  were  con- 
cerned, they  had  no  power  to  act.  The 
Committee  were  empowered  to  report  on 
certam  facts,  and  their  decision  was  final 
an  these  points,  and  the  House  unifbrmly 


acted  upon  it ;  they  did  not,  however,  de- 
legate to  the  Committee  such  authority  as 
to  consider  their  decisions  final  on  special 
circumstances  attending  cases.  He  would 
appeal  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
whether  his  opinion  was  not  correct  on 
this  point.  He  did  not  say  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  right  in  the  statement  he 
had  made ;  he  did  not  say  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  was  not  right  in 
the  opinion  they  had  given  ou  it ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  a  Select  Committee 
of  that  House  was  just  as  likely  to  fall  into 
error,  as  the  same  number  o^  other  per- 
sons.  He,  therefore,  did  not  think  that 
the  House  was  bound  by  any  conclusions 
to  which  such  a  Committee  might  come, 
but  that  the  evidence  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table,  and  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Members,  before  they  came  to  a  decision. 
If  it  should  appear  from  the  evidence  laid 
before  them,  that  a  breach  of  privilege 
had  been  committed,  he  would  agree  that 
the  proposition  now  made  should  be  en- 
fbrced,  and  the  privilege  of  that  House 
vindicated.  With  respect  to  the  prece- 
dents alluded  to  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, he  would  only  say  a  few  words.  He 
did  not  know  of  any  other  case  that  could 
be  quoted  as  a  precedent  than  that  of 
Stanbury,  and  this  did  not  altogether  ap- 
ply to  the  present  case.  The  want  of  suffi- 
cient precedents  was  ample  reason,  in  his 
mind,  why  thev  should  not  proceed  pre- 
maturely. Indeed,  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  case  of  Stanbury,  until  it  .was  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire,  but 
it  differed  from  the  case  before  the  House 
in  this  most  important  point,  namely,  that 
the  Speaker's  warrant  bad  been  served  on 
Stanbury,  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  also  issued  his  summons,  and 
yet  he  did  not  appear,  while  in  the  present 
case  there  was  no  evidence  that  the  Speak- 
er's summons  had  been  issued.  It  did 
appear  to  him  a  very  different  thing  for  a 
man  to  be  served  with  the  Speaker's  war- 
rant and  to  disobey  that  warrant,  and  for 
one  not  to  be  served  with  it  at  all.  In  the 
former  case  the  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee, knowing  that  he  had  issued  the  war- 
rant, and  that  the  party  had  refhsed  to 
obey  it,  might  have  stated  these  facts  to 
the  House,  which  might  have  been  inclined 
to  look  for  no  further  authority  than  the 
statement  of  the  Chairman,  that  the  party 
had  refused  to  obey  the  warrant.  But  he 
could  not  agree  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  that  the  House  ought  to  act  on  the 
X2 
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presumption  that  these  persons  absconded 
because  they  knew  their  evidence  was  of 
importance.  Surely  a  man  was  not  always 
bound  to  live  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  hard 
to  deprive  him  of  his  liberty  on  the  ground 
that  he  had  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House,  because  he  did  not 
answer  a  summons  which  he  might  not 
know  had  been  issued.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, that  the  Minutes  of  the  Evidence 
should  be  printed,  and  then  the  House 
might  be  enabled  to  form  a  judgment  on 
this  part  of  the  case,  and  afterwards  to  de- 
cide upon  it;  and  then  they  might  deter- 
mine what  ulterior  measures  they  might 
pursue,  either  to  institute  a  prosecution  by 
the  Attorney  Greneral,  or  to  maintain  their 
privileges  in  any  other  way  that  might 
seem  most  suitable  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case. 

Mr.  O^Connell  could  not  help  remark- 
ing on  the  inconvenience  attending  the 
present  proceeding,  namely,  debating  one 
question  when  another  was  before  the 
House.  The  Question  before  the  House 
was,  whether  the  Minutes  of  Evidence 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table,  and  they  were 
all  agreed  on  that  point.  He  would  sug- 
gest that  that  Motion  should  be  put,  as 
well  as  that  for  printing  the  Evidence,  and 
then  they  could  put  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire.  The  Motion 
had  been  generally  misunderstood.  The 
question  was,  not  that  certain  persons 
should  be  taken  into  custody  for  the  pur- 
poses of  punishment,  but  that  they  should 
be  arrested,  so  that  they  would  be  amena- 
ble for  punishment  should  they  be  found 
to  deserve  it.  The  House  had  presump- 
tive evidence  sufficient  to  warrant  them  in 
pursuing  the  latter  course.  If  the  parties 
were  arrested,  then  they  would  be  amena- 
ble to  justice,  and  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  defending  themselves  against  the 
Report  of  the  Committee ;  and  should  the 
allegations  adduced  against  them  appear 
unfounded,  of  course  they  would  be  dis- 
charged. The  Committee  had  jurisdiction 
in  this  matter,  and  after  hearing  evidence 
they  concluded  that  those  persons  had  wil- 
fully kept  away  to  prevent  the  service  of 
the  Speaker's  warrant.  They  were  better 
judges  than  the  House  could  be  of  this 
fact,  and  it  would  be  casting  a  reflection 
on  the  Committee  if  they  did  not  admit 
the  allegations  in  the  Report.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  talked  of  the 
yalue  of  personal  liberty — undoubtedly  it 


was  of  g^eat  importance — but  there  was- 
another  thingof  higher  importance,namely«- 
taking  care  that  those  who  chose  the 
guardians  of  the  liberties  of  the  people 
were  not  corrupted ;  if  they  were,  there 
was  an  end  of  liberty.  Let  them  not  ap- 
pear to  throw  even  a  shade  of  doubt  on 
the  Committee,  by  agreeing  to  delay  th^ 
matter. 

Mr.  WUks  thought  that  as  the  House 
would  be  inclined  to  visit  with  special  in- 
dignation those  who  tampered  with  the 
integrity  of  electors,  and  were  guilty 
of  bribery,  they  should  be  anxious  to  pro- 
ceed with  caution  and  hesitation.  He 
thought  the  enormity  of  the  charge  brought 
against  the  persons  named  in  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  was  a  sufficient  reason 
for  pausing  before  they  resorted  to  strong 
measures.  He  was  satisfied,  if  they  acted 
upon  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin,  that  they  would  es- 
tablish a  dangerous  precedent.  He  said, 
that  in  ordering  these  persons  to  be  taken 
into  custody,  they  only  did  so  to  see  whe- 
ther they  had  or  had  not  been  guilty  of 
an  offence.  The  House  had  never  hitherto 
acted  on  this  principle,  and  he  trusted  that, 
it  never  would.  He  thought  the  precedent 
quoted  did  not  hold  good  in  the  present 
case.  He  suggested  that  further  proceed- 
ings should  be  postponed,  until  the  evi* 
dence  was  printed  and  in  the  hands  of 
Members. 

Lord  John  Russell  rose  to  suggest,  that 
they  should  postpone  the  debate  on  this 
subject  until  to-morrow.  He  thought  that 
in  all  cases  of  this  kind,  they  should  have 
precedents  before  them ;  and  if  they  post- 
poned the  matter  for  a  short  time,  they 
would  have  all  the  precedents  bearing  on 
the  case<  Since  the  subject  had  been  al- 
luded to,  he  had  found  an  analogous  case, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  others  could  be  found. 
The  case  he  alluded  to  was  that  of  Camel- 
ford;  and  in  referring  to  the  votes  of  16th 
June,  1819,  he  found  the  following  special 
report :  "  That  Wm.  HalleU  and  others 
did  corruptly  endeavour  to  procure  the 
return  of  two  persons  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment for  the  said  borough  of  Camelford ; 
and  that  the  said  Wm.  Hallett  has  wilfully 
absconded,  in  order  to  avoid  being  sum- 
moned to  give  evidence  before  this  Com-^ 
mittee.  Whereupon  this  person  was  or- 
dered to  be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant-at-arms.*'  He  thought  this  was 
a  case  in  point,  but  he  trusted  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  insist  on  their  coming  to 
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a  vote  on  the  question  to-Dight,  but  would 
consent  to  postpone  it  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Harvey  had  been  informed,  that  no 
other  candidate  had  made  a  speech  before 
the  Committee  besides  Mr.  Kelly ;  he  had 
also  found  that  the  speech  was  taken  down 
by  the  same  short-hand  writer  as  took  the 
evidence.  If  the  House  did  not  afford  Mr. 
Kelly  the  advantage  of  laying  his  speech 
before  the  House,  he  trusted  that  it  would 
not  be  hereafter  referred  to  with  the  view 
of  adducing  charges  against  him. 

The  Attomey-Oeneral  was  satisfied  that 
it  would  be  an  extremely  bad  precedent  to 
print  the  speeches  of  counsel.  If  they  did 
80  on  one  side,  of  course  they  must  also 
do  so  on  the  other. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  evidence  was  also  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  Gisbome  rose  to  make  the  Motion 
of  which  he  had  given  notice;  but  if  it 
seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  House  that 
it  should  be  postponed,  he  would  consent 
to  do  so,  although  he  did  not  see  what  ad- 
vantage would  be  gained  by  pursuing  such 
a  course.  He  was  surprised  at  the  nature  of 
the  arguments  adduced  on  the  other  side. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  had  spoken  as  if  he  had 
moved  that  thepersonsnamed  in  theReport 
should  be  sent  to  Newgate,  or  be  subject- 
ed to  very  severe  punishment ;  but  all  that 
he  proposed  was,  that  they  should  be  taken 
into  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant-at-arms 
to  answer  for  the  conduct  imputed  to  them 
by  the  Special  Committee.  The  course  he 
proposed  was  not  unusual,  for  all  accused 
persons,  let  the  tribunal  be  what  it  might, 
were  taken  into  custody  before  they  were 
put  on  their  defence.  In  the  first  place, 
they  took  possession  of  the  person  against 
whom  the  charge  was  brought,  and  he  was 
brought  into  court.  He  denied  that  the 
precedents  were  all  on  the  other  side.  How 
loud  and  eloquent  he  had  heard  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  speak  in  favour  of  precedent, 
and  yet  he  had  disregarded  it  in  the  pre- 
sent case.  The  Select  Committee,  in  per- 
formance of  their  duty,  had  made  a  report, 
and  in  it  had  alleged  that  these  parties  had 
been  guilty  of  bribery.  The  evidence  on 
which  this  report  had  been  founded  had 
been  heard  vivd  voce  by  the  Committee, 
and  surely  they  were  enabled  to  form  some- 
thing like  a  judgment  on  its  merits.  He 
was  satisfied  that  the  Committee  who  heard 
the  evidence  were  much  better  able  to  form 
a  just  and  correct  opinion  on  the  subject 
tliaa  persons  who  merely  read  the  evidence. 


He  thought,  if  they  did  not  agree  to  the 
course  he  proposed,  which  was  conform- 
Me  to  former  precedents,  they  would 
establish  a  dangerous  exception ;  at  the 
same  time,  if  he  saw  it  was  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House,  he  would  postpone 
his  Motion ;  but  he  did  not  see  any  neces- 
sity for  so  doing.  He  concluded  with 
moving,  '<  That  A.  B.  Cooke,  R.  B.  Clamp, 
J.  E.  Sparrow,  J.  Clipperton,  and  F. 
O'M alley,  having  been  guilty  of  bribery  at 
the  last  Ipswich  election,  be  taken  into  the 
custody  of  the  Serjeant-at-arms."  He  did 
not  move  that  Pilgrim  or  Dasent  be  taken 
into  custody,  as  they  had  come  forward 
and  given  their  evidence. 

Sir  Samuel  WhaUey  supported  the  Mo- 
tion. He  asked  whether  hon.  Members 
would  be  in  a  better  situation  than  at  pre- 
sent to  form  an  opinion  on  the  subject  if 
they  had  the  evidence  before  them  ? 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelham  thought  the  House 
was  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Der- 
byshire, for  taking  up  the  case  in  the  way 
in  which  he  had. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  remarked,  that  bad  pre- 
cedents were  Aever  so  often  set  as  when  the 
cases  which  gave  birth  to  them  were  on 
the  unpopular  side  of  the  question ;  but  he 
for  one  would  never  shrink  from  espousing 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  cause  of  justice, 
because  his  protestation  might  be  attribut- 
ed to  a  desire  to  prevent  the  detection  and 
punishment  of  crimes.  The  House  was 
not  about  to  proceed  to  inquire  into  the 
absence  of  certain  material  witnesses,  but 
they  were,  acting  in  a  judicial  capacity, 
about  to  assume  that  those  persons  were 
guilty.  According  to  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Member 
for  Dublin),  the  process  was  not  punitive  ; 
but  had  not  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Derbyshire  expressly  asserted  their  guilt, 
and  therefore  called  for  the  Speaker's  war- 
rant to  be  issued  against  parlies,  of  all 
whose  guilt  the  House  would  declare  itself 
convinced?  He  certainly  admitted  that 
the  House  was  not  bound  by  technical 
rules  of  evidence,  but  they  were  as  much 
bound  as  any  Magistrate.  It  was  evident 
that  he  was  speaking  in  the  presence  of 
many  Gentlemen  who  thought  it  a  light 
thing  to  assume  the  guilt  of  parties  with- 
out hearing  the  evidence.  The  House, 
too,  was  about  to  inflict  this  punishment 
on  the  advice  and  opinion,  not  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  of  those  who  attended  and 
heard  the  evidence  given  before  them.  He 
believed  the  Committee  did  not  act  in  this 
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matter.  If,  then,  the  GotnmiUee  did  not 
advise  this  step,  and  declined  this  Motion, 
Bbrely,  although  it  was  said  that  those  who 
stood  bj  frequently  knew  more  of  the  mat- 
ter than  those  who  actually  en§^aged  in  it, 
he  was  ndt  unreasonable  ib  asking  for 
twenty-four  hours'  delay  to  examine  the 
grounds  on  which  this  Motion  was  made. 
He  would  admit  thdt  the  precedent  quoted 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was  of  g^re&t 
weight.  He  was  represented  by  the  hbn. 
Member  for  North  Derbyshire  as  attaching 
great  importance  to  precedeiits,  and  per- 
haps he  did ;  he  was  not  ashamed  to  say 
that  he  was  not  well  acquainted  with  these 
precedents,  nor  had  he  an  opportunity  of 
looking  for  them,  as  this  Motion  had  come 
on  without  notice.  The  precedent  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member,  however,  was  one 
that  did  not  bear  on  the  case.  If  he  had 
made  himself  master  of  his  subject,  and  had 
proved  that  the  course  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  was  borne  out  by  precedetits,  he 
might  have  been  ready  toconcur  in  the  views 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  taken,  but 
Stanbury  had  been  served  with  the  Speak- 
er's warrant,  and  this  entirely  destroyed 
the  parallel  sought  to  be  established  between 
the  two  cases.  He  wished  also  to  know  on 
what  grounds  Pilgrim  had  been  exempted 
from  this  Motion.  When  several  parties 
were  guilty,  why  should  one  be  fixed  upon 
for  punishment,  and  the  others  be  permit- 
ted to  escape  ?  The  name  of  J.  6.  Dasent, 
Esq.,  was  not  included  in  the  Motion ;  the 
original  offence  was  committed  by  seven ; 
why  did  they  select  five  ?  It  would  ap- 
pear, almost  an  arbitrary  exemption  in 
favour  of  those  two  persons,  unless  those 
persons  were  alleged  to  be  likely  to  abscond 
to  avoid  the  Speaker's  warrant,  and  no  in- 
timation of  that  nature  bad  been  made. 
He  entreated  the  House  to  pause  and  take 
twenty-four  hours  to  consider  whether  any 
of  the  parties  deserved  punishment,  or 
whether  any  of  the  parties  had  purged 
their  ofifence  by  submitting  subsequently  to 
the  authority  of  the  Committee. 

Lord  John  Russdl  moved  that  the  de- 
bate be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Wilde  said,  he  could  not 
conceive  how  an  adjudication  of  a  Com- 
mittee which  bad  acted  on  the  sanction  of 
oath — he  could   not  conceive  how, 
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acting  on  the  Report  of  such  a  Committee, 
which  was  to  the  effect  that  certain  indi- 
viduals had  been  guilty  of  ccitain  acts,«— 
could  be  called  acting  on  an  assumption 
1^ guilt;  hi ibould  rather  sajr  that  U  was 


acting  on  an  adjudication  of  guilt.  Taking 
this  view,  he  doubted  the  propriety  of 
adjourning  the  Question,  as  was  proposed; 
but  he  should  nevertheless  bow  to  the 
high  authority  of  the  noble  Lord*  The 
Committee  had  reported  that  certain 
individuals  had  absconded  to  avoid  the 
service  of  the  summons  of  that  House. 
What  did  that  imply  ?  It  was  now  said 
that  these  persons  should  hare  a  hearing ; 
to  adopt  that  course  would  be  only  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  repeating  their 
offence;  for  the  complaint  against  them 
was^  that  they  would  not  attend  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  lieard — that  they  were  absent 
by  their  own  wilful  default.  If  the  House 
was  disposed  to  pay  such  respect  to  this 
Report  as  it  usually  paid  to  the  Reports 
of  its  Select  Committees,  it  must  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  individuals  in 
question,  after  having  been  apprized  that 
they  were  about  to  be  summoned,  and 
that  their  evidence  was  considered  impor- 
tant to  the  administration  of  justice,  had 
absconded  with  a  view  to  evade  that  sum- 
mons, and  throw  an  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  the  administration  of  justice.  In  his 
opinion  the  Committee  were  quite  as  likely 
to  ascertain  the  justice  of  the  case,  con- 
sidering the  powers  with  which  they  were 
invested,  as  the  House  itself  would  be, 
were  the  individuals  brought  to  the  Bar. 
This  Committee  having  reported  that  these 
persons  had  absconded,  they  had  the 
adjudication  of  a  competent  authority  which 
was  entitled  to  credit,  and  he  thought  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  have  the 
offenders  at  once  taken  into  custody,  after 
which  the  House  might  hear  anything 
that  the  parties  might  have  to  urge  in 
extenuation  of  their  oifence.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth 
that  there  was  no  just  reason  for  excep- 
ting the  two  persons  whom  it  had  been 
proposed  not  to  proceed  against.  He  did 
not,  however^  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  circumstance  of  the 
parties  who  at  last  appeared  against  their 
will  should  excuse  their  previous  conduct. 
By  adjourning  the  discussion,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  House  was  showing  a 
tardiness  on  the  subject  that  was  BOt  €0A- 
sistent  with  sound  judgment 
Debate  adjourned. 

Eknis  Election  Committbb.]  Mft 
Palmer  explained  the  cause  of  his  absence 
since  last  Friday  from  the  Ennis  Com* 

mitt^^  of  which  he  ii  «  Member»     )U 
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suted  ihtit  his  absence  proceeded  from  his 
haviog  erroDeously  understood  that  the 
Commitiee  could  not  meet  till  the  House 
re-assembled. 

The  hon.  Member  having  been  sworn  to 
the  above  statement,  he  was  excused. 

Enlistment  op  Ssam£n.]  Sir  James 
Crraham  said,  he  wished,  on  the  Motion 
for  going  into  a  Committee  on  the  Seamen's 
Enlistment  Bill^  to  put  a  question  to  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  relative 
to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  committal 
of  the  Seamen's  Enlistment  Bill;  and  per- 
haps the  House  would  pardon  him,  if  in 
domg  so,  he  stated  some  of  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  subject.  The 
House  would  remember  that  in  the 
course  of  the  last  Session  of  the 
former  Parliament,  the  hon.  Member 
for  ShefSeld  (Mr.  Buckingham)  moved  a 
Resolution  relative  to  Impressment.  He, 
having  at  that  time  the  honour  of  being 
one  ofhis  Majesty's conEdential  servants, 
considered  it  his  duty  to  resist  the  reso- 
lution moved  by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  in 
resisting  it  he  announced,  on  the  part  of 
bis  Majesty's  Ministers,  that  a  Measure 
was  in  their  contemplation,  which  he 
hoped  would  supersede  the  necessity  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion.  In  re- 
demption of  the  pledge  he  had  given  as 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  he,  in  the 
commencement  of  the  present  Session, 
and  in  his  individual  capacity  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  having  no  longer  any 
connexion  with  the  Government,  brought 
forward  a  Measure,  the  principle  of  which 
was,  first  a  statutory  recognition  of  his 
Majesty's  prerogative  of  Impressment  in 
case  of  a  declaration  of  war ;  and  secondly, 
the  extension  of  the  principle  that  before 
recourse  was  had  to  compulsory  means  of 
manning  the  Navy,  it  should  be  tried 
whether  voluntary  enlistment,  could  not 
be  induced  by  offering  particular  encou- 
ragement to  the  sailor,  and  removing  many 
objections  that  had  existed  to  the  service. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  he 
understood,  agreed  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
proposition,  but  to  the  former  he  was  de- 
cidedly opposed ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
had,  therefore>  given  notice,  that  on  the 
Motion  for  this  evening,  that  the  House 
should  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on 
the  Seamen's  Enlistment  Bill,  be  should 
move  that  it  be  an  instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  omit  from  the  Bill  every 

poit  of  the  same  which  might  be  iotended 


to  give  legal  power    and    authority,    by 
statutory  enactment,  for  the  exercise  of 
forcible  impressment  towards  any  class  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances he  felt,  that  as  an  individual 
Member  of  that  House,  he  was  justified 
in  asking  his  noble  Friend  to  state  what 
was  the  decision  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
with  respect  to  the  notice  which  had  been 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield. 
If  his  Majesty's   Ministers  should  be  of 
opinion  that  on  the  whole  it  would  be 
inexpedient  that  there  should  be  a  statu- 
tory recognition  of  the  high  prerogative  of 
the    Crown  to  enforce  impressments,   or 
that    the    inducements  proposed   in   the 
Bill,  as  an  encouragement  to  voluntary 
enlistment,  would  be  too  expensive  to  the 
country — and  expensive  he  admitted  they 
would  be — then,  as  an  individual  Member 
of  that  House,  he  thought  he  should   best 
discharge  his   duty  by  relinquishing  the 
Bill,  and  giving  it  in  charge  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  to  deal  with  it  on   their 
responsibility  as  they  might  think  fit.    He 
now  proposed  to  fix  a  day — he  would  say 
this  day  se'nnight — for  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill,  and  in  the  interim  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  might  determine  what 
alterations  they  would  recommend.      The 
Bill  would  be  committed  pro  formd,  to 
allow  of  the  suggested  alterations  being 
printed,  and  the  House  would  then   con- 
sider whether  the  alterations  were  such  as 
it  could  approve.     He  thought  it  much 
more  advantageous  that  the  Bill  should  be 
carried  forward  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  King's  servants,  than  that  he  should 
proceed    with    a  Measure  against    their 
opinion.    He    hoped    that  under    those 
circumstances     the     hon.    Member    for 
Shefiiield  would  allow  him  to  postpone  his 
Motion  to  the  day  he  had  mentioned. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  would  an^ 
swer  as  clearly  as  he  could  the  question 
put  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  The  Bill 
to  which  he  had  alluded  had  two  objects; 
one  to  maintain  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  with  regard  to  impressment,  and 
the  other  to  encourage  voluntary  enlist* 
ment.  Now,  in  these  two  objects  he  was 
disposed  to  concur.  The  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  ^ith  respect  to 
the  instruction  to  the  Committee,  he 
should  feel  it  is  duty  to  resist.  Having 
explained  so  far,  he  had  to  state  further, 
that  after  consulting  with  his  Colleagues, 
the  first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  the 

Chancellor  of  the  Excbequert  on  the  sub<< 


^3       EnUsiment  of  Seamen.       {COMMONS}  CkmUy  Cormers. 


AQLI 
D9Nr 


ject^  it  was  their  opinion  that  the  Bill- 
ought  to  be  considerably  altered,  and  if  it 
were  pressed  into  Committee  to-night  they 
should  feel  themselve  called  on  to  press  their 
alterations.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  Measure  had  better  be  postponed. 
When  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  stated 
what  alterations  they  had  to  recommend, 
bis  right  hon.  Friend  would  decide 
whether  the  Bill  still  accorded  with  his 
original  views,  and  if  it  did,  he  would 
probably  continue  to  take  charge  of  it. 
Mr.  Buckingham  m6^  that  having  been 

E^rsonally  appealed  to  by  the  right  hon. 
aronet.  Sir  James  Graham,  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  had  stated  the  case  of  the 
Bills  and  the  ducussions  to  which  they 
had  given  rise,  with  great  fairness  and 
fidelity  ;  and  he  concurred  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  entirely  in  the  opinion 
that  both  these  Bills  were  of  such  public 
importance  that  they  ought  to  be  under- 
taken by  the  Government  rather  than  left 
in  the  hands  of  any  individual;  at  the  same 
time  he  must  say,U]at  he  had  hoped  to  have 
heard  from  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Home  Department,  a  different 
opinion  from  that  which  he  had  just  ad- 
vanced in  favour  of  a  satisfactory  recog- 
nition of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to 
enforce  the  impressment  of  Seamen. — 
He  had  hoped  that  his  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment  would  have  been  content  to  have 
let  the  prerogative  remain  as  it  was,  a 
power  existing  in  name  only,  but  never  to 
be  carried  into  execution,  and  to  be  per- 
mitted to  expire  or  die  a  natural  death  by 
process  of  time  alone,  in  common  with  the 
other  feudal  privileges  that  have  already 
so  become  extinct.  For  himself,  he  must 
say,  that  his  objections  to  impressment 
continued  as  strong  as  ever,  and  though  it 
would  give  him  great  pain  to  do  anything 
which  might  have  the  appearance  of  ob- 
struction to  the  proceedings  of  the  present 
Government,  he  was  bound  in  honour  to 
say,  that  if  they  should  retain  in  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  when  it  came 
before  the  House  again,  the  objectionable 
clauses  which  went  to  enact  or  give  statu- 
tory recognition  to  the  power  of  iir\4)re89- 
meiit  as  a  just,  and  lawful,  and  undoubted 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  oppose  it,  and  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  Question. — 
He  should  readily  consent  to  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Bill  for  the  period  named, 
to  enable  the  Grovernment  to  make  such 
alterations  in  it  as  they  might  think  de- 


sirable, but  if  these  alteratioos  did  not  ia- 
clude  the  striking  out  from  the  Bill  all 
those  parts  of  it  which  either  recognized 
the  power  of  impressment  as  legal,  or  au- 
thorized it  by  positive  enactment,  it  would 
be  as  objectionable  in  his  eyes  as  ever, 
and  after  this  fair  and  public  warning,  he 
hoped  that  he  should  not  have  any  want 
of  fairness  imputed  to  him,  if  he  then 
gave,  as  he  should  feel  himself  bound  to 
give,  his  most  strenuous  opposition  to  such 
a  Bill  passing  into  a  law. 
Committee  postponed. 

County  Coroners.]  Mr.  Cripps 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  County 
Coroners'  Bill. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  postpone  the 
Committee,  in  order  to  allow  tim€  for  the 
consideration  of  several  alterations  which 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  propose,  on 
the  subject  of  County-rates.  These  al- 
terations could  not  be  taken  into  consi- 
deration till  after  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  subject  had  been 
laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Blackbume  had  a  great  objection 
to  one  Clause  of  the  Bill.  The  Clause  to 
which  he  alluded  would  disfranchise  the 
whole  of  the  freeholders  of  counties  who 
were  not  possessed  of  freeholds  to  the 
amount  of  40s.,  and  would  give  to  all 
those  who  were  now  the  electors  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  in  counties,  the  right 
which  formerly  belonged  to  the  entire  body 
of  the  freeholders.  On  what  principle 
was  it,  that  without  giving  them  a  bearing 
— without  notice  even,  these  freeholders 
should  be  deprived  of  the  right  they  pos- 
sessed of  voting  for  Coroners  ?  The  pre- 
amble of  the  Bill  stated,  that  whereas  such 
elections  were  made  with  much  riot  and 
confusion,  and  were  attended  with  great 
and  unnecessary  expense.  Now  he 
doubted  not  they  were  attended  with  un- 
necessary expense  ;  but  he  never  in  all  his 
experience  knew  of  any  riotinir  at  elections 
for  Coroners.  It  should  be  known  that  by 
this  Clause  the  50/.  tenants- at-will  would 
be  brought  into  play.  Coroners  in  coun- 
ties were  the  persons  to  whom  the  poor 
looked  for  protection,  and  it  was  most  un- 
just to  deprive  them  of  the  franchise,  and 
transfer  it  to  another  class.  But  there  had 
been  great  and  unnecessary  expenses, 
forsooth,  at  the  elections.  Whose  fault 
was  that  ?    Was  it  not  the  fault  of  the 
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candidates  tbemaelves?  The  very  indi- 
viduals who  bad  incmred  the  gp-eat  and 
annecessary  expense,  would  make  it  ap- 
pear that  they  had  not  sufficient  remunera- 
tioo,  and  by  this  Bill  proposed  to  increase 
tbe  rate  of  mileage.  He  therefore  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months. 

Sir  George  Strickland,  notwithstanding 
tbe  warmth  and  zeal  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,  must  give  his 
cordial  support  to  the  general  and  leading 
principles  of  so  useful  and  wise  a  measure. 
The  objection  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Blackburne)  might 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  Committee. 
Besides  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
stated  the  principles  of  the  Bill  fairly.  He 
had  omitted  to  state  the  abuses  of  the 
present  system.  In  the  county  of  York, 
m  particular,  the  office  of  Coroner  had 
become  a  property,  and  it  was  there  a 
saying  that  a  Coroner  was  returned  by  one 
or  two  persons.  No  man  would  be  more 
ready  than  himself  to  endeavour  to  avoid 
the  disfranchisement  of  those  persons 
alluded  to,  but  he  really  thought  that 
Clause  was  a  subject  for  consideration  in 
Committee.  With  regard  to  the  ninepence  a 
mile  that  had  been  mentioned,  he  believed 
that  the  fair  construction  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  which  gave  that  amount  for 
travelling  expenses  would  make  it  amount 
to  the  same  as  it  was  now  proposed  to 
make  it.  The  ninepence  a  mile  having 
been  considered  to  be  ninepence  to  a  place 
and  from  a  place,  and  the  present  Bill 
only  expressed  what  the  previous  Act 
intended.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  this  neceflsary  measure  had  now  been 
before  it  for  no  less  a  term  than  five  years. 

The  Solicitor'General  said,  that  the  last 
day  of  the  last  session  a  Bill  similar  to  the 
present  bad  been  thrown  out  of  that  House 
after  having  passed  the  House  of  Lords, 
in  consequence  of  some  amendments 
having  been  made.  With  regard  to  the 
clahse  which  might  be  considered  harsh  in 
its  operation,  namely,  that  which  dis- 
franchised the  poorer  freehold  voters,  it 
might  be  easily  altered  in  Committee,  and 
he  for  one  would  concur  in  such  alteration. 
The  present  Bill  for  the  first  time  gave  the 
power  to  a  Coroner  of  registration  of  M 
those  who  came  to  an  untimely  end ;  to 
order  the  opening  of  a  body  when  consi- 
dered necessary ;  and  authorise  the  pay- 
ment of  a  medical  man  for  the  purpose. 
The  Coast  of  the  Coroner  was  also  to  be 


an  open  Court,  as  had  been  provided  by 
the  Bill  of  last  session.  He  trusted  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  with- 
draw his  amendment. 

Mr.  JerviSj  while  he  adopted  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  thought  that  some 
amendments  might  be  necessary.  He 
thought  that  the  office  of  Coroner  should 
be  more  open  to  competition,  and  not  left, 
as  at  present,  to  bie  occupied  only  by 
medical  men  and  lawyers.  It  was  also 
important  to  the  country  at  targe  that  the 
Coroner's  Court  should  be  an  open  Court, 
for  which  reason  he  should  give  the  Bill 
his  support.  He  should,  however,  oppose 
in  the  Committee  that  Clause  which  pro- 
posed the  disfranchisement  of  the  lower 
class  of  freeholders,  in  regard  of  voting  at 
the  election  for  Coroner. 

Mr.  Blackburne  consented  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  reserving  to  himself  the 
right  of  opposing  any  obnoxious  clauses 
in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Wakley  c'onsidered  the  Bill  a  com- 
pound of  good  and  evil^  and  although  he 
was  disposed  to  give  it  his  support  in  its 
present  stage,  it  still  required  great  altera- 
tion in  the  Committee.  The  g^eat  advan- 
tage which  it  would  confer  was  said  to  be, 
that  it  declared  the  Coroner's  Court  to  be 
hereafter  an  open  Court.  Now,  how  did 
it  provide  for  that?  Why  thus—"  And  be 
it  enacted,  that  every  inquest  to  be  held 
before  any  Coroner  upon  the  body  of  any 
person  shall  be  deemed  to  be  an  open 
Court,  and  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses, 
and  the  charge  a; id  direction  of  the 
Coroner,  shall  be  delivered  in,  and  all  the 
proceedings  shall  be  carried  on  in  open 
Court;  but  nothing^ herein  contained  shall 
extend,  or  be  construed  to  extend/to  limit 
or  control  the  power  and  authority  of  the 
Coroner  to  preserve  order  in  the  said 
Court,  when  in  the  judgment  of  the  said 
Coroner  the  ends  of  public  justice  may 
require  the  exclusion  of  such  persons  from 
the  said  Court.  ["  Read  on,  read  on/*] 
**  Provided,*'  the  Bill  went  on  to  say, 
"  that  in  all  cases  where  the  Coroner  shall 
make  use  of  such  authority,  he  shall,  as 
soon  as  may  be  after  such  exclusion,  im- 
port the  same  to  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
his  Majesty's  Court  of  King's  Bench,  and 
also  to  his  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  together  with 
a  statement  of  the  circumstances  which 
induced  the  said  Coroner  to  require  such 
exclusion,  and  provided  that  the  Coroner 
shall  transmit  to  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
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of  the  King's  Beach  and  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  an 
acoount  of  the  circumktaoees  of  the  case 
which  demanded  exclusion/'  But  by 
that  provision,  the  mischief  might  be  done, 
and  then,  the  means  of  redress  were  out 
of  reach.  He  was  inclined^  however,  to 
believe  that  there  was  so  much  8:ood  in 
the  Bill  that  they  ought  to  allow  it  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  But  it  was  impossible 
that  the  Bill  should  ever  pass,  giving  as  it 
did  only  to  the  persons  who  had  the  right 
of  voting  for  the  election  of  Knights  of  the 
Shire,  Uie  right  of  electing  a  Coroner.  He 
knew  many  cases  in  which  the  one  quali- 
fication no  way  implied  the  possession  of 
the  other ;  and  where,  if  the  parties  were 
not  roistered  for  the  borough  election  by 
the  Bill  now  proposed,  they  would  be  dis« 
fraochised;  now  that  could  not  be  the 
intention  of  any  hon.  Member.  He  there- 
fore trusted  that  before  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward  in  Committee,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Cripps)  would  see  the  pro- 
priety of  making  such  alteration  in  it,  as 
would  have  the  effect  of  introducing  those 
voters  into  it  which  were  admitted  before. 
The  Bill  did  not,  he  would  observe,  mul- 
tiply the  Coroners,  it  only  authorised  the 
Magistrates  to  divide  the  county,  in  such 
a  manner  as  would  best  promote  the  ends 
of  justice;  such  a  power  they  ought  to 
have ;  and  he  was  glad  the  Bill  gave  it 
to  them*  The  hon.  Member  would,  he 
trusted,  make  the  alteration  which  had 
been  suggested  to  him. 

The  Attorney  Genera/ said,  he  felt  him- 
self responsible  for  that  particular  clause 
as  it  now  stood,  having  been  induced  so 
to  draw  it  up  as,  if  possible,  at  once  to 
secure  the  important  object  of  publicity, 
and  obviate  the  objections  to  that  prin- 
ciple which  seemed  to  be  felt  in  another 
place.  When  duly  considered,  he  had  no 
doubt  it  would  receive  the  approbation  of 
that  House  and  the  puUic.  The  Coroner's 
Court  was  now  considered  by  many  per- 
sons an  open  Court,  but  by  others  it  was 
asserted  that  tlie  Coroner  might  capri^ 
ciouslyi  without  assigning  any  reason 
whatever,  turn  out  those  who  attended 
for  the  public  press,  or  who  were  anxious 
to  see  that  justice  was  properly  adminis- 
tered, and  sit  with  shut  doors.  Now,  this 
Btll  declared  that  the  Coroner's  Court 
was  an  open  Court,  where  the  justice  of 
thecountry  should  be  administeied  openly 
before  the  country.    At  the  same  time  it 
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(the  Attorney  General)  thought  he  ought 
to  possess,  of  ordering  certain  individualB 
in  certain  cases  to  withdraw*  For  in- 
stance, on  an  inquisition  for  murder  it  was 
quite  possible  that  the  guilty  person  might 
be  present,  and  after  hearing  the  evidence 
he  might  abscond.  But  this  power  was 
to  be  enjoyed  under  great  jesponsibilities. 
Immediately  afterwards,  the  Coroner  was 
bound  to  transmit  a  statement  to  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  King's  Bench 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  of  what  had  transpired,  and 
the  reasons  which  had  induced  him  to 
clear  the  Court.  His  conduct  might  be 
publicly  canvassed,  and  if  he  acted  capri- 
ciously or  from  corrupt  motives  in  any 
case,  he  would  be  amenable  to  the  ordi- 
nary Courts  of  justice,  or  at  the  bar  of 
that  House*  He  thought  the  clause  was 
the  object  which  those  who  maintained 
the  opinion  that  the  Coroner's  was  an  open 
Court  had  in  view,  and  he  trusted  the 
Bill  would  experience  no  interruption  in 
the  present  instance,  but  would  be  suffered 
to  go  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  where  it  might  be  more  conve- 
niently, and  at  leisure,  examined  in  detail. 

Mr.  Pease  declared,  if  the  disfranchise- 
ment clause  were  not  abandoned,  he 
should  vote  against  the  Bill  on  the  third 
reading. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  Bill  read 
a  second  time* 

Counsel  roR  Prisoners.]  Mr. 
Ewart  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Counsel  for  Prisoners'  Bill. 

Mr.  Goring  said,  that  the  measure  was 
the  result  of  a  mistaken  humanity,  and 
would  neither  benefit  the  prisoner  nor  the 
public.  It  was  unnecessary  inasmuch  as 
the  judge  was  the  Prisoner's  Counsel,  and 
it  would  be  mischievous,  causing  conten- 
tions among  the  counsel,  and  delaying  the 
business  of  the  Courts.  He  objected 
particularly  to  the  clause  which  allowed 
an  Attorney  to  plead  as  counsel.  Consi- 
dering the  Bill  to  be  quite  unnecessary, 
he  would  move  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months. 

Sir  George  Siriokland  supported  the 
Bill,  and  must  say,  that  he  thought  that 
the  speech  of  the  late  Attorney^Greneral 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hunt- 
ingdon ill  favour  of  it,  was  quite  con« 
vincing  and  unanswerable.  The  existing 
law  was  a  remnant  of  feudal   severity* 
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merelj  from  the  general  feat  of  ianova- 

tiOD. 

Mr.  HoraoB  Twi$$  said,  that  having  for 
many  years  past  taken  an  anxious  interest 
on  the  subject,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  state  those  reasons 
which  he  thought  gave  great  weight 
to  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  the 
Measure.  They  had  heard  that  evening, 
a  specimen  of  most  of  the  arguments^ 
nsuaily  advanced  as  a  defence  of  the 
existing  system ;  in  the  first  place^  there 
was  the  old  argument  of  the  Judges  being 
the  Prisoner's  Counsel,  and  that  the  Bill 
would  deprive  the  prisoner  of  that  existing 
advocacy:  that  presumed  in  the  first 
placci  that  the  Judge  had  the  opportunity 
of  hearing  all  the  evidence,  which  were 
he  the  Ck>unsel  for  the  prisoner,  he  would 
have  the  means  of  knowing,  and  then 
that  he  would  know  accurately  what 
points  of  that  evidence  bore  upon  the 
merits  of  his  case.  Now,  if  that  were 
S0|  not  only  would  there  be  no  necessity 
for  the  speech  of  the  Counsel  for  the 
prosecution,  but,  in  civil  cases,  no 
necessity  for  Counsel  on  either  side,  as 
the  evidence  would  come  out  passage  by 
passage,  and  the  Judge  would  have 
nothing  to  do  but  to  decide  on  its  applica- 
tion, and  then,  without  any  contest,  there 
would  be  an  end  of  the  matter.  But  how 
was  the  Judge  to  know  what  was  the 
point  intended  to  be  relied  upon  by  either 
of  the  parties  ?  He  had  no  brief  upon  the 
matter,  the  only  brief  which  he  got  was 
the  deposition,  which  was  in  fact  the 
brief  of  the  prosecutor.  But  then  it  was 
said,  that  the  Judge  would  hold  the  pro- 
secutor's brief,  as  the  Prisoner's  Counsel, 
while  the  only  brief  he  held  was  the  depo- 
sitions taken  before  the  Magistrate  which 
in  many  cases  were  ex-parte  against  the 
client.  But  if  the  Judge  did  his  duty,  his 
own  mind  was  necessarily  occupied  during 
the  trial  with  something  different  from  the 
defence  of  his  client.  It  must  be  recollec- 
ted that  during  a  criminal  trial  thi^ 
processes  were  going  on.  The  Counsel 
for  the  prosecution  was  endeavouring  to 
make  die  evidence  bear  on  the  guilt  of  the 
prisoner ;  the  Counsel  for  the  prisoner  was 
endeavouring  to  make  the  evidence  bear 
on  his  innocence ;  but  neither  of  those 
processes  ought  to  be  going  on  in  the 
mind  of  the  Judge,  who  ought  to  be  con- 
sidering in  what  way  the  law  bore  upon 
the  factSi^nd  what  was  the  balance  of  the 
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fil  his  duty  to  the  public  and  to  the  prisoner 
at  the  same  time,  if  he  were  considered  the 
Prisoner's  Counsel.  To  shew  the  absurdity 
of  supposing  that  the  Judge  was  the 
Prisoner's  Counsel,  it  was  merely  neces- 
sary to  advert  to  the  frequent  phrase  that 
"  the  Judge  summed  up  for  a  conviction/' 
What !  sum  up  against  his  own  client  7 
He  was  the  counsel  for  the  prisoner,  and 
he  went  to  the  jury,  and  with  a  strong 
and  impressive  speech,  tried  to  induce 
them  to  find  his  own  client  guilty ;  that 
was  a  great  absurdity  surely,  and  rested 
with  the  existing  system.  The  only 
judicial  operation  which  that  House 
performed,  was,  upon  Election  Committees, 
and  at  one  time  ttiere  were  nominees  ad- 
mitted who  were  at  once  Judges  and 
parties  in  the  case,  but  there  was  so  much 
nardship,  and  injury  connected  with 
that  system,  that  it  was  done  away  on 
that  account.  It  was  sometimes  said, 
that  if  the  Bill  passed,  there  would  be 
great  heat-^that  the  Counsel  would  be 
extremely  ambitious  to  shew  themselves 
off;  he  admitted  that  some  feeling 
of  that  kind  might  exist,  but  then 
it  was  the  case  at  present,  and  the  Coun- 
sel, having  no  legitimate  opportunity  for 
their  observations,  were  continually  en- 
deavouring to  get  in,  not  one  speech,  but 
two  or  three  speeches,  under  the  shadow 
of  a  question,  and  the  Counsel  for  the 
prosecution,  generally  insistiog,  often  very 
strictly,  upon  the  observance  of  the  rule, 
what  with  the  struggles  on  the  one  side  to 
make  a  speech,  ana  on  the  Other  side,  to 
prevent  it,  that  very  heat  was  generated 
which  was  apprehended  from  granting 
permission  to  deliver  a  regular  speech,  and 
in  civil  cases  there  was  none  of  that  heat  pro- 
duced which  was  so  much  dreaded,  though 
each  party  had  often  much  to  gain  or  lose: 
was  it  then  much  more  likely  to  occur  in 
criminal  cases  7  In  general,  it  should  be 
observed  that,  so  far  from  there  being  a 
strong  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  prosecutor 
against  the  prisoner,  the  contrary  was  the 
fact,  as  the  prosecutor  was  almost  invaria- 
bly the  party  who  reoommended  the 
prisoner  to  mercy.  But  then  "  time  as  a 
question/'  He  (Mr.  Twiss)  did  not  think 
it  hkely  that  Counsel  would  expose  them- 
selves by  long  speeches,  to  waste  the 
time  of  the  COurt^  particularly  as  it 
was  well  known  he  would  infallibly  ex- 
pose himself  to  the  ridicule  of  the  Bar, 
and  the  dislike  of  the  JudgC)  but  if  ibey 
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Commons  say  that  the  Judge  had  time  Co 
hear  one  party,  and  not  to  hear  the  other? 
Then  it  was  said,  that  the  proposed  Mea- 
sure would  be  injurious  to  the  prisoner.  Re 
thought  that  the  prisoner  himself  would  be 
best  able  to  decide  that  by  himself,  or  with 
the  advice  of  his  Attorney.  At  present,  the 
law  allowed  Counsel  in  the  cases  of  trea- 
son, and  misdemeanor;  and  would  any 
man,  even  the  most  strenuous  opponents  of 
the  Measure,  say  that  the  law  in  those 
cases  should  be  repealed  ?  Upon  what 
principle  then  could  they  justify  the  argu- 
ment, that  though  in  civil  cases,  in  treason, 
and  in  misdemeanors,  the  prisoner  had 
Counsel,  felony  was  the  only  case  to  be 
excepted.  Did  that  require  any  line  of 
demarcation  ?  Not  at  all,  for  the  felony 
and  misdemeanor,  were  so  closely  con- 
nected that  in  many  cases  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  distinguish  between  them. 
Would  the  House  then  take  away  that  first 
right  of  man — the  being  heard,  either  by 
his  own  mouth,  or  by  his  Counsel  more 
competent  than  himself?  Look  at  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  man  might  be 
placed.  In  many  cases,  conclusions  were 
to  be  derived  from  the  recollection  of  facts 
or  from  some  contingent  circumstances. 
It  was  true,  that  when  the  facts  were  un- 
disputed nothing  was  to  be  contested ;  but 
the  prisoner  had  the  right  of  arguing  the 
point  of  law  before  his  Judge,  and  in 
many  cases  it  was  extremely  difficult  to 
put  facts  on  their  proper  footing  without 
considerable  skill  in  explanation  and 
considerable  knowledge.  Take  the  case 
of  homicide  in  an  arrest ;  a  great  deal  would 
then  turn  upon  the  legality  of  the  arrest, 
if  it  were  legal,  thedeed  would  be  murder:  if 
illegal  it  won  Id  be  reduced  to  manslaughter: 
and  that  was  wholly  matter  of  fact.  Again 
thecaseofma/tceprep«fisein  which  there  wtm 
always  great  difficulty,  and  the  Judge  had 
to  decide  the  law  upon  it.  In  almost 
all  cases  of  circumstantial  evidence,  it  was 
matter  of  fact ;  nothing  was  more  difficult 
than  to  decide  upon  the  motives  of  a  deed  ; 
and  all  that  was  matter  requiring  the  assist- 
ance of  Counsel,  and  Counsel  of  great  skill, 
to  elucidate  it  It  was  often  part  of  the  case 
of  the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution  to  prove 
a  fact  by  a  great  number  of  allegations 
whioh  carried  credibility  of  proof  with 
them ;  a  man  was  tried,  with  many  other 
persons,  for  a  murder,  committed  in  a 
general  assault ;  the  difficulty  for  the  Judge 
was  to  keep  the  proofs  separate,  and  when 
the  man  was  unaidedi  how  was  be  to 


preserve  all  the  parallel  lines  in  the 
proofs,  to  distinguish  how  much  be- 
longed to  one  and  to  another ,  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  there  might  not 
be  some  inconsistency  in  respect  to  some 
of  them;  as  it  often  happened  that  the 
defence  for  one  was  wholly  inconsistent 
with  the  defence  for  another  of  the  parties? 
And  when  the  Question  was,  •♦  Did  A  or 
B  strike  the  fatal  blow?''  How  was  the 
Judge  to  take  the  case  of  each,  although 
the  Counsel  for  each  might  do  it  ?  Let 
the  House  consider  the  case  of  a  deaf 
person  incapable  of  readily  catching  the 
evidence :  of  a  foreigner  who  could  not  duly 
appreciate  it;  of  an  invalid,  whose 
strength  of  constitution  was  not  sufficient 
to  bear  up  against  it ;  of  the  aged,  with 
their  faculties  almost  expiring;  or,  of  the 
young  whose  faculties  were  hardly  arrived 
at  maturity ;  or  of  a  woman  whose  feel- 
ings rendered  it  impossible  that  she  could 
attend  to  the  evidence.  None  of  those 
cases,  separately,  were  numerous ;  but  the 
aggregate  formed  a  large  proportion  of 
convicted  criminals:  and  yet,  to  all  of 
them  the  argument  appHed.  He  would 
imagine  the  case  of  a  full-grown  man,  in 
the  possession  of  all  his  faculties,  still  he 
might  be  a  man  of  education,  or  a  common 
lalx>urer,  and  the  conviction  or  acquittal 
might  depend  on  skill,  or  a  want  of  skill, 
and  not  on  guilt  or  innocency.  A  man 
might  be  able  to  take  notes  of  the  evidence, 
or  he  might  be  obliged  to  rely  upon  his 
memory.  In^what  sort  of  state  must  his 
recollection  be,  or  his  mind,  to  argue  with 
calmness  upon  his  own  case  even  if  he 
were  a  man  of  ordinary  judgment  ?  Even 
in  that  House  where,  theoretically,  at  least, 
all  men  were  equal,  was  it  not  well  known 
when  hon.  Members  got  up  to  speak,  what 
awe  and  difficulty  oppressed  them  which 
all  their  education  and  sense  of  equality 
did  not  overcome.  How  much  more,  then, 
in  the  case  of  a  man  in  humble  life  stand- 
ing against  a  prosecutor  with  the  aid  of 
Counsel,  with  a  crowded  audience  about 
him,  perhaps,  by  the  nature  of  the  crime, 
prejudiced  against  him,  and  the  man 
alone  in  a  part  of  the  court  whose  very 
situation — ^the  dock — puts  him  in  a  place 
of  degradation ;  with  all  that  against  him, 
let  the  House  say  if  he  were  placed  in  a 
situation  of  equality  with  the  Counsel  for 
the  prosecution,  what  chance  he  had  of 
attending  to  the  merits  of  the  case  ?  If 
he,  by  some  accident,  were  enfibled  sO  to 
do,  then  there  arose  another  class  of  ob- 
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jections  and  prejudices  not  less  violeDt 
and  dangerous :  the  feeling  was,  that  he 
must  be  an  experienced  rogue.  If  under 
the  circumstances  described,  he  was  able 
to  make  out  a  good  case,  he  must  be  an 
old  hand,  an  ancient  practitioner,  and  thus 
he  must  either  bring  out  no  case  at  all, 
or  bring  it  out  to  his  disadvantage.  In 
a  great  number  of  cases,  too,  the  fact 
alleged  came,  perhaps,  by  surprise  upon 
the  man,  and  how  was  he  then  to  make 
his  address,  and  consider  all  the  questions 
before  him?  It  was  said  that  the  inequality 
was  only  in  appearance.  He  hoped  for 
the  honour  of  his  country  it  was  so,  but 
it  was  essential  to  law  and  justice  that 
the  Judge  should  not  only  be  just,  but 
be  thought  just.  The  damage  of  the 
few  was  the  insecurity  of  the  many.  It 
would  not  do  to  pride  themselves  upon 
their  intellectual  advances,  because  every 
other  machinery  was  rapidly  improving; 
if  that  machinery,  the  machinery  of  justice, 
upon  which  the  life  and  liberty  of  men 
depended  was  left  imperfect  He  there- 
fore should  give  his  cordial  vote  for  the 
Bill.  Amendment  withdrawn. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Berbice — Ma.WALKER.]  SirCBurreU 
moved  for  a  Copy  of  the  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  December  5,  1825,  whereby  Mr. 
James  Walker,  the  late  Crown  Agent  in 
Berbice,  was  dismissed  from  his  office : 
and  also,  for  a  Copy  of  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Inquiry,  and  of  the 
examination  which  accompanied  that 
Report  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  of  State, 
under  date  the  Idth  of  August,  1825, 
whereon  the  dismissal  of  the  said  Mr. 
James  Walker  from  his  office  was  founded. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  opposed  the  Motion, 
upon  the  ground  that  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  dismissal 
of  Mr.  Walker  had  been  fully  inquired 
into  ten  years  ago ;  and  also,  because  he 
thought  the  papers  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  were  of  a  description  that  could 
not  be  produced  consistently  either  with 
decency  or  security  to  the  public  service. 

Lord  Oranvilie  Somerset  differed  from 
thp  neht  hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Lord 
Granville  Somerset)  had  read  the  whole 
of  the  papers  through  with  great  attention 
ten  years  ago,  and  he  certainly  remem- 
bered nothing  that  they  contained  that 
could  be  regarded  as  rendering  them 
unfit  to  be  produced  in  that  House*      He 


thought  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  perfectly 
justified  in  bringing  forward  the  Motion,  but 
at  the  same  time  be  regretted  that  he  had 
done  so,  because  he  saw  no  practical  good 
that  could  result  from  it. 
The  Motion  was  ultimately  withdrawn. 

British  Codsul  at  Tripoli.]  Dr. 
Bowring  rose,  pursuant  to  noiice,  to  move 
for  the  Correspondence  between  hJR  Ma- 
jesty's Consul  at  Tripoli  and  the  British 
Government,  on  the  contested  claims  to 
the  Pachalic  of  that  country ;  and  also  on 
the  claims  of  British  subjects  on  the  Go- 
vernment or  subjects  of  Tripoli.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  was  induced  to 
move  for  these  papers  in  consequence  of 
certain  representations  which  had  been 
made,  and  which  were  very  generally  be- 
lieved, not  only  in  this  country,  but  in  the 
South  of  Europe,  that  Mr.  Warrington, 
the  ^British  Consul  at  Tripoli,  had  most 
imprudently  and  most  improperly  mixed 
himself  up  with  the  contests  which  had 
recently  taken  place  for  the  Pachalic  of 
that  country.  It  was  said  that  the  Pacha 
had  complained  of  Mr.  Warrington's  con* 
duct,  and  requested  that  he  might  be 
withdrawn ;  but  that  the  application  bad 
failed  of  the  effect  for  which  it  was  in- 
tended. It  was  rumoured  further,  not 
only  that  representations  of  Mr.  Warring- 
ton's misconduct  had  been  made  by  the 
Pacha,  but  by  the  Porte,  by  the  Ambas- 
sadors of  other  Powers,  and  by  the  com- 
mercial men  residing  and  carrying  on 
business  at  Tripoli.  The  latter  were  said 
to  have  expressed  great  dissatisfaction  at 
Mr.  Warrington's  conduct.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  blame  Mn  Warrington's 
conduct,  or  to  judge  of  it ;  but  be  was 
quite  sure  that  the  House  would  look 
with  great  anxiety  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Representative  of  British  interests  in  a 
country  so  remote,  and  of  such  increasing 
importance  as  Tripoli.  It  was  upon  that 
account  that  he  wished  the  House  to  be 
put  in  possession  of  such  documents  as 
the  Government  should  think  proper  to 
produce,  in  order  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  know  what  was  actually  passing  in 
that  part  of  the  world. 

Sir  George  Orey  said,  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  accede  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Motion.  Before  it  ctuild  be 
carried  into  effect  Mr.  Warrington  must 
be  written  to,  and  the  Session  mitftt  pass 
before  an  answer  could  he  obtained  from 
Tripoli.      He  must  add,  that   a  corre* 
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spondence  had  been  begun  on  the  subiect 
with  Mr.  Warrington,  and  it  would  at 
least  be  necessary  to  wait  for  that  Qentle* 
man's  reply. 

Mr.  Scarlett  concurred  in  the  Motion 
for  the  production  of  the  Papers.  He 
thought  there  had  been  very  great  abuses 
in  Tripoli,  though  he  did  not  mean  to 
make  any  charge  against  the  British  Con- 
sul ;  but  he  conceived  that  at  some  future 
period  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  investigate  them. 

Dr.  Bowring  had  no  wish  to  call  for 
any  papers,  the  production  of  which  would 
inconvenience  the  Government. 

The  Motion  was  withdrawn. 

Reform  Act  (Scotland).]  The  Zorrf 
Advocate  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  explain  and  amend  an  Act  of  the 
2nd  and  3rd  William  4th.,  chap.  65y  to 
Amend  the  Representation  of  the  people, 
and  the  Registration  of  the  Voters  in 
Scotland ;  and  also  to  carry  into  effect 
the  recommendations  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  Session,  for  diminishing  the 
expense  of  elections  there.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would  shortly 
state  the  objects  which  he  proposed  to 
effect.  He  wished  to  put  an  end  to 
creating  votes.  The  Bill  would  put  an  end 
to  creating  such  votes  by  subdividing  pro- 
perty. That  such  attempts  should  be 
made  to  acquire  political  influence  in 
Scotland,  would  not  surprise  those  who 
remembered  the  paper  qualification  which 
existed  under  the  old  system,  but  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  pre- 
vent it  as  far  as  possible.  The 
provision  by  which  he  proposed  to  guard 
against  the  extension  of  this  practice 
under  the  new  system  of  representation 
(where  it  was  as  yet  in  embryo  only,  but 
liable  to  increase  mto  a  positive  evil)  was, 
that  there  should  be  not  more  than  two 
voters  on  any  one  joint  property  or  joint 
fbrm,  instead  of,  a  property  or  farm  being 
divided  among  a  great  number  of  holders, 
each  of  whom  had  a  vote.  This  will  be 
the  limit  to  which  the  creation  of  fictitious 
freeholds  could  now  be  carried, — in  ordi- 
nary cases  there  would  of  course,  be  but 
one  vote  to  each  farm.'  The  next  point  to 
which  he  had  directed  his  attention  was 
the  difficulty  arising  from  the  opposite 
opinions  and  decision  given  in  the  Courts 
of  Appeal  on  the  validity  of  votes,  a  cir- 
cumstance consequent  on  the  nature  of 
the  Appeal  Courts  in    Scotland.     The 


separate  Courts  of  Appeal  had  in  aona 
cases  pronounced  opposite  judgments^  and 
it  became  necessary  to  declare  the  law  on 
these  disputed  points.  Another  difficulty 
was,  that  when  a  person,  registered  on 
account  of  one  house  in  a  borough, 
quitted  it  for  another  of  the  same,  and 
even  of  greater  value,  he  lost  his  right  of 
voting,  until,  at  the  next  period  of  enrol- 
ment, he  was  able  to  qualify  fn  reapect  of 
the  new  residence — in  fact,  he  could  not 
put  in  his  claim  till  Julv,  and  the  final  ad- 
judication upon  it  could  not  take  place  till 
October.  He  proposed  that  immediately 
after  Whit  Sunday,  persons  so  situated,  if 
they  could  make  out  a  jirvmd  facte  case, 
should  be  allowed  to  be  enrolled  and  to 
vote,  thus  giving  them  the  enioyment  of 
the  franchise,  in  the  mean  tune,  before 
the  regular  period  of  registration.  An- 
other objection  to  the  existing  law  was, 
that  too  long  a  time  elapsed  between  the 
receipt  of  the  writ,  and  the  day  of  the 
election.  According  to  the  present  law, 
ten  days  at  least  must  elapse  after  receipt 
of  the  writ  by  the  Sheriff  before  the  no- 
mination could  take  place.  That  period 
could  not  be  shortened,  though  it  might 
be  extended  to  sixteen  days.  This  caused 
a  very  great  and  unnecesaary  delay ;  in 
addition  to  which  there  were  the  days  of 
polling,  and  a  further  interval  of  a  day 
before  the  declaration  of  the  election 
could  take  place.  That  created  great 
confusion  and  interruption  to  business, 
and  was  altogether  uncalled  for  in  the 
present  state  of  the  communication  all 
over  the  country,  except,  indeed,  in  some 
counties  where  the  great  distance  of  some 
parts  of  the  oounty  from  others  made  time 
necessary.  The  Bill  proposed,  that  not 
less  than  four,  and  not  more  than  ten  days 
should  elapse  between  the  receipt  of  the 
writ  and  the  day  of  election ;  which  would 
be  sufficient  in  all  ordinary  cases.  In  the 
distant  counties  composed  partly  of  islands 
more  time  would  be  allowed.  Another  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  was,  that  the  declaration 
of  the  state  of  the  poll  might,  in  all 
cases,  be  made  without  delay  itfter  the 
polling-books  were  received.  It  had  been 
a  subject  of  complaint  that  many  votes 
had  been  set  aside  in  consequence  of 
merely  clerical  errors,  though  such  votes 
were  substantially  good.  By  the  Bill,  errors 
of  a  merely  clerical  kind  in  the  statement 
of  qualification,  or  in  other  proceedings 
with  reference  to  the  votes,  were  not  to 
be  deemed  sufficient  to  vitiate  such  votes. 
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M  ttf  to  defeat  the  claims  of  die  TOtera. 
FintUy,  the  time  of  polline  was  to  be 
limited  to  one  day,  the  Sheriff  having 
power  to  increase  the  number  of  polling- 
booths,  and  the  polling  to  commence  at 
eight  in  the  mornmg,  instead  of,  as  now, 
at  nine  on  the  first  day,  and  at  eight  on 
the  second.  If,  however,  at  the  close  of 
the  poll  on  the  one  day,  any  voters  should 
remain  who,  wishing  to  vote,  had  been 
unable  to  do  so,  the  sheriff  should  have 
power  to  prolong  the  polling  until  those 
voters  should  have  polled.  He  appre- 
hended that  confining  the  polling  to  a 
single  day  would  obviate  much  of  the  in- 
convenience arising  from  the  obstacles 
which,  under  the  present  system,  were 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  voters,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that  no  valid  objection 
could  be  raised  to  the  plan  on  the  score 
of  insufficiency  of  time,  because  the  poll- 
ing-booths were  to  be  multiplied ;  and 
additional  time  was  given  where  voters 
were  present  before  the  hour  for  closing 
the  poll.  Upon  the  whole,  he  thought 
the  plan  of  limiting  the  polling  to  one 
day  presented  great  advantages ;  but, 
whether  it  were  adopted  or  not,  it  would 
enabb  the  House  to  oonsider  whether  any 
better  regulation  could  be  devised.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  BilU 
Leave  given. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
T'Atiriday,  June  11,  1835. 

MiKUTKS.]  Pctftioat  presented.  By  the  Duke  of  Rica- 
MMf  D,  Lend  WBAiOfounra,  nid  the  Bnl  of  Kinnouu 
ftorn  Mwral  PlJMM  in  ScoUvid*  ftvr  a  Gzant  of  Money  to 
provide  Church  Accoirnnodataon. — By  Lord  Brougham^ 
fhnn  Presbyterians  of  London  and  its  Vldnlty,  against 
Bueh  a  Onnt— By  the  Bishop  of  Loirooir«  ttom  Sunday 
School  Teadien  of  NewoMtlompoo-Tyna.  to  enforoe  the 
Observance  of  the  Sabboth.—By  Lord  Wbaksclifwr, 
fnm  Protestants  of  Northampton,  fbr  Protection  to  the 
Estahlkhed  Chnidu 

SAyiNOs'BANKs-^CAsa  AT  Hertford.] 
The  Marquess  of  SaUnbury  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  subject 
which  was  likely  to  excite  a  great  deal  of 
alarm  out  of  doors.  Some  time  since  he 
was  sorry  to  say.,  there  was  a  serious  defal* 
cation  in  the  funds  of  the  Savings'  Bank 
for  Hertfordshire,  in  consequence  of  a  fraud 
committed  by  an  agent  of  that  hank,  a 
clergyman.  That  person  had  drawn  con- 
siderable sums  from  the  Savings*  Bank, 
and  had  appropriated  them  to  his  own  use. 
It  seemed  to  be  ascertained  that  the  trus. 


tees  and  managers  were  liable  to  a  certain 
portion  of  the  defalcation,  about  \2fiOOL 
The  remainder  of  this  loss  must  fall  on  the 
depositors.  He  wished  to  call  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  noble  Viscount  opposite  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  law  now  stood,  and 
to  ask  him  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
bring  in  a*^  Bill  to  alter  the  law.  As  the 
law  now  stood,  no  trustee  or  manager  of  a 
Savings'  Bank  was  to  he  personally  liable 
except  for  his  own  acts,  nor  even  for  his 
own  acts  except  for  his  own  wilful  negli* 
gence  or  default.  The  law  was  liable  to 
great  objections,  as  it  might  subject  some 
innocent  trustees  and  managers  to  an  action 
if  any  defalcation  took  place ;  and  the  fear 
of  such  a  liability  would  render  many 
Gentlemen  most  anxious  to  withdraw  their 
names,  in  a  lesal  manner,  from  the  office 
of  trustees.  However,  the  clause  might  be 
ultimately  interpreted,  he  was  sure  that 
the  evil  he  had  mentioned  would  be  dreaded, 
and  would  lead  to  this  consequence.  If,  on 
the  contrary,  the  clause  was  to  be  inter* 
preted  strictly  according  to  the  letter,  he 
did  not  see  what  security  there  was  for  the 
depositor.  It  appeared  to  him  that  a  de« 
positor  placed  his  money  in  those  banks  in 
which,  on  account  of  the  names  of  the 
trusteesi,  he  had  full  confidence.  The 
powers  of  the  trustees  were  large.  Any 
two  of  them  might  draw  out  a  sum  of 
money  not  exceeding  5,000^  To  draw  out 
a  greater  sum  required  the  signatures  of 
four  trustees.  The  trustees  received  no 
remuneration  for  their  labours;  and  the 
necessary  consequence  was,  that  they  could 
not  be  called  on  to  give  security  for  the 
due  discharge  of  their  duties.  Any 
trustee  would,  however,  if  a  literal  con* 
stniction  were  put  upon  the  clause  he  had 
mentioned,  be  liable  for  such  a  loss  as 
he  had  described.  If  the  other  construct'ion 
was  put  upon  the  clause,  the  depositors 
would  be  liable  to  the  eonsequenoes  of  the 
fraud.  This  was  no  trifling  matter.  When 
the  Savinj^s'  Banks  were  first  formed^  but 
few  individuals  expected  that  the  sums  sub* 
scribed  would  amount  to  what  they  now 
were.  The  amount  now  was  equal  to  six- 
teen millions;  and  it  wasi  therefore*  a 
most  important  question^  whether  the  Go* 
vemmeht  would  think  fit  to  introduce  a 
measure  relating  to  those  Savings— the 
more  important  as  they  were  the  savings  of 
the  poorer  class  of  the  people— -or  whether 
they  should  be  left  without  any  security 
whatever.  He  was  sure  that  no  persona 
would  consent  to  remain  trustees  without 
knowing  what  was  the  amount  of  their 
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lialnUty.  The  question  a^Gscted  the  noble 
Visoount  as  well  as  himself,  for  they  were 
both  liable,  as  trustees  of  this  Hertfordshire 
Savings'  Bank,  to  pay  each  a  share  of  the 
loss. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  certainly 
the  subject  deserved  consideration;  but 
much  as  he  lamented  what  had  occurred  in 
Hertfordshire,  he  did  not  think  that  in  con- 
sequence of  one  misfortune  it  would  be 
prudent  or  wise  to  interfere  with  the  busi- 
ness of  the  general  Savings'  Banks  of  the 
country.  He  believed  that  there  had  been 
considerable  negligence  in  the  management 
of  the  Hertfordshire  Bank.  The  noble 
Marquess  must  not  consider  such  an  obser- 
vation as  an  attack  upon  the  noble  Marquess, 
for  he  himself  (Lord  Melbourne)  was  just 
as  much  liable  to  the  charge  as  the  noble 
Marquess;  but  he  believed  if  those  pre. 
cautions  had  been  observed  in  this  case 
which  were  observed  in  the  case  of  other 
Savings'  Banks,  the  loss  would  not  have  oc- 
curred, at  least  to  the  same  extent.  He 
must,  however,  suggest  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, that  if  alarming  the  trustees  was  a 
matter  to  be  avoided,  the  public  discussion 
of  this  subject  was  not  the  best  way  to 
prevent  it.  All  he  could  say  on  the  subject 
was,  that  at  present  he  did  not  see  any  rea- 
son to  propose  an  alteration  in  the  existing 
law. 

Lord  Brougham  believed,  that  there  had 
been  some  oegree  of  carelessness  in  this 
case,  but  he  was  happy  to  find,  for  the  sake 
of  tlie  depositors,  that  the  trustees  were 
such  undoubtedly  solvent  men.  [[The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury :  We  are  only  re- 
sponsible for  half  the  loss/]  He  regretted 
to  bear  that,  on  account  of  the  depositors — 
if  it  had  been  100,000/.  it  would  have  been 
equally  safe.  Spreading  alarm  among  the 
trustees  certainly  was  a  thing  to  be  avoided^ 
and  it  was  much  to  be  desired  that  nothing 
should  occur  to  scare  men  of  influence  and 
property  from  the  performance  of  a  duty 
attended  with  such  beneficial  consequences 
to  the  poorer  classes.  On  the  other  hand, 
it  was  necessary  to  see  that  the  regulations 
of  Savings'  Banks  were  carefully  enforced, 
so  as  to  prevent  consequences  of  the  kind 
now  described,  which  must  be  extensively 
prejudiciaL  He  agreed  with  his  noble 
Friend  that  the  subject  deserved  considenu 
tion,  and  was  happy  to  find  that  though  he 
would  not  pledge  himself  to  introduce  a 
measure  on  the  subject,  he  was  ready  to 
give  it  his  serious  attention. 

Viscount  Melbourne  had  not  intended  to 
make  any  promise,  direct  or  indirect^  that  he 
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should  do  anything  with  respect  to  this 
subject.  He  thought  it  better  not  to  legis- 
late on  a  particular  instance* 

The  Marquess  of  SalMury  said,  that 
from  what  he  knew  of  the  trustees  of  the 
Savings'  Bank  of  Hertfordshire,  he  believed 
that  they  would  immediately  withdraw  their 
names  from  it  if  nothing  was  done  to  settle 
the  question,  and  therefore  he  still  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  take  up  the 
subject. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  agreed  with  the 
noble  Marquess  that  a  great  many  of  the 
trustees  of  Savings'  Banks  would  withdraw 
their  names,  and  the  consequence  of  that 
would  be  that  the  great  body  of  the  peo- 
ple, losing  their  confidence  in  the  trustees, 
would  withdraw  their  deposits.  Such  a  con- 
sequence would  be  extremely  unfortuTjato, 
and  every  thing  should  be  done  to  avoid  it. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  Hertfordshire  case 
was  not  the  only  one  of  the  kind  ;  there 
had  been  another  of  a  similar  description 
within  the  last  six  months  in  Northamp- 
tonshire. 

Lord  Denman  said,  that  he  might  be 
allowed  to  make  a  few  observations  upon 
this  subject  He  apprehended  that  alarm 
among  the  trustees  was  quite  unnecessary, 
for  that  they  had  effectual  means  of  pro* 
tecting  themselves  from  liability,  and  of 
protecting  the  interest  of  those  who  were 
connected  with  them  as  depositors.  They 
should  take  care  strictly  to  enforce  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  Parliament,  and  then 
defalcations  could  scarcely  happen.  With  re- 
spect to  the  probability  of  their  withdrawing 
their  names,  he  was  by  no  means  sure  that 
that  would  put  an  end  to  their  responssbi* 
lity.  If  any  money  had  been  paid  to  them, 
they  had  accepted  it  at  their  perils  and  were 
answerable  for  its  administration.  If  there 
were  cases  in  which  difficulties  occurred  as 
to  legal  remedies,  it  would  be  the  interest 
of  all  to  see  that  innocent  trustees  were 
taken  care  of. 

The  Earl  of  Wickbw  believed,  that  it 
would  be  a  difficult  thing  for  the  trustees  to 
relieve  themselves  from  their  responsibility, 
but  he  believed  also  that  if  the  laws  of  the 
Savings'  Banks  were  observed,  it  would  be 
almost  impossible  that  there  should  be  any. 
defalcation.  Such  defalcation  he  thought 
must  be  owing  to  the  neglect  of  the  trusices* 
and  nothing  could  be  more  unjust  than 
that  any  portion  of  the  loss  so  occasion e<l 
should  fall  on  the  depositor.  Nothing 
could  be  more  unwise  than  to  let  ir  bu  sup- 
posed that  thi^  depositor  would  lie  liable!  for 
any  loss  whatever.     He  hoped  that  in  this 
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'inBtanoe  tlie  tnistees  would  be  found  liable 
for  the  whole  of  the  loss  sustained. 
'  The  Marquess  of  SalMury  thanked  the 
nckHe  Earl  for  his  wish.  It  would  be  per- 
haps more  satisfactory  to  state  what  were 
the  circumstances  of  the  defalcation.  Mr. 
SinaU,  the  defaulter,  was  the  agent,  and 
•he  had  dxawn  out  a  large  sum  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  different  contributors,  and 
had  appropriated  it  to  his  own  use.  For 
that  sum  the  trustees  were  liable,  but  after 
notice  of  a  change  had  been  given,  and  the 
St.  Alban's  bank  had  been  detached,  as  a 
branch  bank,  the  depositors  still  continued 
^  to  pay  money  into  his  hands,  which  money 
'  he  had  never  deposited  in  the  bank,  but 

had  appropriated  it  to  his  own  use,  and 
for  that  money  the  trustees  were  not  liable. 
The  conversation  dropped. 

Thb  Church  (England).]    The  Earl 
of  Westmoreland  presented  a  Petition  from 
the      Protestants     of     Northamptonshire 
against  any  appropriation  of  the  Church 
revenues  to  other  than  Ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses.      They  hoped  that  their  Lorddiips 
would  not  consent  to  any  measure  which 
would  have  tKe  effect  of  weakening  the 
Church  and  destroying  the  prosperity  of  an 
Establishment  from  which  the  country  had 
derived  so  much  happiness  and  glory.     It 
was  not  easy,  in  recommending  this  peti- 
tion, to  avoid  expressing  some  opinion  upon 
the  different  points  it  touched  upon,  which 
seemed  to  be  comprised  under  three  heads, 
*-the  Alteration  of  the  Forms  of  Marriage 
and  R^stration ;— the  Repeal  of  Tithes  and 
Church-rates ; — ^the  Alienation  of  Church- 
property.      With  respect  to  the    first,  it 
muat  be  the  wish  <^eveiy  one  to  relieve 
^      persons  from  any  forms  or  oeremorues  in- 
jurious to  their  religious  feelings  ;^but,  in 
society,  all  persons  must  make  some  sacrl. 
fice  to  the  welfare  of  the  rest  of  society. 
The  protection  of  property  and  legal  title, 
was  as  necessary  to  Dissenters,  as  to  other 
persons.    For  the  sake  of  Dissenters,  as 
well  as  the  rest  of  the  community,  great 
caution  then  must  be  used  in  the  alteration 
of  these  laws.     With  respect  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  tithes  and  Church-rates  it  was  ask- 
ing for    what   the    petitioners   had    not 
bought;  and  were  not  entitled  to.      The 
petitioners  had    bought  an  CHtate  at  a  low 
pricse  in   consequence  of  its  being  charged 
with  these  rates ;  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that     the    charges    would   be   continued, 
(whatever  changes  might  take  place)  and 
not  be  laid  on  the  rest  of  the  community. 
The  poor  were  not  to  be  taxed  to  increase 
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the  estates  of  the  rich.  It  was  put  for* 
ward  that  the  abolition  of  tithes  would  be 
a  relief  to  the  poor,  particularly  in  Ireland. 
He  would  maintain  that  the  abolition  of 
tithes  would  be  a  most  heavy  burden  upon 
the  people  of  Ireland — no  doubt,  though 
(to  their  credit,  not  sought,)  most  benefi-i 
cial  to  the  landlords,  both  in  England  and 
Ireland.  The  last  proposition  to  which 
the  petition  related  was  the  alienation  of 
Church-property,  which  seemed  to  be  in 
direct  contravention  of  the  Act  of  Settle- 
ment of  the  Crown  ,  and  the  Act  of  Union 
with  Ireland.  Many  Acts  of  Parliament 
and  oaths  might  be  argued  upon  their  con- 
struction and  tendency,  but  here  the  words 
were  positive  and  distinct.  Having  been 
one  of  the  Ministers  who  were  engaged  in 
carrying  the  Act  of  Union,  he  was  con- 
vinced (and  he  could  call  upon  some  present 
to  concur  with  him),  that  the  Act  of  Union 
could  not  have  passed  without  that  clause. 
Petition  read  at  length,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

Slave  Tradb  in  the  Maubitius.] 
Lord  Brougham  wished  to  ask  two  ques- 
tions relative  to  30,000  Negroes,  who  he 
said  had,  by  an  act  of  piracy,  been  carried  as 
slaves  into  the  Mauritius.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  measures  had  been  taken 
for  their  release,  and  also  whether  mea- 
sures had  been  taken  to  prevent  that  abuse, 
that  gross  abuse  and  outrage  on  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  England,  who  would  have 
to  pay  the  money,  namely — ^to  prevent  the 
giving  of  one  farthing  of  compensation 
with  respect  to  these  persons  thus  unlaw- 
fully and  piratically  treated  as  slaves. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  was 
not  present,  and,  in  his  absence,  he  begged 
to  decline  answering  the  questions. 

Subscription  at  the  Univebsities.] 
The  Earl  of  Radnor  brought  in  a  Bill,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  do  away  with  the 
necessity  of  subscribing  to  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles  on  Matriculation  at  either  of  the 
Universities,  the  noble  Lord  moved  that  it 
be  read  a  first  time. 

The  Bishop  of  Ghcester  remarked,  that 
at  Cambridge  a  person  was  not  called  on  to 
subscribe  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  on  Ma- 
triculation, or  on  taking  his  first  degree  of 
Bachelor  of  Arts. 

The  Bill  read  a  first  time. 

Corn-Laws.]  Earl  FUzwiUiam  presented 
a  Petition  from  the  inhabitants  of  Auch- 
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spbndence  bad  been  begun  on  the  subject 
with  Mr.  Warrington,  and  it  would  at 
least  be  necessary  to  wait  for  that  Qentle^ 
man's  reply. 

Mr.  Scarlett  concurred  in  the  Motion 
for  the  production  of  the  Papers.  He 
thought  there  had  been  very  great  abuses 
in  Tripoli,  though  he  did  not  mean  to 
make  any  charge  against  the  British  Con- 
sul ;  but  he  conceived  that  at  some  future 
period  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  investigate  them. 

Dr.  Bowring  had  no  wish  to  call  for 
any  papers,  the  production  of  which  would 
inconvenience  the  Government. 

The  Motion  was  withdrawn. 

Reform  Act  (Scotland).]  The  Zorrf 
Advocate  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  explain  and  amend  an  Act  of  the 
2nd  and  3rd  William  4th.,  chap.  65,  to 
Amend  the  Representation  of  the  people, 
and  the  Registration  of  the  Voters  in 
Scotland ;  and  also  to  carry  into  effect 
the  recommendations  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  Session,  for  diminishing  the 
expense  of  elections  there.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would  shortly 
state  the  objects  which  he  proposed  to 
effect.  He  wished  to  put  an  end  to 
creating  votes.  The  Bill  would  put  an  end 
to  creating  such  votes  by  subdividing  pro- 
perty. That  such  attempts  should  be 
made  to  acquire  political  influence  in 
Scotland,  would  not  surprise  those  who 
remembered  the  paper  qualification  which 
existed  under  the  old  system,  but  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  pre- 
vent it  as  far  as  possible.  The 
provision  by  which  he  proposed  to  guard 
against  the  extension  of  this  practice 
under  the  new  system  of  representation 
(where  it  was  as  yet  in  embryo  only,  but 
liable  to  increase  into  a  positive  evil)  was, 
that  there  should  be  not  more  than  two 
voters  on  any  one  joint  property  or  joint 
ftirm,  instead  of,  a  property  or  farm  being 
divided  among  a  great  number  of  holders, 
each  of  whom  had  a  vote.  This  will  be 
the  limit  to  which  the  creation  of  fictitious 
freeholds  could  now  be  carried, — in  ordi- 
nary  cases  there  would  of  course,  be  but 
one  vote  to  each  farm;  The  next  point  to 
which  he  had  directed  his  attention  was 
the  dii!icutty  arising  from  the  opposite 
opinions  and  decision  given  in  the  Courts 
of  Appeal  on  the  validity  of  votes,  a  cir- 
cumstance consequent  on  the  nature  of 
the  Appeal  Courts  in    Scotland.     The 


separate  Courts  of  Appeal  had  in  aoflia 
cases  pronounced  opposite  judgments,  and 
it  became  necessary  to  declare  the  law  on 
these  disputed  points.  Another  diflBcutly 
was,  that  when  a  person,  registered  on 
account  of  one  house  in  a  borough, 
quitted  it  for  another  of  the  same,  and 
even  of  greater  value,  he  lost  his  right  of 
voting,  until,  at  the  next  period  of  enrol- 
ment, he  was  able  to  qualify  In  respect  of 
the  new  residence — in  fact,  he  could  not 
put  in  his  claim  till  JuW,  and  the  final  ad- 
judication upon  it  could  not  take  place  till 
October.  He  proposed  that  immediately 
after  Whit  Sunday,  persons  so  situated,  if 
they  could  make  out  a  primd  fade  case, 
should  be  allowed  to  be  enrolled  and  to 
vote,  thus  giving  them  the  enjoyment  of 
the  franchise,  in  the  mean  time,  before 
the  regular  period  of  registration.  An- 
other objection  to  the  existing  law  was, 
that  too  long  a  time  elapsed  between  the 
receipt  of  the  writ,  and  the  day  of  the 
election.  According  to  the  present  law, 
ten  days  at  least  must  elapse  after  receipt 
of  the  writ  by  the  Sheriff  before  the  no- 
mination could  take  place.  That  period 
could  not  be  shortened,  though  it  might 
be  extended  to  sixteen  days.  This  caused 
a  very  great  and  unnecessary  delay ;  in 
addition  to  which  there  were  the  days  of 
polling,  and  a  further  interval  of  a  day 
before  the  declaration  of  the  election 
could  take  place.  That  created  great 
confusion  and  interruption  to  business, 
and  was  altogether  uncalled  for  in  the 
present  state  of  the  communication  all 
over  the  country,  except,  indeed,  in  some 
counties  where  the  great  distance  of  some 
parts  of  the  county  from  others  made  time 
necessary.  The  Bill  proposed,  that  not 
less  than  four,  and  not  more  than  ten  days 
should  elapse  between  the  receipt  of  the 
writ  and  the  day  of  election;  which  would 
be  sufficient  in  all  ordinary  cases.  In  the 
distant  counties  composed  partly  of  islands 
more  time  wonid  be  allowed.  Another  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  was,  that  the  declaration 
of  the  state  of  the  poll  might,  in  all 
cases,  be  made  without  delay  iifter  the 
polling-books  were  received.  It  had  been 
a  subject  of  complaint  that  many  votes 
had  been  set  aside  in  consequence  of 
merely  clerical  errors,  though  such  votes 
were  substantially  good.  By  the  Bill,  errors 
of  a  merely  clerical  kind  in  the  statement 
of  qualification,  or  in  other  proceedings 
with  reference  to  the  votes,  were  not  to 
be  deemed  sufficient  to  vitiate  such  votes^ 
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take  ^  benefit  of  tsxj  rise  of  price  whkh 
miglit  dianoe  to  occur.  O  wiog  to  the  extra- 
orunary  abundance  of  the  harvest,  and 
tiie  consequent  lowness  of  the  price,  larger 
quantities  of  com  were  at  {H^esent  lying  on 
the  hands  of  the  farmer  than  was  usufiJ  at 
thb  time  of  the  year.  It  would,  however, 
be  uniformly  found  that  the  farmers  thus 
situated  were  amongst  the  most  wealthy  of 
the  agricultural  class.  The  poor  farmer 
who  rented  bad  land,  and  who  had  but 
little  capital,  had  been,  at  a  very  early 
period,  compelled  to  part  with  his  stock ; 
so  that  any  rise  which  might  take  place 
between  the  second  week  in  June,  where 
they  now  were,  and  August  next,  when 
they  might  expect  that  the  harvest  would 
be  reapi»d,  would  benefit  the  more  wealthy 
dasB  of  affrioulturists,  but  not  the  poor 
fiumer.  But  those  who  would  derive  the 
greatest  advantage  from  the  existing  system 
were  the  speculators  in  foreign  com---»the 
persons  who  owned  that  large  mass  of 
foreigtt  com  which  was  now  in  bonded 
warehouses;  those  were  the  individuals 
who  would  derive  the  chief  benefit  from 
any  rise  that  might  take  place  in  the  price 
of  grain.  For  these  reasons  he  would 
eoQtend,  that  the  Com..laws  did  not  tell  so 
much  in  flavour  of  the  great  body  of 
agriculturists  as  some  noble  Lords  supposed. 

Lord  A$hburUm  said,  that  the  present 
Corn-laws  gave  no  protection  when  wheat 
was  beyond  BBt*  After  that  price  foreign 
wheat  might  come  in  on  a  reduced  scale  of 
duty.  The  noble  Earl  appeared  to  think 
that  the  fanner  was  not  benefitted  under 
the  present  system  of  Com-laws,  and  would 
be  better  ofi*  without  any  protection  at  all, 
bnt  he  (Lord  Ashburtoo)  was  at  a  loss  to 
nn  ierstand  how  it  could  be  argued  that  the 
agriculturists  of  England,  Ireland,  and 
Scotland,  did  not  derive  advantage  from 
keeping  to  themselves  the  markets  of  the 
country  when  the  prioe  was  below  a 
certain  sum.  If  there  were  no  pro- 
tectioo,  wheat  might  come  in  at  30«. 
a  quarter.  It  could  not  be  fairly  coo. 
tended,  therefore,  although  the  agri- 
culturists might  not  have  fuU  protection 
under  the  existing  Corn-laws,  that  they 
enkiyed  no  protection.  Knowing  how 
diflBcult  it  was  to  adopt  any  artificial 
system  which  would  be  satisfactory  to  all 
jmrties,  he  thought  it  would  be  hard  to 
devise  any  sdieme  that  would  work  better 
than  the  present,  and  he  hoped,  therefore, 
that  Paiiiament  would  not  be  lightly  in* 
duoed  to  tamper  with  the  Com«lawB. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table, 


PooB  LAWft^lBSUkND.]  The  Earl  of 
Carhenf  said,  that  it  being  now  twelve 
months  since  the  appointment  of  the  Com« 
mission  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  poor 
in  Ireland,  and  four  months  of  the  present 
Session  having  elapsed  without  any  report 
from  the  Commission,  he  wished  to  ask  tho 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment when  their  report  might  be  expected  ? 
He  observed  that  a  Bill  rdative  to  a  Poor- 
rate  in  Ireland  was  about  to  be  presented  to 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  by  an  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  but  he  hoped  when 
the  report  was  laid  before  Parliament,  that 
any  measure  to  be  brought  forward  in  con<- 
sequence  of  it  would  not  be  intrusted  to 
the  care  of  any  individual,  be  he  who  ho 
might;  but  that  the  subject  would  be 
undertaken  by  the  Ministers  on  their  own 
responsibility. 

Viscount  Mdhoume  replied,  that  the  in- 
quiry had  extended  to  a  greater  length  than 
was  expected;  however,  considering  its 
great  difBculty  and  importance,  noble 
Lords  could  not  be  surprised  at  that  cir- 
cumstance. He  could  not  exactly  say,  at 
what  time  the  report  would  be  presented, 
but  he  had  reason  to  hope  that  it  would 
not  be  very  long  delayed.  His  Majesty's 
Government  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  any  BUI  about  to  be  produced  in  an- 
other place  in  reference  to  tlie  subject.  The 
measure  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
brought  forward  without  concert  or  agree-* 
ment  with  Ministers.  When  the  report 
of  the  Commissioners  should  be  made,  it 
would  then  be  the  duty  of  Government 
to  consider  what  course  they  would  adopt. 

Newcastlb  Railway — Sunday  Tba- 
VBLLiNO.]  The  Duke  of  Sutherland 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  New* 
castle-upon-Tyne  Railway  Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  Hereford  rose  to  propose 
a  clause  by  way  of  Amendment,  which  nad 
been  negatived  in  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill  by  a  majority  of  one.  Some  of  the 
landowners  interested  in  this  raiLway  not 
feeling  satisfied  with  that  decision,  wished 
to  have  the  opinion  of  the  Legislature  asain 
taken  on  the  subject.  The  clause  which  he 
intended  to  propose  would  have  the  effect  (if 
adopted)  of  restricting  the  use  of  locomo- 
tive engines  on  the  nul-way  to  six  days  of 
the  week,  prohibiting  their  application  on 
Sundays.  He  was  not  about  to  advocate 
this  Amendment  on  the  ground  of  a  better 
observance  of  the  Sabbath,  however  much 
he  fdt  tlie  importance  of  that  object ;  but 
he  believed  that  the  faith  of  Parliament 
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was  pledged  to  the  parties  on  whose  hehalf 
he  proposed  the  daase.     In  1829>  the  Act 
establishing  this  rail-waj  was  passed,  and 
the  company  contracted  a  voluntary  en- 
gagement with  the  landowners  on  the  line 
that    no    locomotive   engines    should    be 
used  on   the  rail-way.     That    agreement 
was  sanctioned  by  the  Legislature  in  the 
shape  of  a  clause  of  the  Act.    In  March, 
last,  the  rail-way  was  opened,  when,  not- 
withstanding the  clause,  locomotive  en^nes 
were  immediately  put  in  operation.    One 
of  the  landowners  obtained  an  injunction 
from  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  prohibit 
the  practice,  which  injunction  was  now  in 
force.  Meanwhile,  improvements  took  place 
in  the  machinery  of  the  engines,  and  in  the 
consumption  of  the  fuel  used  by  them  so 
as  to  occasion  a  diminution  of  the  nuisance 
before  experienced  from  their  use.     Mr. 
Gray,  the  landowner  who  had  obtained  the 
injunction,  finding  that  the  Act  would  be 
impeded  l^*  enforcing  it,  consented  to  give 
it  up,  and  allow  locomotive  engines  to  run 
on  the  rail-road  six  days  of  the  week,  pro- 
vided they  were  not  used  on  Sundays,  when 
there  was  no  occasion  to  carry  goods  on  the 
rail-way,  and  it  could  only  &  made  use 
of  for  the  conveyance  of  passengers  on 
pleasure  excursions.     The  Company  pro- 
posed to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  sanction  the  use 
of  locomotive  engines;  but  although  the 
other  landed  proprietors  agreed  to  this,  Mr. 
Grey   refused   to  consent   to  the  use  of 
engines  on  Sundays.    He  (the  Bishop  of 
Hereford)  relied  upon  the  contract  between 
the  parties  which  forbade  the  use  of  loco- 
motive engines  on  the  Sabbath.    It  had 
been  openly  avowed  by  the  company  that, 
as  might  be  supposed,  emolument  was  their 
only  object,  and  that  they  expected  to  ^n 
1,000/.  a-year  by  Sunday  travelling.    The 
proprietors,  'Mr.  Grey  and  another  indivi- 
dual, objected  to  this  on  the  ground  of  dese- 
cration of  the  Sabbath  and  breach  of  con- 
tract.   Numerous  petitions  had  been  pre- 
sented against  the  use  of  those  machines, 
which  it  was  proved  would  be  attended 
with  a  great  nuisance,  disturbing  the  quiet 
of  the  inhabitants  of   the  line  of  road. 
During  the  three  Sundays  that  the  loco- 
motive engines  were  in  use,  a  great  number 
of  people  passed  along  the  rail-way.      It 
was  quite  true  that  Mr.   Grey  had  signed 
an  agreement  on  the  subject,  but  it  dia  not 
appear  to  him  the  (Bishop  of  Hereford) 
that  that  Gentleman  meant  to  give  up  his 
right  to  object  to  the  use  of  engines  in  the 
way  proposed,  although  he   might  have 
been  to  blame  for  not  taking  care  that  the 


document  was  more  caotioasly  wordeil.  He 
thought  that  the  agreement,  if  fieurly  and 
liberally  construed,  would  convey  the 
meaning  that  Mr.  Grey  intended  to  give 
up  his  objection  to  the  use  of  locomotive 
engines  on  six  days  in  the  week,  but  not  to 
withdraw  his  opposition  to  their  use  on  die 
seventh.  In  other  words,  Mr.  Grey  was 
wilUng  to  give  up  six  parts  of  a  con- 
tract  sanctioned  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
only  required  in  return  for  this  conoesBkm 
that  the  Company  would  allow  the  seventh 
portion  of  the  agreement  to  remain  undis- 
turbed. The  right  reverend  Prelate  con- 
cluded by  moving  a  clause  excluding  the  Dse 
of  locomotive  engines  on  the  Lord's-day. 

Lord  WciUace  observed,  that  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  reverend  Prelate  was 
recommended  on  two  grounds,  one  general 
connected  with  the  better  Observance  of 
the  Sabbath — and  the  other  a  special  one 
founded  upon  an  aD^ed  breach  of  compact 
arising  out  of  an  Agreement  entered  into  by 
the  Company,  prmnoting  the  Bill  in  the 
year  1829,  by  which  the  use  of  loco- 
motive engines  was  preduded.  He  did 
not  deny,  that  in  the  Act  of  1829,  by 
which  the  Newcastle  and  Carlisle  Rail- 
way was  originally  estaUished,  a  clause 
to  that  effect  existed,  but  it  appeared  to 
him  that  all  the  parties  who  might  be  oon- 
ndered  as  having  an  interest  in  the  protec- 
tion afforded  by  that  clause,  (including  the 
petitioners  against  the  Bill),  had  by  subse- 
quent Acts  of  their  own  deprived  them- 
selves of  all  right  to  appeal  to  the  provinm 
alluded  to.  That  this  clause  might  have 
operated  to  induce  some  of  the  land- 
holders on  the  line  to  become  at  that 
time  consenting  parties  to  the  rail-way 
was  very  probable— it  would  certainly 
have  been  an  inducement  to  himself,  but 
how  far  it  had  in  fact  so  operated — ^how 
far  the  proposal  of  the  present  measure  was 
strictly  consistent  with  the  spirit  and  mean- 
ing of  the  previous  engagement,  or  what 
his  own  conduct  would  have  been,  had  a 
large  proportion  of  the  landowners  who 
then  consented  thought  it  right  to  resist 
this  Bill  as  a  breach  of  the  compact  dien 
made,  it  would  be  a  useless  waste  of 
time  now  to  discuss ;  for  the  reason  he  hod 
already  assigned  that  thero  remained  no 
party  in  a  condition  with  the  least  show  of 
justice  to  claim  the  benefit  of  it. 

The  line  of  rail-way  extended  sixty 
miles — the  proprietors  of  fifty-nine  i^ 
those  miles  had  consented  to  this  Bill 
for  the  removal  of  the  restriction  imposed 
by  the  former  Act.  This,  in  respect  to  each 
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of  these  indiriduals^  amounted  to  a  com- 
plete abandonment  of  all   pretension  to 
complain  of  a  breach  of  faith  or  to  resort  to 
a  provision  which   they  had  themselves 
thus  consented  to   abrogate*    They  were 
then  out  of  the  question.    There  remained 
only  the  single  mile  divided  between  the 
petitionersjbothof  whom^he  concluded^  were 
equally  deprived  of  any  advantage  such  an 
appeal  might  afford  them.  Whatever  effect 
the  clause  prohibiting  locomotive  engines 
might  have  had  in  obtaining  the  consents  of 
some  of  the  landholders  to  the  Bill  of  1 829, 
he  did  not  think  it  could  be  affirmed  to  the 
same  extent  in  respect  to  Mr.  Grey  the  first 
of  the  petitioners — at  least  any  influence  it 
had  was  considerably  assisted  by  the  receipt 
of  5,000/.  paid  to  hun  by  the  Company  in 
consequence  of  his  withdrawing  his  oppo- 
sition to  that  Bill ;  but  this  was  not  all — 
a  subsequent  and  recent  agreement  on  the 
part  of  that  Gentleman  more  decisively 
precluded  him  from  resistance  to  the  pre- 
sent measures  on  the  ground  of  previous 
compact — it  was  executed  on  the  4th  of 
May    last    and    stated,   that    Mr.    Grey 
should  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  Bill 
now  before  Parliament  on  condition  that 
the  Company  should  give  him  an  engage- 
ment under  their  common  seal  that  they 
shquld    hereafter    do    what?  respect  the 
sanctity  of  the  Sabbath,  and  on  that  day 
no  locomotive  engines  should  be  employed? 
Nothing  of  the  kind — ^the  condition  thus 
formally  prescribed  is  that  "  they  should 
not  hereafter  apply  to  Parliament  for  a 
power  to  juse  raw  coal  or  any  fuel  equally 
offensive  for  these  locomotive  engines" — 
and  after  this  a  clause  was  introduced  into 
the  agreement  to  prevent  all  misapprehen- 
sion, and  as  if  it  were  to  anticipate  and 
obviate  the  very  claim  put  forward  by  the 
reverend  Prelate  to  press  the  insertion  of 
the  Amendment  proposed  as  arising  from 
the  Bill  of  1829,  it  went  on  to  say— "But 
it  is  to  be  understood  that  Mr.  Grey  is  at 
liberty  to  propose  for  insertion  into  the 
Bill  a  clause  to  prevent  Sunday  travelling, 
and  the  Companv  is  at  liberty  to  oppose 
such  clause."    After  this,  what  pretension, 
he  would  ask,  could  be  reasonably  insisted 
upon  for  the  introduction  of  the  Amendment 
as  sanctioned  by  the  Bill  of  1829.    The 
motive  for  inserting  this  clause  in  the  agree- 
ment he  conceived  to  have  been  to  guard 
against  any  construction  being  put  upon  it, 
that  might  bring  into  doubt,  Mr.  Grey's 
exercise  of  the  nght  of  petitioning  upon 
the  general  ground  which  he  possessed  in 
oomiAon  with  every  subject  of  the  realm  who 


felt  the  importance  of  obtainii^  a  more 
solemn  Observance  of  the  Sabba^  through 
the  means  of  legislative  enactment.    The 
circumstances  in   which  Mr.  Graham  the 
other  petitioner  stood  were  even  somewhat 
different.    Mr.  Graham  had  been  and  still 
was  a  holder  of  shares  in  the  rail-way — in 
that  character  he  received  notice  of  a  meet- 
ing to  be  held  in  reference  to  this  Bill  at 
which  the  several  objects  of  it  were  dis- 
tinctly brought  forward  for  consideration^ 
and  amongst  them  that  of  obtaining  the 
repeal  of  the  restriction  upon  the  use  of 
locomotive  engines  imposed  by  the  Bill  of 
1829 — at  this  meeting  he  did  not  attend 
either  to  make  any  objection  to  what  was 
proposed,  or  to  limit  his  acquiescence  by 
any.  condition,   and  not  having  done  so, 
he  became  bound  by  the  decision  of  the 
majority  of  the  shareholders  assembled,  and 
in  fact  a  promoter  of  the  present  Bill- 
so  situated,  it  was  impossible  that  with 
consistency  any  part  of  his  case  could  be 
supported  on  a  breach  of  compact — ^in  which, 
if  it  could  be  imputed  at  all,  he  by  his 
connexion   with    the    Company  must  be 
considered  as  participating — ^he  desired  not 
to  be  supposed  to  object  to  the  petitions  of 
either  one  or  the  other  of  these  Gentlemen 
— ^in  prosecuting  them  they  had  only  availed 
themselves  of  the  unquestionable  right  they 
possessed—* what  he  contended  for  only  was 
that  neither  of  them  had  made  any  case 
upon  which  to  establish  a  claim  to  especial 
attention  drawn  from  the  previous  engage- 
ment embodied  in  the  clause  of  the  Bill  of 
1829*     The  claims  of  both  to  their  Lord- 
ships' consideration  of  the  prayer  of  their 
respective    petitions   resolved    themselves 
into  the  general  question  of  the  necessity 
of  enforcing  a  more  solemn  Observance  of 
the  Sabbath,  and  the  expediency  of  legis- 
lating for  that  purpose  on  the  particular 
point  to  which  the  prohibition  petitioned 
for  was  confined. 

Although  the  reverend  Prelate  had  ad- 
verted to  the  general  consideration,  he  had 
not  tiiought  it  desirable  on  the  present  oc- 
casion to  enter  into  the  discussion  of  it, 
and  he  willingly  followed  his  example- 
it  was  a  subject,  however,  to  the  import- 
ance of  which  no  man  was  more  alive  than 
himself  nor  was  he  less  alive  to  the  diffi. 
culty  that  belonged  to  it,  and  he  believed 
those  who  had  most  anxiously  directed 
their  attention  to  it,  had  found  that  the 
difficulty  of  dealing  with  it,  was  at  least 
equal  to  its  importance.  His  objection  to 
the  proposition  of  the  reverend  Prelate  was 
less  to  the  principle  of  it,  than  to  the. in. 
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justice  and  jmrtiality  of  its  application— it 
was  to  a  single  mode  of  travelling— a 
single  rail-way— a  single  district— a  single 
class  of  individuals ;  while  any  other  district 
—any  other  mode  of  travellinfiN  and  descrip. 
tion  of  persons  were  exempt  fit)m  the  same 
oppressive  restriction.  Be  the  object  of  the 
proposition  ever  so  expedient — ^the  expedi- 
ency must  be  general,  not  local.  If  for  tiie 
due  Observance  of  the  Sabbath,  a  prohibi- 
tion against  travelling  was  required,  it  was 
equally  required  in  every  part  of  the  king- 
dom and  for  every  class  of  its  inhabitants 
whose  religious  duties  and  obligations  were 
the  same  for  every  rank  and  station, 
the  richest  as  much  as  the  poorest ;  not  for 
one  place  or  one  class  alone  and  particu- 
larly for  that  humbler  class  on  whose  oo- 
casional  recreation  and  wholesome  exercise 
their  comfort, their  enjoyment,and,  he  might 
add,  their  health  so  essentially  depended — 
upon  the  recreations  and  enjoyments  of  this 
valuable  class  eveiy  measure  he  had  yet 
seen  brought  forward  with  a  view  to  the 
ohject  of  this  Amendment,  as  well  as  the 
restriction  resulting  fromthis  Amendmencit- 
self  appeared  to  him  exclusively  and  cruelly 
to  fall.  The  motive  he  had  in  opposing 
himself  to  it  was  to  prevent  this,  and  that 
the  humbler  classes  of  his  fellow-subjects 
whose  less  fortunate  lot  consigned  them  to 
laborious  occupations,  pursued  in  close  habi- 
tations amidst  the  deleterious  atmosphere  of 
a  smoky  town  during  six  days  of  the  week 
•—should  not  on  that  remaining  one,  in 
which  they  were  at  liberty  to  profit  by  it 
be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  salutary  ex- 
ercise-—a  cheerfnl  and  innocent  recreation 
—the  refreshment  of  the  country  and  the 
Messing  of  breathing  for  a  few  hours  a  pure 
and  untainted  air,  diat  might  rerive  their 
spirits,  recruit  their  strength,  and  sustain 
their  powers  of  exertion  in  the  various 
branches  of  useful  industry  to  which  they 
were  devoted.  God  knows,  my  Lords, 
he  added^  the  distinction  between  the 
rich  and  the  poor  is  wide  enough  from 
their  respective  positions,  let  us  not  aggra- 
vate the  sense  of  it  by  injudicious,  because 
unequal  legislation. 

The  £arl  of  Roden  having  presented  a 
Petition  signed  by  5,000  inhabitants  of  the 
town  of  Newcastle,  against  the  Bill,  thought 
it  necessary  to  offer  a  few  words  on  the 
subject.  It  had  been  proved  that  the  use 
of  locomotive  engines  on  Sundays  was  not 
required  on  this  line  for  the  purpose  of  trade^ 
and  that  the  only  object  was  to  promote 

{leasure  or  riots  in  trips  from  Carlisle  to 
Newcastle.    He  agreed  vitb  tbe  noUi 


Lord  that  Mr.  Grey  had  no  reason  to  com- 

?lain  cf  the  Bill,  but  he  thought  the  noble 
^ord  mistaken  in  his  opinion  of  the  position 
of  Mr.  Graham,  the  other  proprietor  refeiv 
red  to.  He  entered  fully  into  the  feelings 
of  that  Gentleman,  who  resided  on  the  spot, 
and  was  anxious  to  extend  spiritual  and 
Sunday-school  instruction  among  the  people 
about  him.  With  respect  to  the  better  ob- 
servance of  the  Sabbath,  be  admitted  the 
difficulty  of  legislating  on  the  subject,  and 
believed  that  more  gmd  might  be  done  in 
this  way  by  the  example  of  the  higher 
classes,  who  should  keep  the  Sabbath  as 
Protestants  were  bound  to  keep  it.  In  con- 
clusion, the  noble  Earl  said  he  should  sup- 
port the  clause. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  observed,  that 
the  clause,  if  adopted,  would  not  prevent 
Sunday  travelling;  it  would  only  cause 
horses  to  be  substituted  for  locomotive  en- 
gines on  that  day.  If  the  Bill  were  passed^ 
a  great  benefit  would  be  conferred  on  the 
inhabitants  of  Newcastle ;  it  was  better  fbr 
them  to  take  a  trip  on  the  rail-way,  than  to 
pass  their  time  in  beei^shops  on  Sundays. 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in  thinking 
that  the  higher  classes  ought  to  set  an  ex- 
ample of  observing  the  Sabbath;  and  be 
objected  to  a  clause  which  prevented  the 
labouring  man  from  riding  on  a  rail-way, 
while  a  noble  Lord  might  drive  along  the 
tumpike^road  with  four  post-horses.  Was 
it  a  greater  breach  of  the  Sabbath  to  ride 
on  the  rail.way  than  to  go  down  the  Tyne 
in  a  steam  boat  ?  The  House  would  do 
well,  if  it  legislated  at  all  on  the  subject,  to 
pass  laws  which  would  equally  affect  the 
rich  and  poor. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  did  not  understand 
why  a  greater  objection  was  made  to  tra- 
velling on  a  rail-way  than  on  the  turnpike- 
road  to  Greenwich,  or  any  other  place  which 
the  people  were  in  the  habit  of  frequenting 
for  innocent  recreation  and  amusement.  In 
the  case  of  great  towns,  where  the  inhabit- 
ants were  frequently  engaged  in  unwhole* 
some  employments,  it  ought  to  be  an  object 
to  encourage  not  to  obstruct  the  people  in 
the  pursuit  of  recreation  and  relaxation  on 
Sundays,  for  the  sake  of  their  health.  Sneb 
a  pursuit  would  benefit  them  f^ysically, 
and  not  hurt  their  morals.  He  thought  it 
desirable  that  the  Sabbath  sbould  be  pro- 
perly observed,  and  in  his  opinion  it  wds  so 
observed  at  present.  He  opposed  the  clause 
as  the  beginning  of  a  system  under  which 
he  had  reason  to  know  it  was  intended  to 
introduce  similar  provisions  Into  every  otber 
Bail->way  Bill. 
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The  Bishop  of  London  would  not  have 
aaid  a  word  on  this  subject  but  for  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  noble  Baron  who 
had  last  addressed  the  House,  a  principle 
which^  if  fully  carried  out,  would  go  the 
length  of  declaring  that  Parliament  ought 
to  pass  an  Act  for  the  increase  and  encou-> 
ragement  of  Sunday  stage-coacheSj  and  to 
shut  up  the  churches*  The  noble  Baron's 
principle  directly  encouraged  the  poorer 
classes  to  employ  their  Sundays  not  for  the 
purpose  for  which  the  Creator  had  giren 
the  Sabbath  to  man,  but  in  recreation  and 
amusement.  He  (the  Bishop  of  London) 
was  far  from  opposing  a  recreation  of  bodily 
strength  any  more  than  a  cessation  from  in- 
tellectual labour,  both  of  which  were  neces- 
sary,  and  might  he  accomplished  by  rest ; 
but  he  protested  against  its  being  held  forth 
as  one  of  the  main  objects  of  a  Government 
to  encourage  Sunday  excursions.  General 
legislation  on  the  subject  of  the  observance 
of  the  Lord's  day  was  surrounded  with 
difficulties*  Unless  there« could  be  equal 
legislation^  it  was  better  to  have  none  at  all. 
But  in  reference  to  this  clause,  which  dif- 
fered entirely  from  an  attempt  at  general 
legislation,  there  had  been  no  complaint 
from  the  poorer  classes  of  Newcastle  or 
Carlisle,  still  less  from  the  agricultural  po- 
pulation of  the  county  through  which  the 
rail- way  passed,  of  any  want  of  proper 
means  of  recreation  on  the  Sabbath.  There 
were  these  great  differences  between  this 
and  other  modes  of  travelling,  that  it  was 
at  present  a  novelty,  and  would  always  be 
attended  with  excitement  and  rapidity,  and 
the  impulse  arising  from  numerous  and 
rapid  assemblages  on  given  points.  Noble 
Lords  ought  to  pause  before  rejecting  a 
clause  which  did  not  take  away  any  estab- 
lished amusement  or  recreation  of  the  peo- 
ple, but  merely  removed  a  temptation  and 
an  obstacle  to  the  performance  of  their 
moral  and  religious  duties.  As  to  the  case 
of  steam'^boats,  rivers  were  the  established 
high  roads  of  commerce,  and  the  addition 
of  a  steam-boat  created  no  new  temptation; 
but  here  was  a  rail-way  carried  into  a  new 
part  of  the  country,  and  offering  a  ^sh 
temptation  to  the  agricultural  classes  to 
neaect  their  duties.  He  quite  agreed  with 
noble  Lords  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the 
rich,  and  the  awful  profanation  occasioned 
by  their  travelling  on  the  Sabbath,  a  prac- 
tice against  which  he  should  always  lift  up 
his  voice. 

Their  Lordships  divided  om  the  question 
that  the  clause  be  inserted-— Contents  19; 
Nol*€OnteQU  iO;  Majority  21, 


Clause  rejected. 

BUI  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  11,  1835. 

MiNOTBS.]  New  Writ  ordeied.  For  Hull^  in  the  room  of 
D.  CAttKOTBBRfl,  Eiq.,  decetted. 

BilL    Read  a  first  time :— Educadon  (Irdand). 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Lord  Advocats,  from  Tradfiori 
of  Edinburgh,  against  the  Imprisonment  for  Debt  (Scxit- 
land)  Bill }  ftom  the  ProTost  and  Town  Cquncil  of  Ldth, 
against  the  Seamen's  Enlistment  Bill. — By  Sir  Huou 
Cajipbsll,  the  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Andrew  Agnbw, 
Dr.  LvsHTicoTOK,  Mr.  Cutlab  Fxroubsoh,  Captain 
Wrmys8>  the  ATTORNET<GRNKRAii|  General  Sharps, 
and  other  Mxmbsrs,  a  great  Number  of  Petitions  from 
both,  for  and  against  a  Grant  of  Money  to  provide  Church 
Accommodation  In  Scotland.-^By  Colon^  Goes  Lamo- 
TON,  from  Frome,  Selwood,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duties 
on  Newspapers. — By  Mr.  Laboucbkrx,  from  Cirencester, 
for  forther  Restrictions  on  Beer-houses.*->By  Mr.  Brodik, 
fh>in  two  Places  in  Ireland,  in  fhvour  of  the  Churdi  Bs- 
tablisbment  in  that  Country. — By  Lord  Brudbnbli., 
from  Axholme  and  Kettering,  comphuning  of  Agricultural 
Distress.— By  Sir  GaomoB  Strickland,  fh>m  Kdghley, 
to  Repeal  the  Sentenoeon  the  Dorchester  Uniooista. — 
By  Sir  Samckl  Whallxy  and  Mr.  Henry  Lvtton 
BcLWER  and  others,  from  various  Parishes  and  Places  In 
Che  MetropoUs, — ^fcr  the  Repeal  of  the  Window  Duties. 

Church  of  Scotland.]  Mr.  WUks 
said,  he  had  to  present  a  Petition  against 
the  grant  of  public  money  to  the  Scotch 
Church,  from  the  committee  appointed  by 
the  three  denominations  of  Dissenters  in 
London  and  its  neighbourhood.  He 
thought  that  after  what  the  petitioners 
had  done,  and  the  Protestant  Dissenters 
with  whom  they  were  connected,  and 
whom  they  represented,  to  promote  the 
cause  of  public  worship  and  religious  edu- 
cation, they  could  not  be  suspected  of 
indifference  to  those  objects.  To  promote 
religion  and  religious  worship,  and  advance 
religious  education,  those  Dissenters  had 
expended  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds, 
therefore  he  was  quite  satisfied  that  they 
could  not  be  accused  or  suspected  of  in- 
difference to  the  subject,  nor  suspected  of 
resisting  any  contemplated  grant  on  the 
ground  of  the  amount.  They  resisted  the 
proposed  grant  on  principle.  They  had 
ever  held  that  the  preference  of  one  sect 
over  another  was  persecution,  and  they 
therefore  now  declared,  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  make  a  grant  in  favour  of  a 
peculiar  body  of  professing  Christians, 
that  they  must  protest  against  any  such 
grant  of  public  money  to  any  body  of 
Christians.  They  deemed  it  right  to  op- 
pose such  grants — ^and  they  would  exert 
all  the  power  and  influence  they  might 
possess*--to  resist  any  such  grants,  whether 
they  wore  to  the  Presbyteriaus  of  Scot^ 
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land,  or  any  other  body.  Iq  consequence 
of  the  grant  to  the  Scotch  Church  having 
been  on  the  one  hand  propounded,  and 
on  the  other  hand  resisted,  It  had  been  pro- 
posed to  issue  a  Commission,  or  to  appoint 
a  Select  Committee  to  investigate  the  sub- 
ject; but  against  any  such  appointment 
the  petitioners  begged  leave  to  protest,  be- 
cause, by  appointing  a  Commission  or  a 
Committee,  they  should  consider  that  the 
principle  of  the  right  or  propriety  to  make 
the  grant,  should  it  be  found  to  be  wanted, 
would  be  recognised.  They  would  sanc- 
tion no  such  recognition.  It  was  a  prin- 
ciple against  which  they  had  protested 
and  struggled,  and  against  which  they 
must  continue  to  protest  and  struggle, 
whenever  it  was  directly  or  indirectly 
asserted.  He  regretted,  in  common  with 
many  other  sincere  friends  of  religion, 
that  the  question  involved  in  the  contem- 
plated grant  was  mooted ;  but  there  was 
consolation  in  being  obliged  to  resist  it, 
derived  from  the  fact  that,  though  many 
Presbyterian  Ministers  might  be  favour- 
able to  it,  there  was  an  immense  number 
of  the  people  and  Dissenters  against  it. 
And  they  again  could  not  be  considered 
indifferent  to  the  subject — indifferent  about 
the  cause  of  religious  education  and  wor- 
ship, for  they  had,  within  the  last  century, 
built  upwards  of  700  places  of  worship 
out  of  their  own  funds  raised  by  voluntary 
means.  The  petitioners  further  felt  that 
as  Church-rates  were  abolished  in  Ireland, 
and  were  avowedly  to  be  the  object  of 
revision  in  England,  there  ought  not  to 
be  this  proceeding,  which  would  in  some 
degree  continue  as  regarded  Scotland  what 
had  ceased  in  Ireland  and  in  England,  or 
been  much  altered.  The  petition  had  his 
cordial  concurrence. 
To  lie  on  the  Table. 

Oath  of  Romak  Catholic  Mem- 
bers.] Mr.  Ormsby  Gore  presented  a  Pe- 
tition from  certain  persons  of  the  town  of 
Oswestry,  in  the  county  of  Salop,  against 
the  appropriation  of  any  part  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Church  of  Ireland  to  any 
other  than  strictly  Ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. The  petitioners  further  prayed 
that  the  oath  now  taken  by  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  Parliament  on 
taking  their  seats  mi^ht  be  so  altered, 
that  they  should  be  mcapacitated  from 
voting  on  questions  relative  to  the  Church. 
They  further  urged  that  by  their  present 
path  the  Roman  Catholics  swore  not  to 


disturb  the  property  of-  the  Protestant 
Church  in  the  United  Kingdom,  as  by 
law  established,  and  that  therefore  they 
were  precluded  from  voting  on  questions 
affecting  the  property  of  the  Church. 

Mr.  William  S.  O'Brien  said,  he  really 
thought  that  those  Gentlemen  who,  on 
the  presentation  of  such  petitions  as  these, 
gave  a  cheer,  and  thereby  conveyed  their 
assent  to  the  sentiments  containid  in  such 
petitions,  ought  to  come  before  the  House 
and  propound  some  resolution  respecting 
the  oath  taken  by  the  Irish  Roman  Catho* 
lie  Members,  rather  than  pursue  their 
present  mode  of  conveying  the  sentiments 
of  their  constituents  in  that  House,  on  a 
question  of  vital  importance  to  numerous 
representatives.  He  remembered  the  De- 
bate on  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill 
in  that  House,  and  he  also  recollected 
that  when  a  proposition  was  then  made 
that  Roman  Catholics  should  not  vote  on 
questions  connected  with  the  affairs  of  the 
Church,  it  was* scouted ;  and  for  his  own 
part,  if  he  were  a  Roman  Catholic,  he 
would  not  take  a  seat  on  those  terms.  He 
entreated  hon.  Gentlemen  who  avowed 
their  advocacy  of  them  to  bring  the  whole 
subject  fairly  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Skeil^  though  he  agreed  with  the 
Chair  that  these  discussions  should  be 
avoided  on  the  presentation  of  a  petition, 
yet  he  must,  at  the  same  time,  as  one  of 
the  Members  of  that  House  to  whom  this 
petition  referred,  express  his  disapproba- 
tion of  it,  as  it  conveyed  almost  an  ac- 
cusation of  perjury,  upon  a  large  number  of 
the  Membersof  that  House,  against  not  less 
than  thirty- five  persons,  who  were  exposed 
to  that  imputation.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  feel  that  such  indulgence 
ought  to  be  extended  to  him,  whilst  he 
shortly  remonstrated  against  the  course 
which  had  been  adopted ;  and  whilst  he 
called  upon  those  who  assented  to  the 
opinions  of  the  petitioners,  to  take,  he 
would  not  say  a  bolder  course,  but  one 
of  a  more  candid  character.  He  would 
not  be  caried  away  into  a  state  of  excite- 
ment, or  use  a  tone  of  language  which 
should  display  any  acrimony ;  but,  in  a 
spirit  truly  Christian,  he  called  upou  boo. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
who  had  recourse  to  this  expedient  to  ex- 
cite a  feeling  against  the  Roman  Catholic 
body,  at  once  to  bring  forward  a  Bill  to 
have  the  oath  taken  by  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Members  explicitly  determined.  "Will 
you  do  so  ? "  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Member.  ['' Hear !'"]  «*  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cries  *  hear,  hear/  He  assents, 
then,  to  the  justice  of  the  observation  as 
applied  to  a  large  portion  of  this  House." 
When  I  gave  notice  of  a  motion  on  the 
Irish  Tithe  Bill,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
intimated  that  he  would,  when  the  matter 
was  brought  forward,  offer  an  affront  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  that 
House — (an  affront  it  was,  I  will  main- 
tain)— by  moving  that  the  oath  taken  by 
them  should  be  read.  Let  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bring  in  a  Bill.  "  We  put  one 
interpretation  on  that  oath,  you  put  a 
different  one  on  it.  And  what  right  have 
you  to  brand  us  with  the  crime  of  perjury, 
because  we  differ  from  you  in  our  inter- 
pretation of  the  oath  ?  "  The  first  person 
who  had  commenced  this  charge  against 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  that  house  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Andrew's,  and 
he  wished  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
as  explicit  in  his  threat  as  he  had  been  in 
pledges  which  he  had  given  elsewhere. 
He  repeated  that  first  person  who  had  re- 
introduced the  subject  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic oath,  who  had  put  a  construction 
of  his  own  upon  it,  and  had  attached  a 
strong  censure  upon  a  portion  of  the 
Members  of  that  House,  was  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  then  sitting  beside 
him.  When  that  hon.  Gentleman  came 
in  he  was  not  charging  him  with  a  viola- 
tion of  a  pledge  in  which  his  honour  was 
deeply  concerned  ;  but  he  wished  (as  we 
understood)  he  mi^ht  explain  the  oath, 
ihoiigli  not  with  the  Rnme  Ittitiide,  but  with 
the  same  conscientious  feeling  with  which 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  explained  his 
pledge.  Fie  hoped  he  should  be  pardoned 
if  he  felt  excited  ;  he  meant  it  not  offen- 
sively, but  with  a  view  to  the  truth,  he 
challenged  any  hon.  Member  to  bring  in 
a  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  said,  that  having 
been  one  of  those  Members  who  had  dared 
to  cheer,  as  an  independent  Member,  and 
as  a  man  not  ashamed  of  what  he  cheered 
in  that  House,  he  must  protest  against 
the  tone  and  language  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  which  were  neither 
courteous  nor  parliamentary.  In  his 
opinion,  freedom  of  language  and  freedom 
of  debate  were  alike  the  privilege  of  every 
hon.  Member;  and  he  would  tell  the 
House,  and  the  hon.  Member  too,  that  he 
bad  conscientiously  cheered,  because  he 
agreed  in  the  sentiments  which  were  em- 


bodied in  the  petition.  He  did  not  con- 
tend, nor  had  he  ever  said,  or  presumed 
to  say,  how  far  the  consciences  of  hon. 
Members  were  to  be  regulated;  but  he 
certainly  was  not  ashamed  to  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  his  opinion  was,  that  if  he 
took  the  oath  prescribed  for  Roman 
Catholics,  he  should  think  himself  pre- 
cluded from  taking  a  part  in  discussions 
on  matters  connected  with  the  Established 
Church,  with  regard  to  the  appropriation 
of  its  revenues,  or  its  management.  He 
might  be  wrong,  but  such  was  his  con- 
scientious belief;  and  such  being  the 
case,  he  had  cheered,  because  he  applaud- 
ed the  sentiments  of  the  Petition.  He  did 
not  nor  had  he  ever  charged  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  with  perjury.  He  had  never 
used  any  such  unchristian- like  language. 
It  was  his  wish  to  be  on  good  terms  with 
all  his  Roman  Catholic  brethren. 

Mr.  Finn  asked  how  it  had  occurred 
that  this  question  of  the  Roman  Cathplic 
oath  had  never  been  brought  under  dis- 
cussion until  after  the  thirty-five  Catholic 
Members  decided  the  fate  of  the  late 
Administration  ?  On  the  discussion  of  the 
Vestry-cess,  no  question  was  raised  upon 
it.  But  the  fact  was,  that  there  had  been 
a  majority  of  ten  on  the  Speakership,  of 
seven  on  the  Address  to  the  Crown,  and 
of  twenty-seven  on  the  Irish  Church  Reso- 
lution, which  caused  thedismissal  of  one  Ad- 
ministration and  restored  another  to  power; 
and  this  was  the  secret  of  this  animosity. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  conducted 
the  Roman  Catholics'  Disabilities  Renewal 
Bill,  when  called  upon  by  Sir  Charles 
Wetherell  to  exclude  Roman  Catholics 
from  voting  on  Church  questions,  answered 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  see  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  that  House  placed  on  a 
different  footing  from  others  with  reference 
to  their  power  to  exercise  their  opinions 
and  votes  upon  all  occasions;  and  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  receded 
from  that  declaration ;  and  though  he  had 
been  taunted  with  havinc^  become  a  con- 
vert to  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation,  he 
had  never  meddled  with  the  oath.  He 
would  mention  an  instance  of  the  partial 
manner  in  which  this  subject  was  treated. 
Mr.  Blount  some  time  since  published  in 
the  Morning  Chronicle,  an  excellent  letter 
on  this  subject,  and  that  letter,  which  ought 
to  have  set  the  matter  at  rest,  had  never 
appeared  in  the  Tory  papers — such  as  the 
Morning  Post  and  the  Mominq  Herald. 
Such  was  the  honesty  of  the  Public  Press* . 
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Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  hoped,  after  the 
personal  allusion  which  had  been  made  to 
him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tipperary,  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
say  one  word.  He  had  felt  it  his  duty, 
during  the  last  Parliament,  to  bring  the 
oath  taken  by  the  Catholic  Members  before 
the  House  on  two  several  occasions,  and 
it  was  reckoned  of  so  much  importance, 
that,  if  he  recollected  well,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  brought  for- 
ward the  subject  by  a  special  motion  on 
that  occasion.  He  (Mr.  Johnston)  then 
stated,  that  he  had  the  freedom  to  express 
his  opinion  on  this  very  important  question, 
and  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (br  Dublin,  that  if  there  was 
any  doubt  in  the  matter,  the  oath  ought 
to  be  removed  from  the  statute-book,  so 
that  no  wrong  interpretation  might  be  put 
upon  it  by  the  country,  or  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  the  House.  He 
tnust,  however,  make  this  further  obser- 
vation; he  did  not  admire  the  taste  of  the 
hon.  Grcntieman  in  bringing  forward  a 
matter  in  which  he  (Mr.  Johnston)  had 
been  concerned.  He  could  not  see  what 
reference  the  one  question  had  to  the 
other,  fiut  he  would  say,  if  he  was  to  be 
bearded  in  that  House  upon  a  dispute 
which  he  had  had  with  his  constituents, 
he  would  call  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary,  if  he  was  to  be  taunted  on 
every  occasion,  he  would  call  upon  him, 
as  he  had  called  upon  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House,  and  he  would  be  ready  to  give  an 
answer  to  any  accusation  which  might  be 
made.  He  had  already  offered  his  case 
to  the  House,  and  was  quite  willing  to 
bring  it  before  the  House,  if  the  House 
would  allow  him. 

Mr.  O'Conn^M said,  he  must  do  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Andrew's  the  justice  to 
state  that  when  he  brought  this  subject 
forward  he  did  it  with  courtesy  of  lan- 
guage, and  from  a  strong  sincere  religious 
feeling;  he  differed  from  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but  both  were  equally  sensible  of  the 
solemn  obligation  of  an  oath.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  felt  it  his  duty,  then,  not  to  let 
the  matter  rest,  although  the  Attorney- 
General  put  the  same  construction  upon 
the  oath  as  he  did.  He  thought  it  better 
not  to  suffer  the  question  to  rest,  and  had 
brought  it  before  the  House,  in  the  shape 
of  a  motion  to  alter  the  oath.  He  was 
met  by  an  almost  unanimous  declaration 
pf  the  Home.    Ho  considered  what  they 


had  to  say;  if  his  interpretation  of  the 
oath  was  a  wrong  one,  he  then  called 
upon  the  House  to  expel  him ;  he  called 
upon  the  Government  to  come  forward 
and  say  whether  he  had  misconstrued  the 
oath,  and  to  decide  the  question  for  ever ; 
for  if,  indeed,  it  was  such  an  oath  as  had 
been  described,  he  would  remain  as  he 
had  done  before  for  many  years  beyond 
the  Bar  of  that  House.  The  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Londonderry  (Sir  Robert 
Bateson),  had  mistaken  the  meaning  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary.    He  did 
not  taunt  that  hon.  Baronet  with  cheering, 
but  for  not  bringing  forward  a  specioc 
motion,  instead  of  making  an  insinuation 
by  his  cheer.     He  thought  that^  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  was  not  a  wise 
theologian ;  he  doubted  his  skill  on  that 
question.      That  hon.  Baronet    seemed 
angry  at  the  language  used  towards  him^ 
though  he  did  declare*  his  own   opinion 
that  were  he  in  the  situation  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  that  House,  he  should  think 
himself  perjured  ;  and  yet  he  thought  this 
was  perfect  Christian  charity.    The  pe- 
tition stated   that   the  Roman  Catholics 
swore  not  to  use  any  privilege  with  which 
they  might  be  invested  for  the  purpose  of 
weakening  or  overturning  the  rrotestant 
Church  as  by  law  established.    What  was 
the  meaning  of  this  privilege?  Did  it  come 
under  the  privilege  or  right  to  vote  ?  Did 
it  do  so  on  the  interpretation  of  the  Houset 
Let  that  question  be  decided.     He  would 
say,  as  a  lawyer,  that  it  did  not.    The 
contrary  might  be  the  interpretation  of  the 
House;    if  so,  let  them  nave    the   law 
clearly  defined.    The  petition  went  on  to 
say,  that  Roman  Catholics  ought  not  to 
vote  on  questions  appertaining    to    the 
revenues  of  the  Church  ;  that  was  to  say, 
that  revenue  and  religion  were  synonymous 
terms.     Such  things  might    be    in    the 
opinion  of  the  Londonderry  theologians. 
His  opinion  was  that  religion   was  one 
thing,  revenue  another ;  the  one  was  from 
God,  the  other  not.    Instead  of  the  two 
being  synonymous  terms,  nothing  could  be 
more  contradictory.  He  would  ask,  would 
the  Protestant  religion  end,  if  the  revenues 
of  her  Church  were  lessened  ?  But  he  had 
too  much  respect  for  the  religion  of  many 
of  his  nearest   and  dearest  friends  and 
relatives  not  to  spurn  the  idea  that  by  the 
Protestant  religion  was  meant    pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence.    If  a  question  arose 
in  that  House  upon  the  Thirty-nine  Articles 
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iiriety  of  reducing  them  to  nineteen,  as 
had  been  done  in  America)  he  perhaps 
inig:ht  not  vote.  But  why  did  they  en- 
cumber the  Protestant  religion  with  these 
revenaes?  Religion  and  revenue  were 
separate  things,  and  why  should  not  the 
Church  be  rid  of  such  unholy  means? 
Devote  the  surplus  revenue  to  the  pur- 
poses of  education.  What  was  wanted 
more  than  to  provide  for  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  members  of  the  Establish- 
ment ?  There  was  now  a  traffic  in  things 
which  did  not  belong  to  the  altar  of  Qod. 
Dr.  Boyton  had  said  that  those  Protestants 
who  did  not  support  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland  were  slaughtering  the 
milch  cow  which  supported  the  younger 
sons  of  the  aristocracy. 

Mr.  Charles  Russell  protested  against 
hon.  Members  having  motives  imputed  to 
them.  The  hon.  Member  who  bad  pre- 
sented this  petition  had  abstained  from 
giving  any  opinion  of  his  own  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  all  he  had  said  was,  that  he 
believed  the  persons  who  had  signed  that 
petition  to  be  highly  respectable. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
suggest  the  inconvenience  to  public  busi- 
ness by  protracting  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Ormshy  Gore  regretted  this  discus- 
sion, nor  did  he  intend  to  have  said  any 
thing  which  should  militate  against  the 
good  feeling  of  the  Houses  He  had  been 
taunted  for  having  brought  forward  this 
petition,  which  was  adverse  to  the  interests 
of  Ireland.  Ireland  was  the  country  of 
his  forefathers;  and  he  would  not  yield  to 
any  one  of  the  100  Members  for  Ireland 
in  his  attachment  to,  and  anxiety  for,  the 
welfare  of  that  part  of  the  kingdom.  He 
would  state,  which  he  was  sure  would  not 
be  disputed  by  the  hon.  end  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Doblin,  that  in  the  debate  upon 
the  passing  of  the  Catholic  qnestion,  words 
relating  to  the  security  of  civil  and  eccle- 
siastical property,  which  had  been  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  in  the  oath,  were 
omitted ;  and  the  ground  taken  by  those 
who  opposed  their  insertion  was,  that  as 
civil  property  was  guarded,  so  was  eccle- 
siastical property;  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  in  opposing 
the  proposition  of  the  learned  Member 
who  brought  forward  such  a  Resolution, 
stated  that  it  would  be  raising  a  distinction 
between  ecclesiastical  and  civil  property. 
Sorely  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Doblin  would  not  contend  that,  according 

(0  the  wordi  of  bi»  ottb|  he  bad  a  right  to 


upset  civil  property,  it  was  not  for  his 
party,  nor  for  those  who  sat  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  to  explain  the  oaths  taken 
by  hon.  Members;  it  was  they  who  had  a 
doubt  upon  their  minds  respecting  it  who 
should  bring  in  a  Bill.  With  regard  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  he  would  say,  that  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  was  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
*'  they  had  never  heard  of  the  oath  until 
the  Catholic  Members  had  been  the  means 
of  changing  the  Ministry."  He  rather 
thought  that  such  a  supposition  was  con- 
tradicted by  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Doblin ;  and  who 
stated,  that  he  bad  already  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  this  subject*  This 
proved,  then,  that  the  matter  was  not  for 
the  first  time  introduced  sinoe  the  late 
change  of  the  Ministry.  He  coidd  not  sit 
down  without  again  adverting  to  what  had 
been  said  of  himself,  in  reference  to  his 
connexion  with  Ireland.  He  had  various 
properties  in  Ireland;  and  he  bad  Roman 
Catholics  as  well  as  Protestants  upon  his 
estates.  His  tenantry  were  of  both  r»* 
ligions,  and  be  defied  any  human  being, 
whether  he  was  an  Englishman  or  Irish- 
man, to  point  out  an  instance  in  which 
there  had  been  a  difference  of  treatment 
exhibited  to  either  of  them-— where  theie 
had  been  eviction  of  Roman  Catholics  to 
place  Protestants  in  their  stead— 4md  where 
be  dki  not  give  to  the  old  tenants  that 
which  he  conceived  to  be  their  undoubted 
right,  to  remain  on  that  land  where  their 
forefathers  had  been  for  generations  before 
he  was  born.  He  flattered  himself  that  he 
had  as  respectable  Roman  Catholic  tenants 
upon  his  estate  as  any  Gentleman  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  (yConnell,  in  explanation,  observed 
it  was  quite  true  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  with  respect  to  the  omission  of 
the  words  '*  Civil  and  Ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty' in  the  oath ;  but  he  wanted  to  know, 
would  it  be  contended  that  he  bad  not  a 
right  to  legislate  upon  civil  property*— that 
he  could  not  give  a  vote  upon  the  admi- 
nistration of  civil  property  ?  Was  he  to 
be  precluded  from  voting  upon  die  admf* 
nistration  of  corporation  property-^npon 
fines  and  recoveries  ?  Why,  if  he  were  to 
be  precluded  from  voting  upon  civH  as  well 
as  ecclesiastical  property^  he  could  have 
no  business  to  do  as  a  Member  of  that 
House— [CrtVw  of  '*  Spoke:*]  He  had 
spoken«-let  tbenii  if  they  could,  answer 
bittit 
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Ipswich  Elkction.]  Mr.  Gisbome 
said,  that  in  rising^  to  move  that  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  further  consideration 
of  the  Report  of  the  Ipswich  Committee 
be  now  read,  he  was  aware  that  he  had  no 
claim  again  to  address  the  House,  but  he 
hoped  that  he  should  be  indulged  while 
he  made  a  few  remarks,  which  he  should 
endeavour  to  make  as  brief  as  the  nature 
of  the  subject  allowed. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read, 
Mr.  Gisbome  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  a  few  remarks  in  consequence  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  having,  on  the  previous 
night,  said,  that  if  he  (Mr.  Gisbome)  could 
come  down  to  the  House,  armed  with 
the  precedents  for  the  plan  which  he 
proposed,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
not  feel  disposed  to  oppose  his  motion. 
Now  it  so  happened  that  he  came  down, 
certainly  not  armed  with  many  precedents, 
for  he  had  been  able  to  6nd  but  one  pre- 
cedent upon  this  point  in  existence ;  and 
be  had  to  state,  that  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  only  the  one 
case — not  on  his  own  judgment  and  re- 
search alone — but  after  consulting  with 
several  gentlemen  who  had  the  best  op- 
portunities of  knowing  if  any  other  pre- 
cedents existed  or  not.  The  fact  was,  it 
was  well  known  that  in  many  cases  the 
parties  had  absconded  in  order  to  avoid 
the  Speaker's  warrant ;  but  it  was  a  point 
very  difficult  to  be  brought  home  to  the 
delinquents :  and  he,  with  the  assistance 
of  those  gentlemen  to  whom  he  had 
already  alluded,  had  been  able  to  discover 
but  one  single  case,  and  that  had  been 
alluded  to  last  night  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  which  bore  directly  upon  the 
present  case.  The  case  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  that  of  Camel  ford,  in  which 
William  Hallett  was  taken  into  custody 
on  the  ground  of  his  having  absconded  to 
avoid  being  served  with  the  Speaker's 
warrant.  That  was  a  case  completely 
in  point;  and  in  all  its  circumstances 
completely  analogous  with  the  case  of  the 
parties  who  had  absconded  to  avoid  being 
served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant  in 
the  present  instance.  The  difference 
drawn  last  night  between  the  cases  by 
the  late  Solicitor-general  and  another  hon. 
Member,  appeared  to  be  perfectly  un- 
tenable. They  argoed  that  a  distinction 
was  to  be  drawn  between  the  parties  who 
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absconded  to  avoid,  being  served  with  the 
Speaker's  warrant,  and  those  who  neg- 
lected to  appear  after  having  been  served 
with  it.  Now  he  could  not  see  why  a 
difference  should  be  made  between  the 
man  who  was  cunning  enough  to  escape 
without  being  served  with  the  writ,  and 
the  man  who  was  sufficiently  clumsy  to 
resort  to  the  desperate  expedient  of  ab- 
sconding after  the  writ  was  served.  But 
upon  this  subject  he  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  an  authority 
which  must  have  the  greatest  weight  with 
that  House — he  meant  the  authority  of 
the  predecessor  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  who  now  filled  the  Chair.  In  the 
case  which  he  (Mr.  Gisbome)  had  alluded 
to,  it  happened  that  William  Hallett,  upom 
being  taken  into  custody,  alleged  as  an 
excuse  for  not  obeying  the  Speaker's 
notice,  that  he  had  sustained  severe 
bodily  injuries  which  prevented  him  from 
doing  so,  and  he  alleged  also  that  he  had 
not  been  served  with  the  Speaker's  war- 
rant. When  this  person  was  brought  up 
to  the  Bar  of  the  House,  the  predecessor  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  in  the  Chair, 
addressed  Hallett  as  follows : — **  William 
Hallett,  the  offence  for  which  you  stand 
committed  to  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant- 
at-arms  is  of  the  roost  grave  and  serious 
description,  insulting  to  the  dignity  and 
authority  of  the  House,  and  an  endeavour, 
as  far  as  in  you  lay,  to  impede  the  course 
of  public  justice.  You  allege  in  mitiga- 
tion of  your  misconduct,  that  you  were 
not  served  with  the  order  for  attendance ; 
this  statement  is  doubtless  correct,  but 
you  were  reported  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  appointed  to  try  the  Camelford 
election  petition,  as  having  wilfully  ab- 
absconded  with  a  view  to  avoid  the  service 
of  such  order.  Be  not,  therefore,  misled 
yourself,  and  think  not  to  mislead  the 
House  by  so  vain  and  futile  a  distinction. 
It  is  no  extenuation  of  your  misconduct, 
and  no  reparation  to  publicjusilice,  that  you 
did  not  aggpravate  your  offence  by  open 
disobedience.  I  will  only  add  that  this 
is  an  attempt  that  never  can  succeed  in 
attaining  the  object  at  which  it  aims. 
The  only  result  in  whicb  it  can  terminate, 
as  it  has  terminated  in  your  case,  is  in  the 
disgrace  and  punishment  of  the  individual 
who  is  hardy  enough  to  venture  upon  it."* 
He  was  glad  to  have  such  authority  as 
that  in  favour  of  the  views  which  he  (Mr. 
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Oiftbonie)  entertained'  upon  this  subject. 
The  Question  before    the    House    was, 
tberefoiey    simply  this: — First,    whether 
the  House  should  take  any  further  cog* 
nizance  of  this  subject?  and,  secondly, 
whether  the  House  ought  to  take  measures 
in  regard  to  it  immediately,  or  wait  until 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
was  laid  before  it  ?    Now,  with  respect  to 
the  first  of  these  questions,  he  considered 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
House  should,  without  any  delay,  take 
some  decisive  step.     He  said  so  the  more 
emphatically,  because  one  part   of   the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  last 
night  was,  that  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
parties  in  this  case  who  had  absconded 
were  punishable  by  the  House.    It  was 
absolutely  necessary,  therefore,  that  the 
House  should   settle   this  Question.     It 
was  necessary  that  it  should  do  so,  because 
it  was  the  only  way  in  which  the  House 
could  vindicate  its  power.    It  was  under- 
stood  that  by  common   law  no  redress 
could  be  hady  and  it  was  therefore  to  be 
shown  that  the  House  could  vindicate  its 
nndoubted  rights.     He  thought,  therefore, 
that  no  course  was  left  to  the  House  to 
pursue,  but  that,  such  a  report  having 
been  made  by  a  Committee  of  its  own 
Memben,  they  should  proceed  to  ulterior 
measures  for  the  purpose  of  vindicating 
their  own  power.    The  second  question 
was,  whether  they  were  to  wait  till  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  was 
before  them,  or  whether,  upon  the  Report 
madoby  the  Committee,  they  should  at 
once  proceed  to  take  steps  to  bring  those 
persons  to  justice?     He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  former  of  those  propositions  was 
the  proper  course  for  the  House  to  pursue. 
He  thought  that  the  resolution  of  the 
Committee  was  sufficient  to  justify  them 
in  proceeding  instantly  against  the  parties. 
It  was  not  to  be  thought  that  it  was  pro- 
posed that  those  parties  should  be  brought 
up  to    the  Bar  of  the  House  by  way 
of  punishment.    That  was  not  the  case; 
but  they  should   be  'brought    up  upon 
the    same    footing    with     Hallet.       He 
was  not  taken    up   by  way  of  punish- 
ment, but  in  order  to  explain  the  position 
ill  which  he  was  placed   and   to  defend 
himself.     That  person  had  been  brought 
to  the.  Bar  of  the  House,  where  he  had 
been  allowed  to  explain  his  conduct,  and 
to  give  the  best  account  l>e  could  of  him- 
self, as  well  as  to  bring  what  evidence  he 
pleased  in  his  own  behalf;  but  he  was 


not  treated  as  a  person  guilty  of  the 
crimes   imputed   to   him.     This  was  the 
view  which  he  wished  all  those  Members 
to  take  of  this  Question  who  thought  as 
he  (Mr.  Gisborne)  did  in  regard  to  it.  He 
wished  that  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee  should   be  l<ft  entirely  out  of 
view.     For  his  own  part  he  acted  in  this 
matter  as  if  he  knew   nothing:    of    the 
evidence   taken    before   the    Committee. 
He  based  his  motion  solely  upon  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee,  and  he  hoped  that 
all  who  agreed  with  him  would  do  the  same ; 
because  if  they  once  based  the  argument 
upon  the  evidence  which  had  been  taken 
before  the  Committee,  they  ought  certainly 
to  wait  until    the    evidence    itself    was 
brought  before  them.     He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  the  Question  simply  resolved 
itself  into  this — whether  they  ought   to 
proceed  on  the  report  of  the  Committee,  or 
ought  to  wait  for  the  evidence  ?  and  in  his 
opinion  they  ought  not  to  wait.  There  was 
one  point  which  had  been  urged  by  hon. 
Members,  as  to  whether  the  parties  who 
were  accused  of   absconding  had  been 
represented  before  the  Committee  or  not. 
Technically  speaking,  he  admitted  that  it 
might  be  said  that  they  had  not  been  re- 
presented ;  but  could  anybody  say,  that 
with  ail  the  evidence  produced  in  favour 
of  the    sitting  Members — with    all  the 
witnesses,  counsel,  and  agents  who  were 
before  that  Committee,  that  the  interests 
of  these  parties  were  not  as  completely 
represented   as  if  they  were  themselves 
actually  and  legally  before  it?    Could  it 
be  supposed  that  Sparrow  and  Clipperton, 
who  were  the  agents  for  the  sitting  Mem- 
hers,  and  Mr.  O'Mally,  who  was  their 
counsel,  were  not  completely  represented  ? 
And  did  any  hon.  Member  who  then  heard 
him,  doubt  that  although  (as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  stated)  these  persons  were 
not  technically  represented  that  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee  was  as 
much  in  their  favour  as  in  favour  of  the 
sitting  Members:  and  that  it  was  upon 
the  evidence  so  given  that  the  Committee 
had  found  that  the  one  party  was  guilty  of 
absconding,  and  the  other  of  bribery  and 
corruption?      The    Question,    therefore, 
simply  was,   whether  they,  actinp:  in  the 
capacity  of  Judges,  ought  to  bring  ihose 
persons  to  the  bar  of  the  House :  and  he 
had    no  hesitation  in  saying,  that   there 
never  was  a  case   in   which  thef   were 
more   called   upon   to  do  so.     He    had 
promised  not  to  detain  the  House,  and  he 
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woiildy  tfaerefbroy  at  once  8tate»  that  with 
its  leave,  he  would  propose  to  alter  the 
proposition  which  he  had  submitted  to  its 
consideration  last  night.  He  proposed  to 
alter  his  resolution,  by  leaving  out  the 
words,  *^  for  the  said  several  and  respective 
offences/'  which  would  do  away  with 
any  appearance  of  the  case  of  those 
persons  having  been  prejudged.  Be*> 
ing  called  upon  suddenly  to  make  a 
Motion  upon  this  subject,  he  had  taken 
the  words  of  former  precedents,  but  he 
admitted  that  it  might  be  an  improvement 
upon  his  Motion^  if  no  difference  was 
made  in  the  cases  of  those  persons  who 
were  reported  by  the  Committee ;  he  saw 
no  reason,  therefore,  as  the  House  was  to 
act  not  upon  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee,  but  upon  the  Committee's 
Report,  why  any  difference  should  be  made 
between  their  case  and  that  of  the  others 
who  were  reported.  He  would  therefore 
move,  that  the  names  of  J.  B.  Dasent> 
and  John  Pilgrim,  be  added  to  those  whom 
he  had  formerly  moved  should  be  taken 
iato  custody,  as  he  saw  no  reason  why,  in 
this  ymw  of  the  case  they  should  be 
omitted. 

Mr^  Patfiok  Mt  Siiwari  said,  that,  wilk 
regard  to  what  bad  been  said  by  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Derbyshire,  as  to  its  being 
usual  for  any  Member*  placed  in  the 
situation  which  he  (Mr.  Stewait)  had  th« 
honour  of  occopyiog-^that  of  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  to  institute  proceedings 
against  parties  implicated,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  on  the  previous  night  he  had  declined 
making  any  Motion,  on  the  ground  of  his 
having  no  instructions  upon  the  subject 
from  the  Committee,  and  that  he  left  the 
subject  to  the  determination  of  the  House, 
and  would  abide  by  its  decision.  He  had 
now  to  state  that  he  would  abide  by  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  and  that  he  had 
no  doubt  that  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  also  ready  to  abide  by  it,  and 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

hovd  John  iZuice// thought  that  his  hon. 
Friend^  the  Member  for  Derbyshire,  bad 
shown  a  sound  discretion  in  leaving  out 
the  words  which  he  had  excluded  from 
his  Motion.  He  thought  that  it  had  been 
shown  that  the  House  had  done  well  in 
taking  a  day  to  deliberate  upon  the  subject, 
not  only  ip  order  that  they  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  referring  to  former  pre- 
cedeats,  but  that  they  might  show  (hat 


they  had  a  auffieient  regard  for  the  eata 
of  the  individuals ;  and  he  thought  that 
the  House  was  justified  in  taking  those 
witnesses  who  absconded  to  avoid  the 
Speaker's  warrant  into  custody,  as  well 
as  witnesses  who  neglected  to  obey  the 
summons  after  it  had  been  served  upon 
them.  If  witnesses  were  allowed  to  get 
out  of  the  way,  justice  would  be  impeded 
and  the  powers  of  the  House  would  be 
ineffectual.  On  these  grounds  be  thought 
that  the  House  was  justified  in  agreeing 
to  the  hon.  Member's  Motion,  which 
was  conformable  to  precedent,  and  there^ 
fore  he  cordially  gave  it  his  support. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  rejoiced  at  the  delay 
which  had  taken  place  in  coming  to  a 
decision  upon  this  Question,  and  he  was 
sure  that  there  was  no  one  in  the  Hoose 
who  would  more  sincerely  rejoice  at  the 
delay  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby- 
shire himself,  as  it  gave  him  the  opportu* 
nity  of  making  two  important  alterations 
in  his  Motion.  He  had  contended  that 
the  House  ought  not  to  prejudge  the  ease 
of  these  persons;  and  the  hon.  Member, 
acting  upon  that  feeling,  had  omittul 
from  his  Motion  the  words  <<  for  thsae 
their  alleged  offences,"  thereby  as  far  ae 
poeeible  avoiding  the  appearance  of  pra« 
judging  their  case.  Another  alteratioa 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  made  was, 
that  he  did  not  now  except  any  of  tboseper-* 
sons  who  were  mentioned  as  guilty  in  tkm 
Report  of  the  Committee  from  the  effect 
of  his  Motion,  but  very  properly  inchided 
the  whole.  lu  both  these  points  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
materially  improved  his  Motion.  In  the 
case  of  Camelford  no  charge  was  specified 
in  bringing  Hallett  to  the  Bar ;  and  the 
hon.  Member,  therefore,  was  in  exact 
conformity  with  that  precedent  in  omitting 
the  words  to  which  he  had  allnded. 
Considering  also  the  terms  in  which  the 
Speaker  had  addressed  Hallet — and  the 
Speaker  was  undoubtedly  a  high  authority 
'^•be  considered  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
also  justified  in  the  course  he  had  followed 
in  that  respect.  Yet  he  could  not  help 
thinking,  upon  the  whole,  that  it  would 
be  more  satisfactory  if  the  House  heard 
the  evidence  before  they  ordered  those 
persons  into  custody.  And  they  had 
a  precedent  for  that  course.  In  the 
Grantham  case,  when  a  Motion  was  made 
that  upon  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
the  person  who  absconded  in  order  to 
avoid  being  served  with   the   Spttker's 
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warrant  thouM  be  taken  into  castody,  in 
that  case  the  House  did  not  order  that 
the  parties  should  be  taken  in  custody 
upon  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  but  it 
followed  a  course  which  he  considered 
more  conformable  to  justice.  The  House 
first  beard  (he  Report  of  the  short-hand 
writer's  note  of  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee  at  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
and  then  it  ordered  the  parties  into  cus- 
tody. He  thought  that  the  same  course 
should  be  followed  in  the  present  instance, 
as  it  would  be  more  satisfactory,  in  a 
case  where  the  loss  of  the  liberty  of  a  sub- 
ject was  involved,  that  the  evidence  should 
be  heard.  If  the  course  now  proposed 
was  not  simply  preliminary,  but  assumed 
the  offence  charged,  he  thought  the 
precedent  of  the  Grantham  case  ought  to 
be  followed,  and  there  was  yet  sufficient 
time  for  the  House  to  adopt  that  course. 
He  therefore  repeated  that  he  thought 
they  ought  to  hear  eyidence  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  had 
alluded  to  the  difference  which  he  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  had  drawn  between  a  person 
absconding  before  being  served  with  a 
summons,  and  refosing  to  obey  the  sum* 
mens  after  it  had  been  served.  He  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  couki  conceive  a  case  where 
absooading  was  as  criminal  and  dangerous 
as  refusing  Co  obey  the  summons  when 
served  ;  but  the  House  ought  to  recollect 
that  there  was  one  manifest  difference 
between  the  two  cases.  In  the  one  case 
clear  and  undoubted  evidence  of  the  fact 
could  be  brought  home  to  the  individual, 
but  the  other  was  more  difficult  to  be 
established.  He  admitted  that  where 
there  was  a  consph'acy  formed  to  abscond 
to  avoid  the  Speaker's  summons,  the  parties 
ought  to  be  punished,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  felt  bound  to  say  that  there  ought 
to  be  evidence  of  the  animus  with  which 
the  act  of  absconding  was  performed ;  and 
all  he  contended  for  was,  that  evidence 
should  be  produced  to  show  not  only  that 
the  parties  absconded,  but  that  they  ab* 
aconded  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  being 
served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant.  If  it 
were  the  opinion  of  the  House  that  they 
should  at  once  order  these  persons  to  be 
taken  into  custody  without  reading  the 
evidence,  he  would  not  oppose  the  pro- 
position ;  at  the  same  time  he  thought 
that  it  might  be  as  well  to  have  the 
evkleDce  read  at  the  Bar,  Before  he  sat 
down»  he  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derbyshire  whether  he  intended  to 


proceed  against  the  Magistrates  ibr  a 
breach  of  privilege  ? 

Mr.  Gisbome  observed  that  he  had 
stated  last  night  the  course  which  he  in- 
tended to  pursue  with  respect  to  those 
magistrates,  and  with  the  permission  of 
the  House  he  would  repeat  what  he  had 
then  said.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  case  of  the 
Magistrates  was  very  different  from  that 
of  the  persons  whose  names  were  included 
in  the  resolution  he  had  proposed,  and  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  oppose  the 
present  motion  in  consequence  of  the 
course  he  intended  to  pursue  with  respect 
to  the  Magistrates.  He  did  not  intend  to 
propose  that  the  same  course  should  be 
pursued  with  respect  to  the  Magistrates  as 
to  the  other  persons  implicated  by  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.  The  only 
reason  which  induced  him  to  make  this 
variation  in  the  course  of  his  proceedings, 
was  that  there  was  a  difference  in  the 
words  of  the  Committee  with  regard  to 
them  and  the  other  persons.  The  Report 
directly  implicated  the  conduct  of  the 
persons  named  in  his  resolution,  but  it 
stated  that  the  Magistrates  appeared  to 
the  Committee  to  be  guihy  of  a  breach  cf 
the  privileges  of  this  House.  The  Com* 
mittee  did  not  say  that  it  was  an  actual 
breach  of  privilege,  or  in  what  degree  it 
was  a  breach.  Now  he  did  not  intend  to 
propose  that  the  course  which  he  thought 
was  unavoidable  with  regard  to  the  other 
persons — namely,  that  they  should  be 
taken  into  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant-at- 
Arms — should  be  pursued  towards  the 
Magistrates,  but  the  Magistrates  should 
be  called  to  the  Bar  to  explain  their  con- 
duct in  this  matter.  He  belived  that  this 
would  remove  the  objection  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  by  no  means 
satisfied  that  the  House  would  be  justified 
in  calling  upon  the  Magistrates  to  attend 
in  this  way.  The  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  some  precedent  for  the  course  which 
he  intended  to  pursue.  He,  however, 
wished  to  know,  on  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  whether  there  was  any  instance  in 
which  the  House  had  allowed  any  other 
tribunal  than  itself  to  judge  or  decide  what 
was  a  breach  of  privilege. 

The  Speaker  remarked,  that  it  was 
competent  for  a  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  Inquire  into  the  merits  of  a 
petition,  in  an  election,  to  report  to  the 
House  that  certain  parties  had  in  its  opinion 


671  lp»0kk  Bltcikn, 


{COMMONS}         .fymhh  ETec^tbii. 


678 


been  gailty  of  a  breach  of  priFilege,  but 
the  House  was  not  bound,  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament  under  which  the  Election 
jCommittee  was  constituted,  to  take  up  or 
act  upon  any  of  the  suggestions  or  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  as  to  a 
breach  of  privilege.  The  House  always 
examined  for  itself  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  conduct  of  persons  involved  a  breach 
of  privilege. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said  the  point  then  was, 
whether  the  House  should  pay  so  much 
regard  to  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  as 
to  act  upon  it  in  this  case  ?  He  would 
not,  however,  mix  this  with  the  other 
case.  They  ought  to  have  something  like 
a  frimd  facie  case  before  they  proceeded 
to  act. 

Mr.  Montague  Chapman  begged  to  re- 
mark, as  a  member  of  the  Committee, 
that  it  did  not  give  a  decided  opinion  on 
the  subject,  but  merely  stated  that  it  ap- 
peared to  the  Committee  to  be  a  breach 
of  privilege.  If  it  were  not  a  case  of 
breach  of  privilege,  it  at  least  was  a  case 
of  gross  negligence  and  inattention  to  the 
orders  of  the  House.  The  conduct  pursued 
had  occasioned  great  delay  and  incon- 
Tenience  to  the  Committee.  There  cer- 
tainly was  a  difference  in  the  amount  of 
guilt  of  the  persons  named  in  the  resolu- 
tion. Two  of  the  persons,  namely,  Dasent 
and  Pilgrim,  had  given  evidence  before  the 
Committee.  The  former  individual  had 
come  forward  to  give  evidence  after  some 
delay  before  the  Committee,  while  the 
latter,  who  had  given  the  most  important 
evidence,  had  been  taken  into  custody. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
pursue  these  persons  with  the  same  measure 
of  severity  as  they  did  the  others. 

Mr.  Qtdfome  observed,  that  after  what 
had  been  stated,  be  would  not  propose  to 
proceed  against  the  Magistrates  before  the 
evidence  was  printed. 

The  SoUcitor-General  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  that  it  was 
burning  and  necessary  in  every  proceed- 
ing like  the  present  to  act  only  upon  the 
very  best  evidence  which  could  be  got. 
But  for  that  very  reason  he  thought  it  was 
better  in  the  present  case  to  depend  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Committee,  who  heard 
the  evidence  orally  delivered,  and  had  Hn 
opportunity  of  observing  the  demeanour  of 
the  parties,  than  to  trust  to  the  niere  read- 
ing of  the  short-hand  notes  taken  by 
the  reporter  at  those  proceedings.  This 
opinion  was  itnctly  in  accordance  with  the 


practice  of*  the  Courts,  Whid)  always  pre- 
ferred an  opinion  founded  upon  evidence 
orally  delivered,  than  upon  a  mere  hearsay 
report  of  it.  With  respect  to  the  case 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
where  it  appeared  the  House  caused  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  to  be 
read  to  it,  before  it  adopted  any  proceed- 
ings on  the  subject,  he  thought,  though 
he  would  confess  that  he  was  not  aware 
of  the  fact,  yet  he  thought  that  it  would 
very  probably  be  found  that  the  reason  for 
the  House's  acting  so  in  that  case  was  this, 
that  the  Committee  had  actually  made  no 
report  upon  the  subject,  and  that  the 
proceedings  before  them  were  still  pending. 
Therefore  it  was,  perhaps,  that,  having  no 
adjudication  before  them,  the  House  was 
obliged  to  have  recourse  to  the  best  testi- 
mony they  could  procure,  namely,  the 
report  of  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee.  He  would  observe  that,  as  a 
lawyer,  there  were  no  proceedings  which 
he  viewed  with  a  more  unwelcome  eye,  or 
which  the  country  more  reluctantly  took 
up,  than  cases  of  contempt.  At  the  same 
time,  however,  he  mast  express  his  opinion, 
that  if  ever  there  were  a  case  of  the  kind 
which  called  for  visitation  it  was  the 
present  one.  There  were  fife  or  six  indi- 
viduals, aided  and  abetted  by  the  agents 
and  solicitors  of  the  parties  engaged  in  the 
contest,  and  also,  he  was  grieved  to  say, 
by  a  gentleman  belonging  to  the  honourable 
profession  of  the  Bar,  charged  with  avoid- 
ing, he  would  almost  say  by  conspiracy, 
the  service  of  the  Speaker's  warrant.  The 
case  was  such  that  did  it  not  actually 
come  within  the  reach  of  a  criminal  in- 
dictment for  conspiracy,  it  only  escaped 
doing  so  by  reason  of  some  legal  techni- 
calities, the  existence  of  which  he  regretted. 
Lord  Stanley  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  proceedings 
proposed  to  be  adopted  in  the  first  in- 
stance by  the  Member  for  Derbyshire 
were  not  borne  out  by  the  case  he' had 
quoted  as  a  precedent.  The  House,  cer- 
tainly, in  the  case  of  the  Grantham  Elec- 
tion, had  pHiCeeded  to  hear  the  evidence 
read  over  before  they  ordered  the  parlies 
to  be  taken  into  custody;  but,  as  the  ri);Ul 
hon.  Baronet  admitted,  they  had  the  case 
of  the  Camelford  Election  which  exactly 
bore  on  the  matter  bt*fore  tht*  House. 
He  felt  bound,  therefore,  under  all  the 
circumstaucf'S  of  the  case,  to  agree  to  the 
resolution  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derbyshire,  but  he  would  not  have  done 
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AO  if.  the  boo.  Gentleman  had  not  con- 
sented to  strike  out  the  words  implying 
the  assumption  of  the  guilt  of  the  parties 
named ;  he  did  not  think,  howeTer,  that 
there  would  he  any  serious  objection  to 
the  amended  Motion.  In  the  case  of 
Grantham,  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  there  was  this  material  di£fer- 
ence  from  the  present  case.  It  was  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  to  the  House 
that  although  due  diligence  had  been  used 
to  reach  the  person  to  be  summoned,  yet 
that  the  attempts  had  not  been  successful. 
A  Motion  was  therefore  made,  to  take  the 
party  into  custody.  That  Motion  was, 
after  some  discussion,  withdrawn,  and  the 
short-hand  writer  who  attended  the  Com- 
mittee was  called  in  and  ordered  to  read 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
on  the  subject  of  the  serving  of  the  Speak- 
er*fr  warrant  on  Sir  William  Manners.  It 
was  then  ordered  that  Sir  William  Manners 
be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms.  Subsequently,  on  the  persons 
sent  by  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  failing  in 
their  endeavours  to  arrest  Sir  William 
Manners  being  reported  to  him,  that  of- 
ficer  and  his  assistants  were  called  in  and 
examined,  and  the  result  was,  that  the 
House  came  to  the  resolution — '^  That  it 
appeared  to  the  House  that  Sir  William 
Manners  had  absconded  in  order  to  avoid 
being  taken  into  custody  pursuant  to  an 
order  of  the  House :  therefore  that  an 
bumble  address  be  presented  to  his  Ma- 
jesty that  he  will  be  graciously  pleased  im* 
mediately  to  issue  his  Royal  Proclamation, 
with  such  reward  as  his  Majesty  shall 
think  proper,  for  discovering,  apprehend- 
ing, and  detaining  the  said  Sir  William 
Manners.  *  This  person  was  afterwards 
apprehended  and  committed  to  Newgate. 
There  was  this  difference  between  this 
case  and  the  one  before  the  House,  name- 
ly, that  in  the  former  the  Committee  had 
not  come  to  a  resolution  on  the  subject, 
but  had  merely  ordered  that  the  absence 
of  the  witness  should  be  reported  to  the 
House,  The  parties,  too,  in  the  present  case 
had  gone  out  of  the  way  so  as  to  prevent 
their  being  taken  into  custody.  There 
was,  therefore,  a  broad  distinction  between 
the  two  cases ;  but  the  course  now  pro- 
posed to  be  pursued  wascotiipletely  borne 
out  by  the  proceedings  in  the  Camel  ford 
case.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  prece- 
dent furnished  by   the   case  he  had  just 
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named,  be  would  have  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  ai  to  the  propriety  of 
having  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee  on  the  subject  read  at  the  bar. 

The  Attorney' General  sMf  that  he  had 
been  called  upon  last  night  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  give  his  opinion  as  to  the 
relative  guilt  of  persons  absconding  from 
the  service  of  the  Speaker's  warrant,  and 
those  who  had  had  it  served  upon  them 
and  yet  had  not  obeyed  it.  He  remarked, 
on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  that  he  saw 
little  difference  in  the  magnitude  of  the 
offence.  At  that  time  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  Camelford  case,  and  of  having  the  high 
authority  of  the  late  Speaker  to  support 
his  opinion.  In  the  matter  now  before 
the  House,  a  prima  yhcte  case  had  been 
made  out,  and  he  was  satisfied,  from  the 
reflection  he  had  been  able  to  bestow  on 
subject  since  yesterday,  that  the  parties 
were  precisely  in  the  same  situation  as 
persons  against  whom  a  Bill  had  been 
found  by  a  Grand  Jury,  and  were  therefore 
in  a  situation  which  would  justify  their 
being  deprived  of  their  liberty.  There 
was  an  analogons  course  of  proceeding  in 
Westminster-hall  against  persons  who 
refused  to  obey  the  order  of  the  Court. 
An  attachment  was  issued,  addressed  to 
the  sheriffs  of  counties,  directing  them  to 
take  the  parties  into  custody,  and  when 
taken  they  had  to  appear  before  the  Court 
to  explain  their  conduct,  and  were  liable 
to  commitment  to  prison  for  contempt. 

Mr.  Jervis  wished,  before  the  question 
was  put,  to  say  a  few  words  respecting  an 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who,  by 
the  decision  of  the  Committee,  was  no 
longer  a  Member  of  the  House,  and, 
therefore,  was  unable  to  answer  for  him- 
self. Many  allusions  had  been  made  to  a 
Speech  delivered  by  Mr.  Kelly  before  the 
Committee,  but  he  wasL  authorized  by 
that  Gentleman  to  say,  that  when  he  then 
spoke  he  appeared  merely  as  an  advocate, 
and  he  wished  it  distinctly  to  be  under* 
stood  that  hd  only  addressed  the  Com- 
mittee in  that  capacity.  He  felt  bound 
to  say  thus  much  in  justification  of  the 
Gentleman  he  had  alluded  to,  and  he 
did  it  the-  more  readily  as  tbey  were  poli* 
tical  opponents. 

Mr.  Patrick  Stewart  also  wished  to  re- 
mark, that,  as  the  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee, he  had  always  understood  that  Mr. 
Kelly  appeared  as  a  lawyer,  and  not  as  a 
party  in   the  case. 

The  Motion  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 
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ChaHities.]  Mr.  Harvey  ro«e  for  the 
purpose  of  moving  that, "  a  Select  Commit- 
tee be  appointed  to  examine  and  consider 
the  evidence,  in  the  several  Reports  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  from  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  inquire  concerning 
Charities  in  England  and  Wales,  and  also 
the  measures  which  may  be  most  effec- 
tually adopted  to  complete,  at  an  early 
period,  the  inquiry  relative  to  uninvesti- 
gated Charities,  to  report  their  opinion  by 
what  mode  the  Charity-funds  may  be 
most  efficiently,  promptly,  and  eco- 
nomically administered."  Those  who  had 
upon  other  occasions,  had  the  good  for- 
tune to  hear  the  subject  of  Public  Chari- 
ties discussed,  and  the  vast  importance  of 
dispensing  useful  instruction  to  all  classes 
of  (he  communitVf  enforced  in  the  rich 
embellishments  of  language  and  the  per- 
suasive charms  of  oratory,  by  the  dis- 
tinguished man  who  had  first  brought  the 
subject  before  Parliament,  would  easily 
understand  the  feeling  which  induced  him 
to  disclaim  an  appeal  which  required  the 
aid  of  resources  to  which  he  had  no  pre- 
tensions. Nor  was  it  his  purpose  to  emu- 
late, however  much  he  admired,  those 
schemes  of  universal  benevolence  in  which 
the  learned  author  of  the  Commission,  into 
whose  labours  he  proposed  to  examine,  had 
repeatedly,  and  even  of  late  largely  in- 
dulged. His  aim  was  far  less  aspiring, 
yet  he  would  fain  hope,  not  less  useful. 
His  object  was  to  pass  from  learning  to 
labour — from  speculative  fancies  to  facts 
— from  reveries,  to  things  which  had  been 
revealed.  It  was,  indeed,  time  that  some- 
thing should  be  known  of  a  Commission, 
the  labours  of  which  were  spread  over  seven- 
teen years,  and  that  a  practical  character 
should  be  given  them.  It  was  full  seven- 
teen years  since  the  distinguished  indi- 
vidual to  whom  he  had  alluded — an  in- 
dividual who  had  merged  the  powers  of  a 
patriot  in  the  accidents  of  a  peerage — 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House  the 
state  of  Public  Charities  in  England  and 
Wales,  and  procured  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission,  into  the  successive  Reports 
of  which  it  was  his  object,  or  one  of  his 
objects  to  examine.  Unfortunately  that 
Commission  was  crippled  in  its  cradle, 
and  its  eflScacy  was  to  a  lamentable 
degree  impaired.  Even  in  this  House 
the  measure  staggered  under  the  blows 
of  a  concealed  hostility ;  but  in  another 
House  the  seeds  of  derangement,  and 
well  nigh  of  death,  were  sown.    It  was 


{COMMONS} 

originally  intended  that  the  Commk- 
sion  should  inquire,  not  only  into  all  the 
Charities  in  the  kingdom,  bat  into  the 
state  of  education  amongst  all  classes; 
but  it  suited  the  wisdom  of  the  hereditary 
council  of  the  nation  to  pare  down  the 
most  useful  provisions  of  the  measure,  by 
restricting  the  inquiry  to  those  Charities 
only  which  had  immediate  reference  to 
the  education  of  the  poor — taking  especial 
care  to  exclude  from  investigation  all 
those  institutions  and  endowments,  whose 
profligate  perversion  and  mismanagement 
—criminal  in  some,  and  censurable  in 
most — originally  suggested  and  justified 
the  inquiry.  At  early  periods  of  our 
history,  the  state  of  the  education  of  the 
people,  and  the  large  endowments  be- 
queathed for  that  object  by  the  piety  and 
beneficence  of  our  ancestors,  attracted  the 
attention  of  our  rulers  and  the  Legislature. 
In  the  43rd  year  of  Elizabeth,  an  Act 
was  passed  which  invested  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor with  power  to  issue  Commissions, 
from  time  to  time,  giving  the  most  ample  au- 
thority to  inquire,  not  only  into  the  state  of 
public  education  generally,  but  also  into  the 
resources  which  were  applicable  to  thatob*- 
ject,  and  to  administer  prompt  and  effi- 
cient redress  for  existing  abuses.  In  the 
time  of  the  Commonwealth,  there  were 
upwards  of  eight-hundred  Commissions 
issued  under  the  Act  of  Elizabeth; 
and  it.  appeared,  that  vast  endowments 
had  been  devoted  to  the  instruction  of  the 
people — the  comfort  of  the  aged  and 
infirm— to  whatever  enlarges  the  boun- 
daries of  human  knowledge,  and  con- 
tracts the  range  of  human  sorrow.  Of 
those  princely  testimonies  of  the  geoeroiity 
of  our  sleeping  sires,  little  remained  save 
the  slumbering  records  that  such  things 
were.  From  that  distant  period  to  1786, 
scarcely  any  effort  appeared  to  have  been 
made  by  Parliament  to  rescue  'the  ofier- 
ings  of  charity,  from  the  grasp  of  selfiah- 
ness.  In  1786,  Gilbert's  Act  was  passed, 
directing  the  parochial  authorities  to  make 
returns  of  all  the  charities  within  their 
respective  districts;  but,  whether  by 
design  or  accident,  it  so  happened  that  no 
compulsory  provision  was  included  in 
this  Act,  and  the  consequence  was,  as 
might  have  been  expected  from  such  a 
neglect,  that  many  returns  were  sent  in, 
but  many  more  omitted,  and  that,  of  those 
which  did  come  in,  not  a  few  were  use- 
less, from  the  omissions  and  inaccuracies 
which  they  exhibited.     Things  went  on 
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In  this  way  till  1818,  when  the  Act  was 
passed  to  which  he  had  previously  referred. 
This  Act,  however,  was  crippled  in  its 
useful  powers  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, by  the  introduction  of  a  clause 
prohibiting  all  inquiry  into  Universities 
and  Public  Schools  to  which  visitors  were 
attached*  In  1831,  another  Act,  founded 
on  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  1818, 
was  brought  in ;  but  here  also  the  same 
fault  of  exclusion  was  continued,  and  the 
endowments  of  Universities  and  other 
Public  Schools  which  had  visitors  were 
exempt  from  its  operation.  It  would  be 
well  that,  as  in  the  natural  world,  they 
should  also  in  the  moral  world  have  their 
haiwest  and  seed  time;  as  the  seed  of  the 
PudIIc  Charities,  by  the  bounty  of  the 
original  founders,  was  sown  many  centuries 
ago,  so  it  was  right  that  the  country 
should  now  expect  to  reap  some  fruit 
from  them.  There  was  one  Report,  volu- 
minous beyond  reason,  drawn  up  with  great 
labour  and  skill,  submitted  to  the  House 
on  this  subject:  there  was  no  subject  of 
any  great  national  interest  that  was  not 
submitted  to  Committees  of  that  House; 
and  there  was  no  part  of  the  present 
Question  that  had  not  been  sifted  before 
them.  That  man  formed  but  a  poor  esti- 
mate of  the  labours  of  a  Member  of  that 
House,  who  judged  of  him  by  his  exhi- 
bition on  its  floor  as  a  speaker — who 
would  barely  consider  the  number  or 
quality  of  the  speeches  reported  for  him. 
If  he  were  barely  to  trace  him  to  the 
threshold  of  the  House,  and  take  his 
measure  ft'om  bis  exhibition  there,  he 
would  judge  of  him  most  incorrectly. 
The  Member  who  was  often  the  most  use- 
ful was  the  least  ostentatious,  as,  in  place 
of  figurine  in  public,  making  speeches,  his 
days  and  nights  were  devoted  to  the 
scrutiny  of  public  questions,  which  re- 
Quired  much  research,  much  patience,  and 
discrimination.  His  services  were  fre- 
quently unknown,  unacknowledged,  and 
unappreciated,  while  he  was  shedding  the 
light  of  philosophy  on  questions  or  high 
national  import^  and  exerting  the  force  of 
his  own  intelligence  for  the  benefit  of  his 
countrymen.  The  consequence  was,  that 
there  was  scarcely  any  subject  respecting 
which  a  youthful  Member  of  the  House 
could  not  obtain  more  information  by 
reading  the  Reports  than  he  could  expect 
to  gather  from  the  most  finished  oration 
of  the  ablest  individual  amongst  them. 
Whether  the  Reports  on   Charities,  as 


compared  with  some  others,  would  exhibit 
a  greater  proportion  of  labour  and  expense 
than  of  worth,  it  belonged  to  those  to 
determine  who  had  read  them.  The  in-> 
Quiries  commenced  in  1818,  and  continued 
down  to  the  year  1834,  thus  extending 
over  a  period  of  time  unexampled  in 
parliamentary  history  for  an  inquiry  to 
last,  and  presenting  a  body  of  information, 
at  least  so  far  as  they  could  be  determined 
bv  the  number  of  volumes,  he  might  say 
altogether  without  precedent.  He  be- 
lieved the  result  was,  that  these  efforts, 
vast  as  they  appeared,  were  yielding  at 
present  little  or  no  return.  Already  was 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  the  28th  volume, 
which  consisted  of  about  800  folio  pages. 
The  expense  of  the  Commission  might  be 
ascertained  from  a  return  which  had  been 
recently  made  of  the  amount  of  money 
actually  advanced  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Commission  by  the  Treasury.  According 
to  this  return,  the  sum  so  advanced  was 
210,000/.  In  answer  to  an  inquiry  which 
had  been  made  of  the  printer  of  the 
Reports,  he  was  told  that  the  expense  of 
printing  each  volume  averaged  600/.  or 
700/.  The  printing  of  the  Reports  alone, 
then,  cost  the  country  something  like 
20,000/.  Speaking  in  round  numbers,  it 
might  be  said  that  the  Charitable  Cora- 
mission  had  cost  a  quarter  of  a  million 
sterling.  To  ascertain  whether  it  had 
been  productive  of  a  corresponding  benefit, 
or  whether  it  might  be  made  so  productive, 
was  one  of  the  objects  he  contemplated  in 
the  appointment  of  his  proposed  Committee. 
Wishing  to  confine  his  observations  within 
as  short  a  space  as  would  render  them 
intelligible,  he  wpuld  proceed  at  once  to 
state  what  was  the  real  result  of  the 
labours  of  the  Commission.  So  great  was 
the  mismanagement,  and  above  all  the 
profligate  plunder  of  the  property  belong- 
ing to  the  poor,  as  testified  in  those 
Reports,  that  it  presented  a  lasting  monu- 
ment of  the  utter  incapacity  of  our  Courts 
to  do  them  justice.  He  referred  particu- 
larly to  the  Huntingdon  Charity.  Lone 
prior  to  the  year  1818>  that  Charity  had 
been  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  It  might  be  sup- 
posed, that  the  notice  which  had  been 
taken  .in  Parliament  of  the  proceedings 
had  somewhat  accelerated  them.  What 
was  the  result?  At  this  moment,  the  case 
was  to  be  found  in  the  Master's  office. 
He  would  next  refer  to  the  Pocklington 
Charity,  the  original  grant  of  which|  for 
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the  instruction  of  the  poor  boys,  amounted 
to  the  small  sum  of  \L  4$.  lOd.  Lands 
of  sufBcient  value  at  that  time  to  secure 
this  maintenance  for  those  qualified,  were 
devised  to  the  Fellows  of  St.  John's  Col- 
lege, Cambridge.  The  value  of  the  pro- 
perty, however,  had  increased  to  upwards 
of  600^.  a-year,  and  it  had  been  claimed 
that  the  boys  should  have  a  more  suitable 
provision  made  for  them.  The  trustees, 
however,  whose  profession  was  the  edu- 
cation of  the  people,  were  not  less  alive 
to  their  own  interest,  and  they  contended 
that  the  miserable  sum  of  1/.  48,  lOd.  was 
all  that  the  Pocklington  boys  should 
still  receive.  The  rest  was  appropriated 
by  the  Fellows  of  the  College.  An  appeal 
had  been  made  to  the  Court  of  Chancery; 
a  deed  was  pleaded,  and  a  demurrer 
allowed ;  consequently,  the  College  of  St. 
John,  Cambridge — the  learned  divines, 
who  would  not  suffer  false  sentiments  of 
humanity  to  give  interpretation  to  a  ques- 
tion of  law — enjoyed  the  600/.  a-year,  but 
were  quite  ready  to  receive  into  their  arms 
any  lad  who  should  apply  for  admission, 
thinking  that  he  could  manage  to  defray 
his  yearly  expenses  out  of  the  1/.  4s.  lOd. 
The  next  case  he  would  mention  was  that 
of  the  Croydon  Charity,  which  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  and  the 
public  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  began  by 
alluding  to  that  case,  which,  flagrant  as  it 
was,  was  to  this  hour  unredressed;  the 
master  was  still  receiving  his  salary  without 
giving  any  labour  for  it:  there  were  no 
pupils.  Part  of  the  funds  were  originally 
intended  to  be  given  to  the  poor  of  the 
parish  ;  there  were  a  few  nominal  paupers 
now  receiving  a  stipend  from  the  funds, 
which,  from  *25.  or  Ss.  a- week,  grew,  from 
the  increased  value  of  the  property,  to  28s. 
or  3O5.  a- week  to  each  individual,  so  that 
tht'V  could  now  drink  the  health  of  the 
ddnor,  and  close  their  evenings  in  joyous 
poiHtions.  The  next  case  was  that  of  the 
Winohester  Charity,  which  yielded  little 
le<s  than  14,000/.  a-year,  and  which  was 
to  be  applicable  to  the  education  of  the 
pool .  The  terms  of  the  grant  were  these, 
that  no  boy  should  be  admitted  on  the 
foundation  whose  parent  was  a  possessor 
of  an  annual  property  to  the  amount  of 
3/.  6s.  Bd. ;  and  there  was  a  provision 
which  stipulated  that  if,  while  any  boy 
was  on  the  charity,  any  circumstances 
occurred  by  which  he  became  possessed 
of  property  of  the  value  of  61,  a-year,  he 
should  be  excluded  from  all  benefit  of  the 


institution.  Now  he  begged  the  House 
just  to  contrast  the  construction  put  on 
the  grant  in  this  case  with  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Pocklington  school  to  which  he  had 
adverted.  It  had  been  interpreted  that 
3/.  6s.  Sd,  of  the  day  when  the  grant  was 
made  must  now  be  considered  to  mean 
66/.  13s.  4(i.;  and  the  consequence  was, 
that  the  sons  of  persons  who,  from  their 
station,  ought  to  be  sent  elsewhere  and  to 
be  paying  for  their  education,  were  reaping 
the  benefit  of  this  splendid  institution, 
which  was  originally  intended  for  the  in- 
struction of  the  poorer  classes  alone.  The 
number  of  scholars  on  this  foundation  was 
only  seventy,  so  there  was  a  sum  of  12,000/. 
or  14,000/.  a-year  applicable  to  their  edu- 
cation exclusively.  The  next  case  waslhat 
of  Brentwood;  but,  as  that  was  in  the  course 
of  inquiry,  he  would  not  now  further  allude 
to  it  than  to  state  that  any  reference  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery  would  prove  a  very 
inadequate  remedy  for  the  abuse  which 
prevailed  in  that  institution.  He  would 
next  proceed  to  state  to  the  House  the 
results  of  the  mquiry,  so  far  as  the  docu- 
ments before  the  House  enabled  him  to 
ascertain.  In  some  respects  that  infor- 
mation was  most  gpratifying,  not  only  as 
regarded  its  value,  but  also  as  affording 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  judging  how 
rapidly  education  was  now  advancing  in 
this  country.  The  charities  of  twenty-eight 
English  counties  had  been  inquired  into, 
and  the  reports,  so  far  as  these  charities 
were  concerned,  had  been  completed.  It 
appeared  that  these  twenty-eight  counties 
contained — and  the  Reports  gave  a  de- 
scription of  them — no  fewer  than  26,751 
charities  or  endowments,  having  property 
of  various  descriptions  connected  with 
them.  There  were  six  other  English 
counties,  the  charities  of  which  had  been 
partially  investigated,  and  they  amounted 
to  1,734.  Such  was  at  this  moment  the 
result  of  the  labours  of  the  Commission. 
Adding  the  26,751  charities  fully  investi- 
gated in  the  twenty-eight  counties  to  the 
1,734  charities  partially  inquired  into  in 
the  six  counties,  they  found  that  there  were 
28,485  charities  that  had  been  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Commission* 
In  twenty-four  counties  (those  counties 
being  twenty -four  out  of  the  twenty  eight 
in  which  the  investigation  was  perfected) 
the  actual  amount  of  the  charitable  incomes 
arising  from  land  and  houses  was  331 ,703/. 
a-year.  In  connexion  with  these  charities, 
confined   to  these  twenty-four  counties. 
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tbere  was  actually  money  in  the  funds,  on 
mortgages,  and  in  various  convertible 
securities,  amounting  to  2,228,030/.  Now, 
when  he  stated  that  there  was  such  a  sum 
devoted  to  charities  in  twenty-four  of  the 
counties  of  England,  excluding  Middlesex, 
he  thought  he  made  out  a  case  calling  for 
the  attention  of  the  House.  There  were, 
besides,  twelve  Welch  counties,  of  which 
he  would  say  nothing ;  six  of  them  had 
been  examined,  and  six  remained  to  be. 
From  the  facts  he  had  already  enumerated, 
it  might  be  inferred  that  there  was  a  sura 
of  700,000/.  a- year  arising  from  these 
charities,  aad  that  the  amount  of  properly 
in  strict  connexion  with  charitable  objects 
was  little  short  of  5,000,000/.  It  further 
appeared,  not  by  a  Report  of  this  Com- 
mission, but  by  a  Return  made  to  this 
House,  in  pursuance  of  a  well-digested 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Calne,  two 
volumes  of  which,  out  of  the  three  to  be 
furnished,  were  already  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  were  printed ;  and  the  third 
was  promised ;  it  appeared  by  that  Return 
that  in  thirty-three  counties  there  was  a 
population  of  10,000,000  persons;  and  in 
those  thirty-three  counties  there  were 
2,277  infant  schools,  28,311  day  schools ; 
tind  there  was  elementary  information  im- 
parted at  the  day  schools  to  982,744 
children.  It  would  be  most  gratifying  to 
the  House  to  hear,  with  regard  to  religious 
instruction,  to  which  general  instruction 
should  be  subordinate,  that  there  were  in 
these  counties  1,062,810  who  were  regular 
attendants  at  Sunday  schools.  It  had 
been  contended  by  the  most  sanguine  cal- 
culators, that  one  in  nine  ought  to  receive 
instruction  ;  but  they  now  found  that  the 
number  acquiring  the  elements  of  humble 
knowledge  was  one  in  ten,  though  they 
received  it  not  from  endowed  schools,  but 
chiefly  from  the  gratuitous  schools.  The 
inquiry  thai  he  was  about  to  ask  the 
House  to  institute  was  a  most  important 
one.  It  was  said  knowledge  was  power. 
So  it  was,  but  it  was  a  frightful  power  if 
not  properly  directed,  if  not  tempered  by 
judgment,  if  not  guided  by  the  moral  and 
social  wants  of  the  community,  if  not 
turnedintoachannel,  and,  in  place  of  being 
made  subversive  of,  rendered  auxiliary  to 
the  public  weal.  It  might  be  said  that 
there  were  remedies  at  law  for  the  abuse 
of  these  trusts ;  so  there  were,  in  name. 
Too  many  of  these  cases  were  brought 
before  the  Court  of  Chancery;  and  there 
they  were,  many  of  them  waiting  for  redressi 


and  no  less  than  eighty-eight  cases  had  been 
already  submitted  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  thought  that  one  of  the  good  effects  of 
the  Committee  would  be  to  dispel  a  delu- 
sion now  very  generally  prevalent,  that  at 
length  we  were  arrived  at  such  a  pitch  of 
legal  perfection,  that  it  was  only  to  knock 
at  the  door  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  for 
it  to  be  opened  ;  that  the  present  practice 
contrasted  in  the  strongest  possible  way 
with  that  of  the  time  when  they  were  led 
to  believe  that  every  thing  was  wrong,  and 
that  we  only  wanted  the  spirit  of  Reform 
to  be  set  to  work  for  every  thing  to  be  made 
right.  He  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  cases  which  the  Commis- 
sion had  submitted  to  the  attention  of  his 
Majesty's  Law  Officers.  He  found  that 
the  fir^t  case   which    the  Cotnmissiont-rs 
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brought  under  the  notice  of  ihe  Court  of 
Chancery  was  in  the  year  1 820 ;  and  renlly 
for  so  dry  a  subject,  it  was  veiy  entertain- 
ing to  read  the  rise^  progress,  and  histury 
— he  would  not  say  the  termination— <>r  a 
suit  in  that  Court.  It  was  uiif'MtiinHte 
that  the  first  information  filed  in  thnt  Court 
under  the  authority  of  the  Cominis>ion 
contemplated  so  small  an  object;  but  no 
doubt  he  should  be  told  that  justice  ought 
to  be  done,  though  the  amount  were  com- 
paratively triflini^.  It  appeared  that  there 
was  a  sum  of  7/.  which  had  been  in  arrear 
for  several  years,  and  which  was  charge- 
able on  an  estate  in  a  distant  county.  It 
was  for  the  recovery  of  these  arrears  that 
the  information  was  filed;  and  it  might 
have  been  supposed  that  the  course  to  be 
pursued  would  be  simple,  that  the  case 
would  be  brought  to  a  decision  in  a  short 
time,  and  that  the  whole  matter  would  be 
disposed  of  at  a  small  outlay.  Now,  when 
this  information  was  filed  in  1820,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  present  Solicitor- 
General  and  the  Attorney-General  had 
been  long  enough  in  office  to  know  the 
different  cases  which  were  brought  forward 
in  their  official  names;  but  hefounH  it  de- 
scribed as  "  The  Attorney-General  at  the 
relation  of  John  Adams,  John  Small,  and 
others.*'  The  information  was  laid  for  the 
recovery  of  the  arrears  he  had  mentioned, 
issuing  out  of  a  close  in  Walsall,  called 
Whitebread-piece.  The  whole  amount  of 
the  arrears  for  which  the  Attorney-Gene- 
ral, the  Commission,  and  the  powerful  ma- 
chinery of  the  Court  of  Chancery  were 
employed,  was  42/.  He  did  not  complain 
of  the  smallness  of  this  amount,  but  he  did 
hope  to  show  that  the  Court  of  Chancery^ 
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instead  of  being  a  protection  against  wrong, 
was  the  champion  of  injustice.  He  had 
stated  that  the  case  to  which  he  had  ad- 
verted was  first  brought  before  the  Court 
of  Chancery  in  1820;  let  the  House  now 
mark  its  progress.  In  1828  the  return  was 
— ^the  answer  not  yet  put  in.  Thus  eight 
years  had  elapsed  and  no  answer.  In 
1829y  when,  no  doubt,  official  zeal  was  a 
little  sharpened  by  the  inquiries  that  had 
been  instituted,  the  report  was — answer 
put  in,  bill  amended,  proposals  made  but 
not  acceded  to.  He  should  have  stated, 
that  from  the  first  return  it  appeared,  that 
the  amount  of  money  paid  by  tne  Treasury 
for  the  bill  filed  without  an  answer,  was 
36/,  78,  Ad,  In  1829  the  business  was  still 
farther  accelerated,  and  the  House  would 
determine  whether  or  not  this  could  be 
reasonably  attributed  to  an  apprehension 
that  periodical  returns  were  likely  to  be 
called  for.  For  eight  years  the  case  had 
slumbered,  and  now  it  might  be  thought 
prudent  to  exhibit  a  corresponding  activity 
to  make  up  for  the  previous  loss  of  time. 
In  1829  there  was  a  further  charge  paid  of 
23/.  7$.  \0d.  In  1830  the  cause  went  to 
issue,  and  there  was  an  additional  charge 
of  3/.  195. 6e/.  In  1831  there  was  a  simi- 
lar return.  The  costs  were  prior  to  the 
year  1831,  46/.  14s.  Again,  prior  to  the 
23d  of  November,  being  eleven  years  after 
the  original  bill  had  been  filed,  an  order 
was  made,  making  the  children  of  the  party 
defendants  to  the  suit.  There  the  matter 
now  rested.  But  he  would  pass  from  this 
case  to  that  of  Brentwood  School,  which 
was  of  great  importance,  and  which  had 
been  most  pointedly  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  when  this  subject  had  been  formerly 
nnder  consideration.  Estates  had  been 
devised  some  two  centuries  back  by  Sir 
Anthony  Brown  for  two  purposes — for  the 
education  of  the  children  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Brentwood  and  the  twelve  neighbouring 
parishes,  and  also  for  the  support  of  five 
aged  persons  in  that  and  the  adjoining 
parishes,  who  were  to  receive  eighteen 
pence  per  week.  At  the  time  of  the  de- 
vise the  property  corresponded  with  the 
objects  to  which  it  was  devoted — it  yielded 
perhaps  100/.  a-year;  but  at  present  it 
yielded  from  1,200/.  to  1,500/.  a-year.  It 
had  been  contended  that  after  provision 
had  been  made  for  a  certain  number  of 
boys  to  be  instructed  in  grammar — that  is 
to  say,  Latin  and  Greek — and  for  the  five 
aged  persons  who  were  to  receive  eighteen 
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produce  of  the  property  rightfully  belonged 
to  the  owner  or  the  estates.  The  Attorney- 
General,  however,  had  disputed,  and  pro- 
perly disputed,  the  points.  An  informa- 
tion was  filed  in  1 823  against  the  Master 
and  Wardens  of  Brentwood  School.  The 
costs  at  that  time  amounted  to  164/.  85. 8(/« 
In  March,  1828,  the  return  was,  that  the 
cause  had  been  partly  heard,  and  that  it 
was  to  be  further  heard  in  the  next  term. 
In  the  Easter  Term  of  that  year  the  cause 
came  on  for  further  argument,  but  a 
reference  was  made  to  the  Court  of  Kind's 
Bench,  the  costs  being  197/.  la  1830  the 
case  which  had  arisen  for  the  opinion  of 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench  was  avowed  to 
be  set  down  for  hearing  at  an  expense  of 
108/.  more,  it  having  been  in  preparation 
the  year  before.  After  some  further  pro- 
ceedings of  a  similar  character,  it  was  re- 
ported in  1835,  that  negotiations  were 
going  on,  and  still  pending,  and  that  tl)e 
matter  was  to  be  settled  by  Parliament,  if 
necessary.  He  would  ask  the  Government 
and  the  House  if  a  Court  such  as  that  be- 
fore which  these  matters  were  thus  brought 
were  not  a  libel  on  the  very  name  of  jus- 
tice? He  might  allude  to  other  cases,  but 
he  had  said  sufficient  to  show  the  House 
what  had  been  done  by  the  Commissioners, 
what  remained  to  be  done,  and  the  neces- 
sity which  existed  that  attention  should  be 
called  to  some  mode  by  which  the«e  charity 
funds  might  be  more  properly  administer- 
ed. He  had  now,  he  trusted,  placed  the 
House  in  possession  of  the  three  prominent 
points.  He  had  apprised  the  House  of 
what  had  been  done  by  the  Commissiooi 
what  remained  to  be  finished,  and  (what 
was  the  most  important)  he  suggested  that 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  should  be 
called  10  some  mode  by  which  those  funds 
might  be  preserved,  the  rights  of  parties 
attended  to,  and  justice  speedily,  cheaply, 
and  impartially,  administered ;  and  though 
he  had  a  plan  of  his  own^  which  upon  the 
Committee  he  should  not  fail  to  unfold,  but 
which  at  present  might  be  thought  prema- 
ture, he  would  say,  that  what  the  country 
wanted  was  a  permanent  Commission  of 
public  instruction  to  uphold  the  dignity  of 
the  law,  and  to  be  actuated  entirely  by 
principles  of  equity  and  justice.  He  might 
be  allowed  also  to  say,  that  for  that  object 
they  need  incur  no  expense.  They  nad 
no  fewer  than  three  ex- Lord  Chancellors, 
in  the  full  vigour  of  intellectual  accom- 
plishmenti  and  he  remembered  that  Mr« 
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attached  such  importance  to  that  object,  | 
that  even  when  he  was  the  distinguished 
ornament  of  that  House,  having  before  him 
those  bright  honours  and  distinctions  which 
he  had  since  earned,  he  would  willingly, 
said  Mr.  Brougham,  give  up  his  seat  to  be 
placed  in  connexion  with  that  inquiry ;  and 
he  could  not  faucy  that  that  noble  Lord 
might  find  subjects  more  worthy  of  him 
than  the  superintendance  of  those  chari- 
ties; and  with  the  feelings  which  naturally 
accompanied  the  sense  of  receiving  5,000/. 
per  annum  without  any  equivalent,  he 
would  be  pleased  to  give  his  gratuitous 
services  to  that  object.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  in  the  great  work  of  benevolence  Lord 
Lyndhurst  might  be  made  his  compeer; 
and  then  if  there  was  any  difficulty  from 
the  prevalence  of  irritable  feeling,  there 
would  step  in  the  benignant  temperament 
of  a  Sugden ;  so  that  they  would  thus  have 
three  ex-Chancellors  enabled  so  essentially 
to  serve  their  country.  "  And,'*  continued 
the  hon.  Member,  '*  though  I  make  it  no 
matter  of  complaint  against  the  Ministers, 
knowing  how  they  are  at  present  burdened 
with  the  great  objects  of  Municipal  and 
Church  Reform,  which  they  appear  to  be 
carrying  out  in  a  spirit  of  great  sincerity, 
knowing  how  intensely  the  feeling  of  the 
country  is  absorbed  in  that  important  sub- 
ject, I  will  not  express  any  regret,  though 
1  know  that  the  object  of  my  Motion  is 
worthy  of  all  acceptation,  that  their  la- 
bours have  not  been  specially  directed 
to  the  education  of  the  people,  i^nd  the 
protection  of  these  funds ;  but  permit  me  to 
say,  that  at  the  time  when  Government  is 
making  strenuous  exertions  to  confer  upon 
the  people  the  principle  of  self-govern- 
ment, when  we  are  about  to  intrust  many 
millions  with  Municipal  authority,  to 
whom  is  confided  the  trust  and  adminis- 
tration of  these  great  properties — allow  me 
to  express  my  conviction,  as  one  of  their 
sincere  and  ardent,  though  unconnected 
supporters,  that  there  is  no  subject  which 
ought  to  be  dearer  to  their  hearts,  which 
will  reflect  higher  honour  upon  their  Go- 
vernment, and  shadow  their  future  life 
with  greater  admiration  than  ihat  tliey 
should  expend  their  best  abilities  on  the 
moral  reformation    and  intellectual    im- 

{>rovement  of  the  people.  The  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving, 
that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
examine  and  consider  the  Evidence  in  the 
several  Reports  presented  to  that  House 

fwa  Ibo  CQinmisiiwers  »ppoioted  to  !»• 


quire  into  the  several  Charities  of  England 
and  Wales ;  and  also  measures  which  might 
be  most  effectually  adopted  to  complete  at 
an  early  period  the  Inquiry  relative  to  the 
investigation  of  Charities,  and  to  Report 
their  Opinion  as  to  the  mode  by  which  the 
Charity  Funds  might  be  most  efficiently, 
promptly,  and  economically  administered. 

Mr.  Wilks  was  happy  to  second  the  pro- 
position,which  embraced  a  subject  to  which 
he  had  for  some  time  thought  it  would  be 
his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House. 
There  was  evidently  a  necessity  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  pledged — not 
indeed  to  act,  but  certainly  to  consider 
whether  there  might  not  be  some  summary 
proceeding  by  which  parties  would  be 
enabled  to  obtain  justice  in  the  matter 
in  question. 

Lord  John  Bussell  did  not  rise  to  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  he  thought  it 
calculated  to  forward  the  object  which  was 
so  desirable,  of  rendering  the  funds  of 
charities  more  applicable  to  the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  originally  intended. 
It  was  undoubtedly  the  case  that  after  the 
lapse  of  so  many  years  from  the  time  when 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  subject, 
they  yet  seemed  to  be  far  from  attaining 
the  object  which  they  had  in  view.  With 
reference  4o  the  second  part  of  the  Motion 
— that  which  referred  to  a  more  wise  and 
economical  administration  of  the  funds — he 
would  observe  that  although  that  was 
undoubtedly  an  important  object,  he  wished 
to  guard  himself  against  being  supposed 
to  imply  that  by  the  words  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  resolution  the  House 
would  be  understood  to  have  agreed  to  any 
general  plan  at  all  inconsistent  with  the 
original  will  of  the  founders  of  the  various 
charities  which  were  in  existence.  He 
was  glad  on  the  whole  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  brought  forward 
his  Motion.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  shown  sufficient  grounds  for 
its  adoption,  and  for  inducing  him  to  give 
it  his  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  that  although  not  so 
nearly  connected  as  the  hon.  Mover  and 
his  hon.  Seconder  with  the  subject 
under  consideration,  he  must  express  his 
sympathy  with  them  under  the  circum* 
stances  connected  with  the  Motion.  The 
great  evil  was  not  only  the  misapplication 
of  the  funds,  but  the  encouraging  a  system 
of  education  totally  inadequate    to   the 
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from  the  returns  of  1 818  that  of  the  greater 
number  of  schools  included  in  it,  scarcely 
one-fifth  were  at  present  appropriated  to 
the  general  purposes  of  education,  but 
were  restricted  to  the  mere  teaching  of 
reading  and  writing,  thus  degrading  the 
schools  so  that  respectable  persons  refused 
to  profit  by  the  schools,  and  were  obliged 
to  remove  their  children.  Not  only  was  it 
necessary  to  propose  to  the  Committee 
that  they  should  see  the  funds  pro- 
perly applied  to  the  purposes  which  the 
original  donors  intended,  but  suggestions 
should  be  offered  to  the  Committee  by 
whtcby  without  compromising  the  real 
interests  of  the  charity,  or  offending 
against  the  original  intention  of  the 
founder,  means  might  be  devised  by 
which  they  might  be  made  useful  to  the 
present  generation  in  every  purpose  to 
which  education  could  be  applied.  The 
middle  classes  of  the  country  were  espe- 
cially deficient  in  education,  and  abundant 
means  having  been  provided  for  improving 
that  education,  it  was  a  great  violation  of 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  England  to 
allow  those  funds  to  be  misapplied.  He 
agreed  also  in  another  suggestion,  viz. 
that  it  was  impossible  for  any  system  of 
education  in  this  country  to  be  formed  on 
a  large  scale  without  its  being  formed  under 
the  sanction  of  Government,  or  of  some 
Board  of  Public  Instruction.  He  hoped 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  agreed  with  him  in 
thinking  that  education  should  not  remain 
in  the  hands  of  individuals  alone,  but 
should  receive  something  like  national 
existence,  by  putting  it  under  the  sanction 
of  the  State.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  expressing  his  acquiescence  in  the 
motion  and  his  congratulations  to  the 
country  on  the  probability  of  recovering 
considerable  funds  which  might  be  devoted 
to  promote  public  education. 

The  Attorney' General  considered  that, 
from  the  nature  of  his  office,  it  might  be 
expected  that  he  should  oflPer  a  few  words 
on  the  subject  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite.  He  entertained  no 
feelings  of  difficulty  in  expressing  his  en- 
tire satisfaction  in  the  course  pursued 
in  moving  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee.  The  seed  was  sown,  and  it 
should  not  be  for  want  of  any  exertion  on 
his  part  that  the  country  failed  to  reap 
the  harvest.  During  the  labours  of  the 
Commission  that  had  issued  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  charities,  he  had  used  all  his  influ- 
ence to  bring  in  Bills  as  the  inquiry  pro« 


ceeded,  to  amend  the  abuses  that  were  ex^ 
posed.  Such  Bills,  brought  in  by  him« 
had  become  the  law  of  the  land.  The 
Committee  about  to  be  appointed,  he 
would  remind  the  House,  would  have  two 
objects  in  view.  The  one  would  be  to 
provide  a  means  more  summarily,  econo- 
mically, and  effectually,  to  correct  exist- 
ing abuses.  And  here  he  would  observe 
that  those  abuses  not  having  been  cor- 
rected, must  not  be  imputed  as  a  matter  of 
blame  either  to  him  or  his  predecessors  in 
office*  The  fault  was  not  with  them,  but 
with  the  system.  But  to  return.  Tbe^ 
other  object  the  Committee  ought  to  have 
in  view  should  be  the  improved  applica- 
tion of  the  funds  of  these  charities.  He 
did  not  concur  in  all  the  suggestions 
thrown  out  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site as  to  the  method  hereafter  to  be 
adopted  for  their  application.  But  he 
was  most  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  tlie 
Committee  should  bear  in  mind  the 
change  of  time  and  circumstances,  the  in- 
creasing ''  march  of  intellect."  This  he 
considered,  without  acting  adversely  to 
the  laws  of  equity  or  jurisprudence,  or 
without'  infringing  the  true  spirit  of  the 
wills  of  the  donors,  might  be  done,  and  a 
system  of  popular  education  be  establish- 
ed, and  carried  on  with  the  greatest  suc- 
cess. He  rejoiced  that  the  Motion  had 
been  made,  and  was  gratified  at  the  re- 
ception it  had  met  with. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  that  the  success 
of  the  inquiries  of  the  Select  Committee 
must  materially  depend  upon  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Members  composing  it. 
He  should,  therefore,  defer  the  proposition 
for  their  nomination  until  he  had  consult- 
ed the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  John 
Russell)  on  the  subject. 

Nomination  of  the  Committee  post* 
poned. 

WiNoow-Tax.]  Sir  Samuel  Whalley 
rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  for  the  purpose 
of  moving  a  resolution  declaring  it  to  be 
the  opinion  of  the  House  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  repeal  the  Tax  on  Windows. 
In  submitting  the  grounds  upon  which  he 
brought  forward  the  present  Motion,  he 
would  begin  by  observing,  that  though 
there  was  no  greater  surplus  expected  in 
the  present  year  than  350,000/.^  yet  ap- 
plications for  as  much  as  the  repeal  of 
5,000,000/.  of  taxes  had  already  been 
made  to  the  Housei  and  be  taw  no  reasoa 
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why  tbose  who  were  interested  in  getting 
rid  of  the  Window* tax,  should  not  like- 
wise put  in  their  claims  for  relief.  He  had 
n6t  the  slightest  difficulty  in  declaring  his 
full  confidence  in  the  good  intentions  of 
his  Majesty's  Gorernment,  and  he  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  they  would  carry 
into  complete  and  practical  operation 
every  principle  of  sound  and  useful 
economy,  and  thereby  relieve  the  country 
as  much  as  possible  from  the  pressure  of 
taxation ;  besides,  he  was  also  convinced 
that  the  strong  claims  of  the  middle 
classes  to  relief  would  obtain  from  the 
present  advisers  of  the  Grown  a  just  share 
of  consideration,  and  that  so  soon  as  a 
surplus  could  be  realized,  it  would  be  ap* 
plied  for  the  advantage  of  that  important 
portion  of  the  community.  It  was  most 
gratifying  to  observe  how  rapidly  they  had 
proceeded  since  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  if  they  were  now  only  allowed  a 
little  breathing  time  from  political  agita- 
tion— if  ibey  could  only  rely  upon  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  secure  and  permanent 
Government,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  their  advancement  would  be  still 
more  striking  and  apparent.  At  no  period 
was  the  country  so  contented,  so  peaceful, 
so  wealthy,  so  powerful  abroad,  and  so 
happy  at  home,  as  since  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  Notwithstanding  the  ironical 
cheers  of  some  hon.  Members  opposite,  he 
would  continue  to  affirm  what  he  had 
said,  and  to  add  further,  that  he  was  sure 
he  carried  the  majority  of  the  House 
with  him,  when  he  said,  that  a  great  de- 
gree of  contontnient  did  prevail  throu<jh- 
out  the  country,  and  especially  among^st 
the  middle  clns^es,  who  now  entertained  a 
hope  of  good  and  economical  government, 
and  in  consequence  of  that  expectation, 
did  strenuously  apply  themselves  to  the 
prosecution  of  their  individual  interests, 
which  it  was  their  habit  before  occasion- 
ally to  neglect  for  the  sake  of  those  objects 
which  they  considered  themselves  to  have 
attained  when  the  Reform  Bill  became 
the  law  o(  the  land.  Of  all  the  various 
taxes  of  which  the  people  had  a  right  to 
complain,  there  was  not  one  which  more 
severely  pressed  upon  them  than  did 
those  direct  taxes,  amongst  which  the 
Window-tax  stood  prominent.  It  was  a 
severe,  almost  an  intolerable,  pressure 
upon  that  which,  to  the  middle  class,  form- 
ed one  of  the  first  necessaries  of  life. 
It  was  well  known  to  hon.  Members  that 
the  Hearth*tajc  was  amongst  the  causes 


which  led  to  the  expulsion  of  the  Stuarts, 
and  one  of  the  most  popular  acts  of  the 
reign  of  William  3rd.  was  when  that 
monarch  proposed  its  repeal  to  that 
House  through  his  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  could  scarcely  call  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House  a  fact  which 
more  strikingly  exemplified  that,  than  did 
the  influence  exercised  upon  the  minds  of 
the  people,  by  the  pressure  of,  or  the  relief 
from,  direct  taxation.  It  was  reserved  for 
Mr.  Pitt,  so  distinguished  for  the  imposi- 
tion of  taxes,  to  lay  upon  the  community 
the  great  and  grievous  burthen  of  the 
Window-tax  in  its  most  oppressive  form. 
In  the  year  1784,  that  Minister  came 
down  to  the  House,  and  entered  into  a 
calculation  in  which  he  estimated  the 
amount  of  tea  consumed  in  every  class  of 
house ;  he  then  told  Parliament  that  the 
duty  on  tea  was  a  most  inconvenient  and 
objectionable  impost,  at  least  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  it  was  then  levied  ;  that  it 
led  to  smuggling,  and  on  the  whole  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  materially  di- 
minished. He  then  told  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  he  proposed  to  make  up 
the  deficiency  likely  to  arise  from  the 
reduction  of  that  duty,  by  imposing 
one  upon  windows,  in  such  propor- 
tion upon  the  several  classes  of  houses  as 
would  be  equal  to  the  advantage  they 
might  be  severally  supposed  to  derive 
from  the  reduction  of  the  duty  upon  tea. 
But  the  compact  thus  entered  into  was 
not  adhered  to,  though  it  ought  to  have 
been  most  reli{j;ioiisly  observed.  The  feel- 
ing on  the  subject  at  that  time  was  un- 
usually stron?,  and  amongst  other  modes 
of  exciting  popular  indignation  one  wag 
stopped  up  several  of  his  windows,  in- 
scribing upon  the  first,  "  Pitt's  Works, 
vol.  I.;*'  on  the  second,  "  Pht's  Works, 
vol.  n  ,  and  so  on.  He  would  remind  the 
House  of  the  well-known  anecdote  of  two 
great  men  of  antiquity,  one  of  whom 
thought  himself  much  greater  than  the 
other,  and  condescendingly  inquired  what 
he  could  do  to  oblige  him — the  philoso- 
pher replied,  "  Stand  aside,  and  let  roe 
enjoy  the  sunshine.*'  Now,  the  House  of 
Commons  stood  between  the  people  of 
England  and  the  sunshine — they  deprived 
them  of  the  light  and  air  of  heaven — en- 
joyments almost  as  necessary  as  food  and 
clothing.  It  was  much  to  be  regretted 
that  there  should  continue  to  remain  any 
ground  for  the  feeling  which  very  gene- 
rally prerailed  out  of  &ora,  ttiat  the  e&ct 
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of  all  fiscal  regulatioD  was  to  oppress  the 
poor  and  middle  class,  and  to  protect 
persons  of  rank  and  property.  Every 
effort  should  be  used  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislature  to  obviate  the  effects  of  such  a 
feeling,  and,  if  possible,  to  unite  the  whole 
cQmmunity  in  one  bond  of  kindness.  The 
repeal  of  the  AVindow-tax  would  only  in- 
vplve  a  sum  of  1,200,0002.,  and  that 
deficit  he  trusted  could  be  easily  made 
up  by  economy  and  retrenchment.  The 
farmer  bad  been  relieved  from  burthens 
to  some  extent,  and  he  would  ask  why 
should  not  the  shopkeeper  be  relieved 
also?  He  wished  all  this  to  be  taken 
gravely  into  consideration  by  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  in  whose  wisdom  and  justice 
he  reposed  the  fullest  confidence.  He 
relied  upon  them  because  he  knew  that  a 
liberal  Government  depended  altogether 
upon  the  will  of  the  people.  In  that  he 
felt  assured  that  the  present  Administra- 
tion was  strong,  for  if  they  were  not  strong 
in  some  such  support  they  could  never 
have  borne  up  against  the  formidable  op- 
position on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  incessant  plottings  to  which  they 
were  exposed  in  a  different  quarter.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  a 
Resolution  to  the  effect*  that  in  the  opinion 
of  that  House  it  was  expedient  to  repeal 
the  tax  upon  windows. 

The  ChanceUor  qf  tJie  Exchequer  said, 
that  when  he  considered  the  speech  and 
the  Motion  which  the  House  had  just 
heard,  he  could  not  but  feel  that  the  hon. 
Mover  came  forward  rather  for  the  purpose 
of  discharging  a  duty  which  he  might 
conceive  due  to  his  constituents  and  to 
his  own  consistency,  than  from  any  ex- 
pectation that  that  which  he  proposed 
could  be  agreed  to,  or  that  any  sacrifice 
to  so  large  an  amount  could,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  be  made.  In  the 
present  Session  any  further  reduction  of 
taxation  was  utterly  impracticable.  At 
an  early  period  of  the  present  Session  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  was  his  prede- 
cessor in  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  bad  told  the  House,  that  there 
was  no  reason  to  expect  a  surplus  of  more 
than  250,000/.  Now,  really,  with  such  a 
prospect*  it  was  too  much  to  expect  a 
reduction  of  1,200,0002.  He  need  only 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  that 
facti  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  give  the  slightest 
eacouragement  to  the  present  application. 

H«  bo^di  tber^Qr^i  thftt  tb9  hoot  Mem* 


berfor  Hary-le-bonne  would  not  think  his 
Motion  invidk>usly  dealt  with,  tf  the  same 
answer  were  given  to  it  which  had  been 
used  in  reference  to  similar  applications 
for  the  repeal  of  taxe8-*-nameIy,  that  a 
compliance  with  such  a  demand  greatly 
exceeded  the  powers  of  the  Finance  Mi- 
nister. Applications,  as  the  House  must 
remember,  had  already  been  made  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt-tax,  the' Assessed-taxes 
affecting  agriculture,  the  duty  on  glass, 
the  stamps  on  newspapers,  and  now  the 
taxes  on  windows  were  to  be  repealed,  and 
the  additional  duty  on  spirits.  Those  de- 
mands were  so  easily  made,  and  they 
were  so  gratifying  to  constituents,  that  it 
became  no  matter  of  surprise  that  hon. 
Members  should  be  forward '  in  making 
them,  but  the  House  must  be  well  aware 
that  to  resist  the  remission  of  any  tax  was 
always  the  most  painful  duty  that  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  to  perform. 
It  would  be  exceedingly  gratifying,  if  it 
were  practicable,  to  repeal  all  existing 
taxation.  It  would  be  impossible,  how- 
ever, to  remit  taxation  to  any  amount  at 
the  present  moment  without  endangering 
the  public  faith;  and  he  was  perfectly 
persuaded  that  the  middle  classes  (to 
whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Mary-le-bonne 
had  principally  alluded)  were  the  last 
persons  who  would  benefit  from  endan- 
gering the  public  faith.  On  these  grounds 
he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mary-le-bonne  to  withdraw 
his  Motion ;  otherwise  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  must  oppose  it.  He 
begged  the  attention  of  the  House  t6  one 
or  two  facts  which  he  could  not  doubt 
they  would  consider  material  in  the  present 
discussion.  Considerable  reductions  had 
taken  place  in  the  Window-tax.  In  the 
year  1820  it  amounted  to  2,578,000/.; 
at  present  it  amounted  to  only  about 
] ,  I  O0,000/.,being  a  reduction  of  1 ,478,000/. 
The  number  of  houses  in  Great  Britain 
was  2,850,000.  Of  that  number,  the  num- 
ber in  charge  to  the  Window-duty  was 
only  380,000 ;  so  that  2,470,000  houses 
were  exempt  from  the  tax.  The  nu  mber  of 
houses  in  charge  to  the  Window-duty  in 
1820  was  968,000 ;  the  number  at  present 
in  charge  was,  as  he  had  already  stated^ 
380,000;  so  that  since  1820,  the  number 
of  bouses  relieved  from  the  Window-tax 
was  588,000.  To  this  was  to  be  added 
the  consideration,  that  in  1832,  the  House* 
duty  amounted  to  1,491,000/.,  was  totally 
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evident  tbat  the  interests  of  the  class  on 
whom  the  taxes  in  question  principally 
fell  had  not  heen  wholly  neglected.  In 
considering;  the  expediency  of  repealing 
any  particular  tax,  it  was  not  the  interest 
of  one  class  that  was  to  be  considered, 
hut  that  of  the  community  at  large ;  such 
was  the  answer  that  he  felt  bound  to  give 
in  reference  to  the  demand  for  relief  on 
behalf  of  the  agricultural  body,  and  that 
remark  he  conceived  to  apply  equally  to 
the  present  case.  He  was  not  disposed 
further  to  encroach  upon  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  than  to  observe,  that  he  was 
sure  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Mary-le- 
bonne  would  have  the  goodness  to  repeat 
to  his  constituents  the  reasons  then  as« 
signed  for  resisting  the  repeal  of  the  tax, 
they  would  be  themselves  the  first  to  ac- 
knowledge the  unreasonableness  of  further 
pressing  the  Motion. 

Colonel  Evans,  although  he  concurred 
in  the  objections  to  the  tax  which  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mary- 
le-bonne,  yet,  after  what  had  been  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  hoped  that 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion.  At  the 
same  time,  he  trusted,  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  concede  any  bene- 
fits, however  small,  to  the  class  of'^  house- 
holders, he  would  not  fail  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Robinson  had  objected  to  the  repeal 
of  the  House-tax,  because  it  tended  to 
relieve  some  of  the  wealthy  classes.  For 
the  same  reason  he  objected  to  the  repeal 
proposed  at  present,  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  relieve  some  of  the  wealthiest 
inhabitants  of  the  piirishes  of  St.  Mary- 
le-bonne,  St.  George's,  and  St.  James  s, 
who  at  present  paid  much  less  than  they 
ought  to  do. 

Dr.  Zushingion  bad  endeavoured  that 
day  to  present  to  the  House  a  petition 
upon  the  subject  then  before  it,  in  which 
his  constituents,  though  favourable  to  the 
Motion,  did  not  think  it  proper  to  press  it 
upon  Ministers  in  the  present  advanced 
state  of  the  Session,  and  under  other  ex- 
isting circumstances.  His  constituents 
only  wished  that  their  claims  to  relief 
should  have  a  fair  consideration  with  those 
of  other  classes  of  the  community.  They 
wished  tbat  Ministers  would  take  off  those 
taxes  that  pressed  the  most  on  national 
industry,  and  hoped  that  they  never  would 
be  induced  to  invalidate  the  national  credit. 

Mr.  Fector  observed,  that  the  people 
would  now  see  who  their  friends  were. 

As  an  independent  man-^np  man  was 


more  independent  than  he  was—he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  take  up  this  Motion  if 
it  should  drop  from  want  of  zeal  in  those 
who  ought  to  support  it. 

Mr,  Thomas  Atiwood  observed,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that  he 
could  not  afford  to  give  up  the  Window- 
duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
first  see  if  his  victims  could  afford  to  pay 
it.  He  rather  ought  to  borrow  money 
than  continue  such  a  duty.  As  to  nationd 
faith,  he  did  not  believe  that  the  repeal  of 
the  duty  would  be  inconsistent  with 
national  faith  ;  and  was  not  the  national 
faith  pledged  to  the  tradesman  and  the 
farmer  as  well  as  to  the  fundbolder? 
National  faith  !-^he  called  it  public  plun- 
der. National  faith  I — he  called  it  national 
shame  and  disgrace.  If  justice  were  not 
done  to  the  people  on  that  subject  by 
the  House,  the  people  would  do  it  for 
themselves.  Others  besides  the  fundholders 
were  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the 
Legislature;  but  neither  the  farmer  had 
been  protected,  nor  the  labourer.  Neither 
had  landowner  been  better  off,  although 
be  had  been  deluded  by  one  corn-law 
after  another,  which  had  all  ended,  instead 
of  protecting  him,  in  swindling  him  out  of 
his  estate.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer might  be  assured  that  he  could  better 
afford  to  abandon  the  tax  than  the  trades- 
people could  afford  to  pay  it, 

Mr.  Ruthven  would  not  leave  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  lurch  by  voting  against 
it  on  this  occasion ;  and  although  this  tax 
was  bad,  others  that  might  be  substituted 
for  it  would  be  worse. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  although 
Brighton  was  the  fifth  town  in  the  king- 
dom in  the  amount  of  the  Window- tax  it 
paid,  he  was  sure  his  constituents  had  too 
much  confidence  in  Ministers,  and  too 
little  in  their  opponents,  not  to  wait  with 
patience  for  the  relief  which  could  be 
afforded  them.  He  should,  therefiyre,  vote 
against  the  Motion. 

Sir  Samusl  WhaUey  thought  the  grati- 
tude of  the  inhabitants  of  Mary-le-bonne 
would  not  be  so  warm  towards  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Dover,  when  they  learnt  the 
party  to  which  he  belonged,  as  it  other- 
wise might  have  been ;  and,  notwithstand- 
ing that  hon.  Member*8  support,  he  trusted 
he  should  be  allowed  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

A  division,  however,  being  inststedupon, 
the  House  divided'-'Ayei  16 ;  Noes  204 } 
Majority  188. 
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Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Fielden^  J. 
Fleming,  J. 
Humphery^  J. 
Habe,  J. 
Hotharo,  Lord 
Lewis,  W. 
Richards,  J. 
Rundle,  J. 


Scholefield,  J. 
Turner,  W. 
Wakley,  T. 
Whalley,  Sir.  S. 
Walker,  J. 
Williams,  W. 

Tellers 
Attwood.  T. 
Fector,  M. 


The  Church  op  Scotland.]  Sir 
William  Roe  rose  to  move  that  the  several 
Petitions  which  bad  been  presented  respect, 
ing  the  Endowment  and  Extension  of 
Churches  in  Scotland  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  He  assured  the  House 
that  this  subject  had  produced  a  very  great 
sensation  in  Scotland.  The  petitioners  felt 
it  their  duty  to  appeal  to  the  Legislature 
with  regard  to  it,  finding  from  the  silence 
hitherto  observed  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  not  inclined  to  take  it  up. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  observed,  that 
the  number  of  the  petitions  (upwards  of 
300)  was  a  proof  of  the  interest  taken  in 
the  subject,  in  that  country.  He  himself 
had  all  along  felt  a  most  anxious  desire  for 
the  discussion  of  the  subject ;  and,  so  far 
as  he  could,  he  had  given  his  poor  aid  and 
advice,  to  bring  the  matter  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  He  thought  he 
was  not  the  less  qualified  to  do  so,  as  he 
happened  not  to  be  a  member  of  that 
Church;  and,  therefore,  in  Scotland,  a 
Dissenter,  his  anxiety  thus  would  be  free 
from  any  suspicion.  The  petitions  which 
had  corae  from  Scotland  were  not  the  only 
circumstances,  however^  which  proved  the 
deep  interest  taken  in  that  country  for 
the  success  of  the  motion.  Tn  addition  to 
their  unexampled  number,  the  petitioners 
had  proved  their  attachment  to  the  Church 
by  the  unexampled  subscription  of  65,000/. 
They  came  with  that  sum  in  their  hands 
to  the  Government  of  the  country,  and 
said,  ''you  are  bound  to  keep  up  the 
Established  Church,  so  as  to  furnish,  to 
every  person  of  its  inhabitants,  the  means 
of  legions  instruction."  But  all  they 
wanted  of  the  country  was,  to  assist  them 
with  an  endowment,  and  for  what  object  ? 
— ^for  that  most  important  object— to  secure 
such  an  income  to  the  Church  as  might 
provide  to  all  persons  connected  with  the 
Church  means  of  attending  that  Church. 
That  was  the  real  prayer  of  the  petitions ; 
and  it  was  to  be  seen,  whether  me  Legis- 
lature would  be  disposed  to  throw  cold 


water    upon    those    petitions  which  came 
forward  in  the  shape  in   which  he  was 
about  to  lay  them  before  the  House.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  adverted  to  the 
two  different  sources  from   which   means 
were  at  present  derived  for  dispensing  re- 
ligious instruction  in  Scotland:  first,  the 
Endowments  of  the  Establishment  made 
at  the  time  of  the  Reformation,  and  which, 
from  the  great  increase  of  population,  had 
become  totally  inadequate ;  and,  secondly, 
the  voluntary  associations  of  individuals 
who  had  erected  numerous  chapels  all  over 
the  country,  but  whose  assistance  must,  he 
observed,  be  confined  necessarily  to  the 
higher  orders  of  society — ^those  who  could 
pay  for  their  seats — since  it  was  impossible 
for  those  persons  to  build  Churches  and 
endow  them  too,  without  some  aid  to  their 
voluntary  efforts,  which  could  only  be  af- 
forded by  the  assistance  of  Government, 
and  there  lay  the  key  of  the  whole  Ques- 
tion.    In  Scotland,  by  the  great  increase 
of  population,  &c.,   a   great    number    of 
persons  were  excluded  firom  the  Churches 
because  they  could  not  afford  to  pay  the 
seat-rents.     He  was  prepared  to  prove  that 
in  every  town  of  importance  in  Scotland 
there  were  numbers  who  actually,  for  that 
reason,  could  not  attend  church.  He  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  only  two 
cases.  The  first  was  that  of  Glasgow,  with 
a  population,  in  the  city  and  suburbs,  of 
224,000,  of  which  one-half,  about  1 12,000, 
were  under  twelve  years;  and  he  would 
ask  the  House,  whether  it  was  fit  that  the 
whole  population  under  twelve  years  should 
be  excluded  from  the  means  of  religious 
instruction?     But,  leaving  out  altogether 
the  one  half,  as  children,  for  the  other 
portion  consisting  of  112,000  persons,  there 
werp  (Established  and  Dissenting)  77,000 
sittmgft,  leaving  35,000  people  who  could 
not  attend  Church  however  disposed,  even 
supposing  that  the  whole  number  of  sit- 
tings were  occupied.     But  then  the  seat- 
rents  were    ISs.,  and  the  poorer    classes 
could  not  afford  to  pay  at  such  a  rate  for 
themselves  and  families;  the  consequence 
of  which  was,  that  they  were  ousted  from 
all  seats,  and  ceased  to  attend  any  place  of 
worship.     He  knew  it  was  sometimes  said, 
that  hdf  the  seats  were  empty.    True,  but 
how  did  that  arise?     From  the   people 
being  ousted  from  the  seats  through  their 
inabuity  to  pay  the  rents.     It  was  plain, 
then,  that  the  only  mode  of  reclaiming 
them  would  be  the  establishing  ministers 
in  the  crowded  districts,-  who  would  visit 
the  sick  and  aged^  and  instruct  them  pri« 
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vatdy ;  and  thus  b;  exerting  a  proper  in- 
fluence over  the  communityj  induce  them 
to  attend  the  chapels.  In  the  city  of  Edin- 
burgh not  one-eighth  part  of  the  popula- 
tion attended  the  Churches,  though  there 
were  numbers  of  seats  unoccupied,  till  a 
voluntary  association^  whose  petition  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  had  built  a 
Church  with  free  accommodation  for  the 
poor,  which  was  qseedily  filled  through  the 
influence  of  religious  instruction  diflnsed 
over  the  population.  There  was  not  a 
large  town  in  Scotland  which  could  not  be 
proved  to  include  a  vast  number  who  never 
attended  Church  at  all,  being  excluded 
from  the  Church  by  the  high  seat-rents, 
whereas,  with  a  minister  to  visit  them  in 
private,  and  instruct  them  in  private,  with 
free  accommodation,  a  large  congregation 
would  soon  be  collected  from  all  parts  of 
the  district.  But  the  system  of  inducing 
people  to  become  church-goers  was  un- 
known in  Scotland ;  and  the  consequence 
of  the  deficiency  in  religious  instruction  was 
the  vast  extension  of  vice  and  crime,  in 
proof  of  which  he  begged  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  following  returns,  show- 
ing the  number  of  persons  committed  for 
cnminal  ofiences  in  Scotland,  for  the  four 
years  previous  to  the  years  1811  and  1835 
respectively.    It  was  as  follows : — In 


1807 
1808 
1809 
1810 


67 

77 

86 

11£ 


1851  > 

1832  S 
1833 

1834 


3,950 

1,898 
2,711 


The  number  of  commitments  was  342> 
average  83  ;  for  the  four  last  years  prior  to 
1835,  thenumberwas8,559, average  2,139, 
being  an  increase  of  no  less  then  twenty- 
fivefold.  Let  the  House  now  look  at  the 
state  of  crime  in  England  for  the  same 
period ;  for  the  first  four  years,  the  average 
number  was  4,419s  for  the  second  period  it 
was  20,179,  showing  an  increase  of  four- 
fold. So  that  while  in  England  the  in- 
crease of  crime  in  twenty-five  years  was 
fourfold,  in  Scotland,  for  the  same  period, 
it  was  nearly  twenty-five  fold.  Whence  did 
that  diflerence  arise?  It  could  not  be 
owing  to  the  increase  of  population,  for  in 
England  it  was  nearly  double,  nor  to  the 
state  of  the  law,  for  though  severe  in  Scot- 
land, the  number  of  respites  in  that  country 
was  nne-fuurth,  while  in  England  it  was 
only  one-fourth  of  the  number  of  con  vie 
tioiis,  yet  had  crime  increased  twenty-five, 
fold  in  Scotland.  With  such  results  ap- 
parent to  the  Legislature,  he  would  ask 
the  House  if  it  was  prepared  to  refuse  a 


lemedy-^that  remedy  being  (as  he  was 
prepared  to  prove)  the  increased  means  of 
religious  instruction.  The  petitioners  who 
had  addressed  the  House  upon  this  subject 
had  been  numerous,  and  had  also  shown 
their  perfect  disinterestedness  by  the  volun« 
tary  offer  of  aid  from  their  private  resources 
in  furtherance  of  these  views.  They  had 
come  forward  to  endeavour  to  awaken  a 
spirit  actively  on  the  subject,  and  in  their 
efforts  they  had  been  assisted  by  the  most 
eminent  clergyman  of  the  church  of  Scot- 
land:—the  reverend  Dr.  Chalmers  had 
dedicated  the  noble  powers  of  his  powerful 
mind  to  the  service,  with  a  zeal  almost  un- 
precedented, contributing  of  his  private 
fortune  to  the  funds,  whue  by  his  writings 
and  his  preaching  he  had  roused  all  Scot- 
land. The  demands  of  the  petitioners  were 
so  moderate,  and  the  offer  of  assistance 
they  had  made  to  carry  into  effect  their  ob- 
ject, so  laudable,  that  it  was  impossible  any 
government  could  resist  their  entreaties  in 
behalf  of  their  poorer  fellow -subjects  in 
Scotland.  The  boon  was  small ;  all  they 
asked  was  to  increase  the  accommodation, 
and  the  number  of  free  seats  in  these 
churches.  They  came  forward  for  what  ? 
Why  to  ask  a  sum  of  somewhere  about 
10,000/.,  to  assist  them  to  secure  free  ac- 
commodation in  every  crowded  isle,  in  which 
a  minister  might  be  induced  to  settle.  The 
scheme,  as  suggested  by  the  petitioners, 
and  supported  as  it  was  by  the  reverend 
Dr.  Chalmers,  might  fail  in  its  object,  but 
he  firmly  held  the  opinion  that  complete 
success  would  follow  its  adoption.  The 
scheme  had  met  the  approval  of  the  gene- 
ral assembly  of  the  Church  of  ScoUand. 
Upwards  of  forty  churches,  by  the  exer- 
tions of  these  individuals,  were  now  in  pro* 
gress  of  erection,  and  would  the  House 
withhold  from  them  that  small  boon  which 
he  contended  they  had  a  right  to  ask  ?  He 
maintained  the  country  was  bound  to  pro- 
vide them  with  church  room  at  its  own  ex« 
pense;  if  they  were  to  have  an  establish- 
ment at  all,  it  must  be  formed  so  as  to 
afford  room  to  the  poorest  that  walked. 
But  that  was  not  the  extent  to  which  they 
went  in  asking  aid ;  all  they  asked  was, 
that  the  House  would  assbt  them  with  en- 
dowments to  a  certain  extent,  that  the 
debts  of  the  churches  might  be  reduced, 
and  be  made  come-at^ble  to  tho»e  persons 
who,  they  trusted  in  God,  might  be  in- 
duced to  become  church^iers.  He  had 
proposed  a  Committee,  as  the  only  crvmpe- 
tent  shape  in  which  he  could  put  his  Mo- 
tion.    It  was  almost  too  great  a  concession 
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to  say  he  would  yield  so  far  as  to  submit 
the  inquiry  as  to  the  facts  he  had  stated  to 
a  Committee ;  yet  even  that  he  would  em- 
brace rather  than  the  petitioners  should 
be  defeated  in  their  praiseworthy  object. 
Why  the  churches  had  been  unfrequented 
by  the  lower  orders,  contrary  to  their 
former  national  habits,  he  would  not  stop 
to  inquire.  It  was  sufficient  that  he  should 
prove,  as  he  knew  he  could,  that  they  did  not 
go  to  church.  He  had  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  seen  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  an  inquiry  into  facts  so  no. 
torious.  They  had  evidence  stronger  than 
any  inquiry  could  produce,  in  the  fact  of 
individuals  subscribing,  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, large  sums  for  the  building  of 
churches :  it  was  clear  they  would  not  do 
so  if  not  convinced  of  the  real  urgency  of 
the  case ;  and  in  his  judgment,  the  case 
was  so  clear  that  he  almost  fdt  ashamed  to 
ask  for  any  inquiry,  though  from  that  in- 
quiry he  would  not  shrink.  The  question 
for  the  House  to  consider  was  not  what 
seats  were  filled  and  what  empty;  but 
what  number  of  people  went  to  church, 
and  how  they  might  be  induced  to  go  who 
never  went  at  all.  And  if  a  claim  could  be 
made  out  before  the  Committee,  he  would 
be  among  the  first  to  give  up  the  whole 
Question  to  them.  He  could  assure  that 
body  of  individuals,  the  dissenting  interests 
of  that  country,  that  he  bore  them  everv 
good  will  for  what  they  had  done>  and  if  it 
could  be  made  out  that  they  could  accom. 
plish  the  object,  he  would  wish  them  well 
with  all  his  heart  But  he  knew  they 
could  not;  and  that  the  country  could 
never,  by  their  exertions,  be  split  into 
fractions,  and  each  district  provided  with  a 
minister  and  free  sittings  in  the  way  which 
he  proposed.  The  only  object  of  the  petition- 
ers was  accommodation  for  the  poor,  and 
that  would  be  accepted  with  gratitude. 
He  hoped  sincerely,  no  attempt  would  be 
made  on  this  occasion  to  get  rid  of  the  Mo- 
tion  by  a  side  wind.  He  would  appeal  to 
the  gentlemen  of  England  not  to  throw 
overboard  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  and 
he  would  remind  all,  that  Scotland  had 
fully  contributed  1,500,000/.  of  the  sums 
which  had  been  charged  upon  the  United 
Kingdom  for  the  purpose  of  erecting 
churches  in  England.  He  could  not  be- 
lieve that  any  gentleman  of  that  country 
would  think  that  the  expenses  of  one  coun. 
try  ought  never  to  be  lx>me  by  another; 
remenu>ering  particularly  what  sums  had 
been    voted    to   the   Irish    Churcbf   it 


was  only  10,000/.  a-year  for  Scotland^ 
which  paid  one-tenth  of  the  whole  reve- 
nues of  the  kingdom;  that  was  the  sum 
which  had  been  trumped  up  to  something 
*'  enormous,"  in  order  to  deceive  the  peo- 
ple of  Scotland.  He  was  convinced  that, 
when  they  saw  the  real  facts  of  the  case, 
there  would  not  be  an  individual  in  that 
country  who  would  not  blush  to  be  an 
opponent  of  a  measure  so  called  fbr,  and 
so  necessary  to  the  well-beingof  his  country, 
and  he  was  confident  that  all  the  respectable 
portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  country 
would  join  in  the  prayer  of  the  petitionsL 
It  behoved  the  members  of  the  Established 
Church  of  England  in  that  House,  to  re- 
member that  they  had  already  incurred  a 
moral  obligation  to  the  people  of  Scotland, 
and  that  this  was  the  fitting  opportunity 
to  discharge  that  obligation.  It  would  re- 
dound to  their  honour,  and  prove  a  hieing 
and  a  source  of  security  to  society  at  large. 
Scotland  would  then  once  more  stand  forth 
as  a  model  to  the  world  for  piety,  honesty, 
and  sobriety.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
concluded  by  moving,  "  that  the  petitions 
presented  to  the  House  relative  to  the 
building  and  endowing  of  nlaces  of  worship 
connected  with  the  Established  Church  oE 
Scotland,  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  that  such  Committee  shall  inquire,  and 
report  how  far  the  building  and  endowing 
such  places  of  worship  is  tequh^d  fbr  the 
moral  imd  religious  instruction  of  the  lower 
orders  of  the  people  in  Scotland." 

Mr.  Pringlerose  to  second  the  Motion.  He 
said,  that  he  felt  that  Scotland  was  entitled 
to  ask  that  endowment  which  was  proposed, 
on  account  of  its  important  relation  to 
this  country ;  on  account  of  the  passage  in 
his  Majesty's  Speech,  which  had  been  met 
by  a  desire  on  the  part  of  that  country  to 
come  forward  with  repeated  subscriptions 
and  mdet  the  case.  He  trusted  the  cause 
would  be  very  dear  to  Parliament.  It  was 
not  often  that  Scotchmen  pressed  their 
afiairs  upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  he  assured  the  House  that  there  was 
no  subject  which  had  ever  come  before  it 
which  was  attended  in  that  country  with 
so  much  anxiety*  It  was  of  great  import, 
ance  that  the  House  should  know  the 
amount  which  was  asked.  They  main- 
tained that  it  was  the  duty  of  every  go- 
vernment to  take  care  of  the  religious  in- 
struction of  the  poor.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  W.  Rae)  had  shown  that,  in 
Scotland  it  was  greatly  deficient  Thqr 
were  willing  to  ^low  for  that  deficiency 
which  the  neglect  of  centuries  had  occasion- 
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ed:  tlie  turn  of  no  less  llifltt  65^000/., 
wUch  bad  been  gained  by  yoluntary  8ub« 
scriptionB.  And  all  tbey  asked  of  tbe 
House  was^  to  allow  an  endowment  for  the 
clergymen  wbo  were  inducted  into  those 
chapels  which  they  themselves  had  built : 
not  to  place  them  in  ease  and  affluence,  but 
to  enable  them  to  fill  those  chapels  in 
which  they  were  bound  to  pnrride  accommo. 
dation  for  the  poorer  classes,  in  those  dis- 
tricts in  which  the  parishes  were  of  enor- 
mous extent.  Church-accommodation  was 
not  accessible  to  many  parishes  because  of 
the  distance,  and  in  these  situations  it  was 
impossible  to  accomplish  their  olnect  with- 
out  the  aid  of  Government.  That  was, 
therefore,  the  whole  of  their  claim.  At  the 
Reformation  the  parochial  superintendence 
of  Scotland  was  adequate  to  the  population, 
and  a  sufficient  number  of  ministers  pro- 
vided, who  were  resident  in  their  localities ; 
but  from  the  great  increase  of  population, 
it  had  been  since  rendered  impossible ;  the 
churches,  even  where  there  were  any,  were 
inaccessible  to  any  but  the  rich ;  and  that 
country  which  was  once  distinguished  for 
its  high  moral  character,  had  been  rapidly 
diminishing  from  the  diminution  of  reli- 
gious instruction  and  the  want  of  parochial 
superintendance.  How  was  that  defect  to 
be  met?  It  was  only  to  be  met  by  going 
back  to  the  original  principles,  and  provid- 
ing the  same  parochial  superintendence 
which  was  formerly  provided.  The  experi- 
ment had  been  made,  and  had  completely 
succeeded.  He  acknowledged  the  great 
benefits  conferred  upon  the  country  by  the 
seceding  churches,  but  they  could  not  do 
all  that  was  needful,  there  was  no  provision 
to  be  made  by  them  in  the  more  remote  parts 
of  the  country,  they  could  do  nothing  with- 
out remuneration,  which  the  poor  oouM 
not  give ;  for  instance,  in  the  county  of 
Sutherland,  a  large  and  popular  district, 
there  was  not  one  voluntary  church.  In 
all  the  chapels.  Established  or  Dissenting, 
the  seat-rents  were  much  higher  than  could 
be  afforded  by  the  lower  classes ;  they  ne- 
cessarily, therefore,  absented  themselves, 
and  all  that  was  asked  was  endowments  to 
make  these  evils  not  to  destroy  the  exer- 
tions already  made,  but  to  meet  the  object 
which  all  had  in  view.  He  maintained 
that  the  Established  Church  of  that 
country  was  a  part  of  the  system  of  go- 
vernment :  the  established  relation  between 
England  and  Scotland  was  part  of  the  law 
of  the  land,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  provide  religious  instruc- 
tion for  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  country. 


He  trusted,  therefore,  that  he  should  have 
the  assent  of  the  present  and  of  every  other 
government  to  that  principle.  They  came 
not  for  those  who  could  pay,  but  for  those 
who  could  not,  and  who  were  entitled  to 
ask  of  the  rich  to  enable  them ;  he  theie- 
fore,  cordially  seconded  the  Motion. 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  that  after  the 
statement  of  crime  in  Scotland,  made  by 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and 
after  the  opinion  he  had  given  of  the  im- 
portance of  supplying  the  people  of  Scot- 
land with  buildings  for  religious  instruc- 
tion, it  was  surprising  that  he  had  not 
brought  forward  the  subject  long  since.  If 
it  was  of  such  a  pressing  nature,  why  did 
he  let  the  first,  second,  or  third  week  of 
the  Session  pass  over  without  introducing 
his  Motion,  instead  of  waiting  until  the 
present  time  to  do  so?  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  said,  that  the  opinion  he  had 
given  was  the  result  of  long  thought,  and 
yet  he  had  not  introduced  the  sulject  be- 
fore; but  expressed  his  surprise  that 
his  Majesty's  Ministers,  after  so  many  peti- 
tions  had  been  presented  to  the  House,  did 
not  come  forward  with  some  measure. 
Why  had  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
come  ffarward  with  the  Motion  before  the 
present  Ministers  came  into  power  ?  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  dwelt 
with  great  pride  and  satisfaction  upon  the 
number  and  respectability  of  the  petitions 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
relative  to  the  building  and  endowing  of 
places  of  worship  connected  with  the  es- 
tablished Church  of  Scotland,  and  had 
urged  that  as  a  reason  why  the  petitions 
should  be  referred  to  a  select  Committee. 
Now,  to  that  he ,  would  reply,  that  const, 
dering  the  extraordinary  exertions  which 
had  teen  made  in  every  pulpit  in  Scotland, 
he  was  surprised  that,  instead  of  having 
382  petitions  on  the  subject,  they  had  not 
had  presented  to  them  as  many  petitions 
as  there  were  parishes  in  that  country.  It 
ought  also  to  be  recollected  that  there 
was  a  great  number  of  petitions  on 
the  other  side,  which  came  from  persons 
differing  firom  the  members  of  the  esta- 
blished Church  of  Scotland,  not  in  doctrine 
or  in  morals,  but  only  in  Church  Govern- 
ment, and  that  that  circumstance  introduced 
no  small  difficulty  into  the  decision  of  the 
question,  whether  a  pecuniary  grant  ought 
to  be  made  for  the  purposes  advocated  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
He  did  not  deny  the  importance  of  the 
Question  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  bad  raised :  but  how  was  it  to  be  de- 
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pided?  A  difference  of  opinion  existed 
upon  it  in  almost  every  parish  in  Scotland. 
He  would  take  one  of  the  petitions,  pre- 
sented hy  the  hon.  Member  who  seconded 
the  Motion,  from  Selkirk,  and  this  was 
signed  by  about  300  persons,  while  there 
was  another  petition  on  the  Table  which 
had  been  since  presented  which  denied  all 
the  allegations  in  the  first  petition,  and 
this  was  signed  by  nearly  600  persons. 
Now,  how  was  the  House  to  determine 
which  petition  was  right?  One  party  said 
that  Church  accommodation  was  necessary, 
while  the  other  party  declared  it  was  not 
at  all  called  for,  but  that  it  was  matter  of 
surprise  to  them  that  it  should  be  asked 
for.  And  the  same  was  the  case  with 
regard  to  most  of  the  petitions ;  for  most 
of  them  stated  circumstances  which  were 
denied  by  other  petitions.  How  could 
this  question  be  investigated  by  a  Com- 
mittee up  stairs?  One  of  the  inconve- 
niences complained  of  in  the  petition 
was  the  situation  of  many  of  the  parish 
Churches  in  Scotland;  for  instance,  that 
they  were  placed  in  one  corner  of  the 
pansh.  This,  however,  could  not  be  ascer- 
tained or  remedied  by  a  Committee.  Ac- 
cording to  the  present  law*  the  heritors 
were  bound  to  keep  the  parish  Churches 
in  repair,  but  wherever  situated,  or  how- 
ever small,  provided  they  were  in  repair, 
that  was  sufficient  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  said,  that  there  was  no  re« 
medy  for  the  mischiefs  which  the  present 
system  generated,  except  by  a  grant  of 
public  money,  but  to  whom,  he  would 
ask,  was  such  a  grant  to  be  made, 
and  from  whose  pockets  was  it  to  be 
taken  ?  Would  any  man  say,  that  the  at- 
tendants  on  the  worship  of  the  established 
Church  of  Scotland  were  not  as  numerous 
and  wealthy  as  those  who  composed  the 
congregations  which  dissented  from  its  doc- 
trines ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Baronet 
had  cheerfully  admitted  the  great  aid  which 
those  dissenting  congregations  had  of  late 
years  afforded  to  the  cause  of  religion.  If 
then  such  was  the  case,  ought  not  the 
House  to  be  reluctant  to  take  money  from 
the  Duhlic  purse  in  aid  of  a  Church  which 
the  Dissenters  said  it  was  unjust  to  call 
upon  them  to  support  ?  The  House  was 
hound  to  res})ect  the  feelings  of  such  men, 
for  they  had  strong  grounds  for  urging  to 
the  Established  Church  that  they  ought  not 
to  be  called  upon,  contrary  to  their  (ipin. 
ions  and  their  consciences,  to  give  to  it 
that  pecuniary  aid  which  it  was  admitted 
that  they  gave  at  present  in  another  way 


to  the  cause  of  religion.  The  fact  wa^ 
that  even  among  the  Members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  of  Scotland  much  differ- 
ence of  opinion  existed  upon  this  question. 
Many  Members  eft  the  Establishment,  who 
at  first  had  signed  petitions  in  favour  of  a 
grant  of  public  money  to  the  Established 
Church,  had  since  seen  sufficient  reasons 
for  changing  their  opinions,  and  had  in  con- 
sequence signed  petitions  against  the  grant, 
which  at  one  time  they  were  so  anxious  to 
obtain  from  Parliament.  The  House  he 
repeated,  ought  not  to  forget  that  which 
had  been  so  frankly  admitted  on  the  otlier 
side— namely,  that  the  cause  of  religion 
had  been  advanced  by  the  Dissenters  from 
the  Church  of  Scotland.  He  maintained 
that  that  Church  ought  to  stand  unim- 
peached  in  the  face  of  the  country,  and  that 
it  ought  not  to  take  any  measures  which 
were  likely  to  offend  those  who,  though 
t^ey  differed  from  it  in  Government,  did 
not  difier  from  it  in  creed  and  morality.  A 
grant  of  this  kind,  if  given,  ought  to  be 
given  upon  the  urgency  of  the  case;  but 
how  was  the  urgency  of  the  case  to  be  ascer. 
tained  by  a  Committee }  The  House  ought 
to  deliberate  well  before  it  came  to  the  con- 
clusion of  his  ri^t  hon.  Friend,  especially 
as  79^000  Scotchmen  had  already  remon- 
strated against  it.  The  feeling  in  Scotland 
against  such  a  grant  was  quite  as  strong  as 
the  feeling  in  its  favour.  Instead  of  yield- 
ing to  the  proposition  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  measure  which  he  should  pro 
pose  would  be  a  Commission  to  inquire  mto 
the  whole  subject.  He  should,  dierefore, 
move  that  *'  an  humble  address  be  presented 
to  his  Majesty,  praying  that  he  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  opportunities  of  reli^- 
ous  worship,  and  into  the  means  of  rel^- 
ous  instruction,  afforded  to  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  especially  to  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  community,  whether  they  belong 
to  the  Established  Church,  or  be  of  any 
other  religious  persuasion ;  and  into  the 
state  of  the  law  for  repairing  or  building 
Churches ;  and  into  the  funds  which  may 
now  be,  or  which  may  hereafter 
become,  applicable  to  that  purpose." 
He  was  aware  that  to  the  issuing  of 
Commissions  it  was  objected  that  they  were 
prixluctive  of  rU4uy  and  attended  with  ex- 
pense. The  objection  to  the  expenses  of  a 
Commission  could  !)e  easily  refuted.  Litile 
reflection  would  show  to  Gentlemen  timt 
the  Coramisnion  would  he  attended  with  fur 
less  expense  than  an  inquiry  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  that   House.     The  Commission 
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would  have  to  inquire  into  facts  ;  its  duty 
would  be  to  inquire  into  the  means  of  reli- 
gious worship  and  of  religious  instruction^ 
whether  belonging  to  the  Established 
Church  or  Dissenters.  The  inquiry  too 
should  be  directed  to  a  point  of  importance 
omitted  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
and  that  was,  to  the  state  of  the  law,  as 
connected  with  the  repairing  and  building 
of  Churches,  and  whidi,  in  many  parts  of 
the  country,  was  a  pregnant  source  of  evil. 
Another  point  of  inquiry  would  be  as  to 
any  funds  applicable  to  the  purposes  of  the 
Established  Church.  It  was  as  a  friend  to 
the  Church  that  he  took  the  present  course 
for  he  did  not  wish  to  see  that  Church  ex- 
cite an  acrimonious  opposition  on  the  part 
of  those  with  whom  hitherto  he  had  been 
on  the  best  terms.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
the  inquiry  he  suggested  would  be  attended 
with  the  best  resmts,  and  would  be  con- 
ducive to  the  promotion  of  good  feeling. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  attention  and  with  much  disap- 
pointment to  the  speeeb  of  the  learned  Lord. 
With  respect  to  the  taunt  thrown  out 
against  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  not  having 
brought  forward  a  measure  on  this  subject^ 
the  learned  Lord  had  totally  forgotten  that 
this  subject  had  formed  one  of  the  topics  of 
his  Majesty's  Speech.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  had  submitteS  a  variety  of 
measures  to  the  House,  which  had  met  with 
a  favourable  reception ;  and  in  the  Address 
to  the  Crown  the  House  had  pledged  itself 
to  take  into  consideration  the  state  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  and  the  necessity  of 
increasing  the  opportunities  for  religious 
worship  to  the  poorer  classes  in  Scotland. 
Could  there  be  any  eround,  then,  for  the 
taunt  of  the  learned  Lord?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  had 
communicated  many  of  his  intended  mea- 
sures of  Reform  to  the  House,  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  whether,  if  he  had  been 
prevented  from  proceeding  in  them,  and 
from  introducing  others,  by  the  great  mass 
of  business  before  the  House,  and  bv  the 
loss  of  time  occasioned  by  desultory  conver- 
sations, the  blame,  if  there  were  any,  did 
not  rest  on  the  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
benches.  This  was  not  the  first  time  the 
subject  had  been  brought  before  the  House. 
In  1818  and  in  1824  grants  to  the  Church 
of  Scotland  had  been  pn)posed»  though  for 
certain  reasons  they  ha<l  fallen  to  the 
ground.  He  regretted  the  tone  of  the 
learned  Lord  respecting  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland,  for  the  tone  of  his 
argument  was  fatal  to  the  existence  of  all 
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establishments.  It  had  been  said  that  meet- 
ing-houses had  been  built  by  Dissenters  in 
Scotland;  but,  however  praiseworthy  might 
be  the  efforts  of  individuals,  they  did  not 
absolve  the  State  from  the  obligation  of 
providing  adequate  means  of  worship  for 
the  people.  He  remembered  an  argument 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Dr.  Lushington),  when 
grants  for  building  of  churches  were  op* 
posed  on  that  ground ;  he  had  said  it  was 
not  to  be  endured  that  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  to  be  indebted  to 
Dissenters  for  the  means  of  public  worship; 
and  the  same  argument  applied  to  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  He  (Sir  G.  Clerk) 
objected  to  this  new  mode  of  governing  the 
country  by  means  of  Commissions.  If  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry  was  conducted  with- 
out party  spirit,  he  did  not  decry  it ;  but 
coupling  the  speech  of  the  learned  Lord 
with  the  Motion  to  which  it  led,  he  could 
draw  no  other  inference  than  that  it 
was  intended  to  hang  up  the  question  for 
a  number  of  years.  Some  of  the  facts  pro- 
posed to  be  inquired  into,  did  not  need  in« 
quiry  at  all ;  for  example,  the  law  of  build- 
ing chapels.  If  there  wa9>  any  doubt  upon 
that  subject^  why  did  not  the  learned  Lord 
introduce  a  Bill  to  explain  it?  He  still 
trusted  that  the  House  might  have  some 
hope  from  the  noble  Lord,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  that  the  Government  did  not  adopt 
the  sentiments  of  the  learned  Lord. 

Mr.  Cullar  Fergusson  said,  that  the 
county  he  represented  was  unanimous  in 
favour  of  the  grant,  and  he  coincided  in 
their  opinion,  deeming  it  fitting  that  a  grant 
should  be  made.  The  support  of  rehgion 
in  a  country  drew  after  it  the  necessity  of 
supporting  an  Establishment ;  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Motion  involved  the  question 
between  those  who  were  for  a  Church  Es- 
tablishment, and  those  who  were  against  it. 
He  should  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment, not  for  the  purpose  of  throwing  cold 
water  on  the  subject ;  but  as  the  facts  of 
the  case  were  disputed,  they  must  be  decid- 
ed to  the  satisfaction  of  the  country ;  and 
he  was  convinced  they  could  not  be  so  de- 
cided by  means  of  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  thought  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission  would  be  a  bet- 
ter mode  of  arriving  at  the  truth,     v 

Mr.  Wallace  said,  he  had  never  been  so 
much  surprised  as  when  he  saw  the  notice 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry,  as  the  intention  was  thereby 
evident  of  wishing  to  prevent  the  informal 
tion  being  obtain^  for  which  the  Returns 
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he  (Mr. Wallace)  hod  mpv^dfor^  an^  which 
had  been  ordered  by  the  House.    These 
Returns  would  show  the  re^l  extent  of  the 
accommodation  in  the  Established  and  Di»- 
Benting  Ghurdi^s,  and  therefore  ought  to 
be  had  before  a  Committee  could  enter  on 
the  question.  Another  impcntant  point  wafi> 
the  amount  of  unappropriated  teinds,  or 
tithes^  and  this  was  a  subject  which  no 
Committee  of  this  House  could  investigate 
properly.     He  had  tp  tell  the  House  dis- 
tinctly, that  a  large  amount  of  Church  pro- 
perty in  Scotland,  was  still  in  the  hands  of 
the  landed  interest,  who,  along  with  their 
forefathers, 'had  had  the  good  sense  not  to 
make  over  for  Church  purposes  more  than 
one  twenty  fifth  part  instead  of  one- fifth 
part,  which  they  were  bound  by  law  to  do, 
if  it  should  be  required,  for  the  Church. 
He  himself  held  Qiurch  Tithes  still  unap- 
propriated in  two  parishes^  and  he  would 
oisdain  to  put  his  hand  into  the  public  purse 
while  he  had  unapplied  Church  property  ip 
his  pocket.     Would  the  hon.  Memoers  op- 
posite subscribe  to  the  same  rule.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet   had  endeavoured    to 
prove  that  the  increase  of  crime  was  attri- 
butable to  want  of  Church  accommodation 
in  Scotland,  and  to  prove  the  increase  be 
had  quoted  the  number  of  commitments  at 
two  different  periods,  to  this  he  had  to  ob- 
ject.    In  the  first  place  he  ascribed  the 
difference  in  the  habits  of  the  poorer  classcp 
in  large  towns,  to  the  distress  and  destitu.. 
tion  brought  on  them  by  Tory  misrule  for 
half  a  century,  which  had  reduced  them  to 
such  a  state  of  poverty  as  to  be  without 
proper  clothing  to  go  to  church  in ;  and  it 
was  a  well-known  fact>  that  Scots  people 
would  rather  stay  at    home,    even  from 
churchy  than  be  seen  of  a  Sunday  without 
proper  clothing.     As  to  commitments,  they 
partly  arose  out  of  the  same  cause,  and  very 
considerably  from  the  greatly  increased  ac- 
tivity and  zeal  in  the  department  over  which 
the  learned  I^ord  had  so  long  presided.  This 
activity  had  been  attended  with  an  immense 
expense  to  the  country ;  and  however  pro- 
fitable it  was  in  certain  quarters,  the  few 
convictions  which  took  place  as  compared 
with  the  commitments^  would  prove  how 
wasteful  the  system  was.  He  did  not  mean 
to  accuse  the  learned  Lord  of  any  peculiar 
harshness  in  the  administration  of  his  office. 
It  was  the  office  and  not  the  learned  I^ord 
he  complained  of;  being  ready  to  admit, 
with  the  exception  of  a  certain  period  of  a 
peculiar  character^  the  office  had  been  mildly 
administered  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
In  speaking  of  Commissions,  he  could  not 


but  declare  lu|i  conviction  thaf;  no  office  in 
the  State  required  more  the  sujpervision  of 
a  Commission  than  that  of  the  Liord  Advo* 
cate.     He  said  this  with  perfect  respect  for 
his  learned  Friend  who  now  so  ably  filled 
the  office.     He  would  not  longer  detain  the 
House  than  to  repeat  his  conviction  of  a 
Commission  being  the  proper  and  only  com- 
petent means  of  making  an  inquiry,  espe- 
cially  into  the    teinds,  of  which  a  large 
amount  would  be  found  where  least  expect- 
ed, and  especially  amongst  the  most  wealthy 
of  the  titled  Aristocracy,  some  of  whom, 
although  liable,  contributed  little  or  nothing 
at  present  to  the  maintenance  of  the  Church. 
Mr.  Gillon  said,  he  cpuld  not  assent  to 
the  appointment  of  either  a  Cpmpiittee  or  a 
Commission    to  inquire  into  this  subject, 
without  giving  up  a  great  principle^  which 
he  was  by  no  means  inclined  to  surrendert 
He  conceived  it  to  be  utterly  uu-Christian 
in  principle,  and  unjust  ip  practice,  to  bur- 
den the  members  of  one  persuasion  for  the 
advancement  either  of  this  spiritual  doc- 
trines or  the  worldly  emoluments  of  those 
of  another.     He  was,  therefore,  inclined  to 
meet  the   question  by  a  direct  negative. 
The  right  hon.  Barpqet  bad  stated  a  deflL 
ciepcy  of  30,000  in  cburph  aoeompoodation 
at  Glasgow ;  but  in  this  statement  be  had 
altogether  omitted  the  mention  of  85,000 
Roman  Catholics,  who  would  not  aoeept  of 
Protestant  ministrationii  were  they  offered 
to  them.    When  they  were  deducted,  m 
actual  surplus  of  accommodation  would  ap« 
pear  in  Glasgow.    After  alluding  to  similmr 
statistical  returns  regarding  Edinburgh,  he 
observed  that  he  was  far  from  denying  that 
too  many  absented  themselves  ^together 
from  the  ordinances  of  religion ;  but  hoir 
was  this  evil  to  be  met  ?    By  sending  MLs* 
sionaries  to  instruct  and  convert  the  people^ 
not  by  building  more  churches,  while  tlu>ae 
already  built  were  standing  empty*    But  it 
was  said  that  you  must  have  more  ptrithes 
and    more    endowed  clergymen.    In    hit 
opinion  men,  provided  with  endowroentiv 
were  the  least  likely  to  display  that  ^etl 
and  diligence  which  ought  to  be  the  distin* 
guishing  characteristics  of  a  Misttonaty  ia 
such  a  cause.    The  fact  wa3»  the  clergy  of 
the  Established  Churchy  who,  from  tbo 
mode  of  their  appointment  by  patronage* 
and  a  degree  of  remissness  on  their  par^ 
had  become  unpopular,  were  now  jealous 
of  the  progress  made  by  Dis9enter89  and  this 
was  an  attempt  to  put  them  down  at  the 
public  expense.    To  show  that  this  was  the 
animus  by  which  the  Churchmen  were  ac* 
tuatedj  he  could  mention  that  he  had 
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ohurobosi,   C7   pr^^cmn^   stations,    which  ^' 

pI^oQs,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
amoimt  of  their  iir^vipus  ^pirilual  de^Utu^ 
Uoiu  had  heen  totaUv  neglected  hj  the 
iDemhcr9  of  the  EstaWished  Church.  No 
90Qnert  however,  had  the  Dissenters  effected 
a  settlement  in  thesa  places  than  an  attempt 
was  made  to  dislodge  them  by  building 
Cha^la  of  Ease^  or  sending  down  Ministers 
provided  out  of  the  Royal  hpunty  to  oppose 
tliem»  thus  showing  that  the  uprooting;  of 
dissent,  and  not  the  propagation  of  roUgicm, 
was  the  ol^ect  in  view*  »ut  a  great  regard 
was  professed  for  the  spiritual  interests  of 
the  poor.  Every  one  knew  that  hitherto 
the  Dissenters  bad  been  almost  exclusively 
the  instructors  of  the  doqt.  Besides^  the 
first  use  to  be  made  of  tnis  grant  of  money^ 
if  obtained,  was  to  endow  the  eating 
Chapels  of  Ease ;  thus  relieving  the  richer 
olassea  of  a  burthen  for  which  they  were 
now  responsible,  instead  of  emplojring  it  in 
tha  instruction  di  the  poor^  In  his  opinion 
it  would  be  better  to  apply  all  the  easting 
endowments  to  this  object,  leaving  the 
richer  members  of  the  Establishment  to 
build  and  endow  churches  for  themselves* 
than  to  tax  the  community,  in  m'der  to  in- 
crease the  wealth  and  influence  of  a  domi^ 
nant  sect,  without  regard  tQJusticeor  reason, 
Would  the  Government  listen  to  their 
fricndsj  or  would  they  attempt  by  weak 
concessions  to  conciliate  their  bitter  ene<« 
mies?  The  Clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  were  indined*  almost  to  a  man»  to 
use  their  influence  to  underoune  the  present 
Government  \  they  had  been  the  enemies 
of  all  Reform.  The  Dissenters*  on  the  other 
hand,  had  been  the  tried  and  consistent 
friends  of  public  liberty.  They  ask  no  grant 
of  money,  not  even  to  be  relieved  of  the 
pressure  imposed  on  them  by  the  existing 
Establishment;  the^  onlv  ask  to  be  pro^ 
tected  against  injustice  and  oppression.  You 
may  by  such  grants  alienate  the  aSeptions 
of  the  latter*-by  no  concessions,  however 
large*  could  you  hope  to  conciliate  the  for- 
mer. The  Churchmen,  instead  of  cultivat- 
ing peace  and  good  will  among  nlen,  had 
lignted  up  the  names  of  religious  discord  in 
Scotland^  which  were  now  Ua^nng  with  a 
force  almost  incredible.  It  was  because  he 
considered  that  an  inquiry  would  only  tend 
to  perpetuate  this  rancour,  that  he  eon* 
ceived  it  better  to  oppose  the  Motion  alto^ 
gether. 
The  debate  was  adjoumed« 
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IvDucATioN.]  Lord  BrQugham  «aid| 
that  it  was  in  the  recollection  of  their 
Lordships  that  the  debate  upon  his  Reson 
lutions  relative  to  Education  had  been 
postponed  to  the  present  time«  He  now 
proposed  that  the  consideration  of  thesia 
Resolutions  should  be  resumed  on  Thursday 
ne9(t.— QSeveral  noble  Lords  spid  that  thai 
day  was  the  anniversary  of  the  batUo  cf 
Waterloo.]— Oh  J  be  begged  pardon;  he 
would  not  let  the  schoolmaster  come  in 
competition  with  the  hero  on  thai  dayj 

Snd  if  all  eonquerors  fought  with  ^s  p^ro 
motives,  and  for  purposes  as  much  directed 
to  pubUc  advantage— -Qhe  Duke  of  Wei-, 
lington  bowed] -^tJore  would  be  leia  ne-i 
cessitv  than  at  present  for  arraying  the 
sehgolmaiter  agiun^t  them*  The  noble  ^nd 
learned  Lord  \hm  appointed  Tuesd^vy  ^cek 
for  the  further  consioeration  of  these  Reso^ 
lutionsji  observing  that  as  there  wore  somo 
Resolutions  in  the  House^  of  Commons 
which  embraced  a  part  of  his  plan,  and  but 
a  small  though  an  important  part  of  it^  he 
wished  to  bring  it  as  early  a^  possible  beforo 
their  I^ordships, 

The  Lords  ordered  to  be  summoned  for 
Tuesday  weekt 

Lord  Brougham's  Pension.]  ILord 
Brougham  said,  that  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity, somewhat  inregularlyj  but  «uch  as 
all  their  Lordships  m\joyed,  of  knowing 
that  there  had  been  certain  statement?  made 
in  another  nhu^e  which  were  very  compli. 
mentary  to  nim«  but  which,  as  the^  were 
wholly  untrue,  he  was  most  anxious  to 
contradict.  It  was  said  that  he  now  en-< 
joyed  a  pension  of  15,000/,;  he  wished  ho 
did:  it  was  a  pension  of  5,0001,;  and  it 
was  3aid  that  he  eqjoyed  this  pension 
merely  for  having  had  a  large  salary  as 
Chancelbr  for  the  term  ojf  four  years.  Ho 
should  have  that  pen4on  if  he  had  only 
been  five  minutes  Chancellor.  It  wa«  said 
that  he  gave  up  nothing  for  it ;  he  mve  up 
a  larger,  a  much  larger  ineome*    He  waa 
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ready  to  take  these  parties  strictly  at  their 
word,  and  if  these  excellent  persons  would 
send  up  a  Bill  enabling  him  to  have  again 
what  he  had  given  up — his  practice  at  the 
Bar,  he  should — ^he  meant  it  not  offensively 
to  their  Lordships,  whose  good  will  and 
favour  he  was  always  anxious  to  conciliate, 
however  unfortunate  he  might  have  been 
in  his  attempt— -be  the  first  person  to  second 
such  a  Bill,  and  further  it  in  its  progress 
through  that  House.  These  persons,  these 
very  persons,  who«  when  he  made  an  ofier 
to  take  upon  himself  a  most  laborious  office, 
in  order  to  save  the  pension,  these  very 
persons  were  those  who,  by  the  clamour 
they  raised,  drove  him,  against  his  better 
judgment,  to  retract  the  oner  he  had  made. 
He  said  at  the  time,  *'  Now  mark  what  will 
ibllow;  these  very  persons  who  raise  this 
clamour  will  be  the  first  to  complain  of  me 
for  having  a  pension."  They  were  the 
first  persons  to  do  so.  He  was  not  alto- 
gether idle.  What  he  did  was  certainly 
voluntary ;  there  was  no  necessity  for  him 
to  perform  any  labour,  but  he  had  thought 
it  ids  duty  to  assist  as  far  as  he  could  in 
the  administration  of  the  judicial  business 
of  this  House.  In  that  labour  he  had  em. 
ployed  six  or  seven  hours  each  day  for 
a  period  of  ten  weeks,  since  the  judicial 
business  had  commenced  sitting  five  or  six 
days  during  the  week.  He  did  not  At  in 
that  way  in  consideration  of  the  provision 
he  received,  for  he  had  a  right  to  that  pro- 
vision; but  he  did  sit  to  assist  in  the 
administration  of  the  judicial  business  of 
that  House,  and  no  one  could  say  that  that 
business  was  inattentively,  though  it  might 
be  ill  performed ;  for  he  believed  that  in 
no  penod  had  there  been  so  many  written 
judgments  delivered  as  by  himself  in  the 
course  of  this  Session. 
Subject  dropped. 

Slavbs  in  the  Mauritius.^  Lord 
Brougham  said,  that  he  had  yesterday 
asked  a  question  relative  to  slavery  in  the 
Mauritius,  when  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  was  not  present. 
He  now  begged  leave  to  repeat  that  ques- 
tion. There  were  30,000  negroes  in  the 
Mauritius  as  slaves.  They  were  made  so 
by  acts  of  piracy  and  otherwise ;  and  he 
wished  to  know,  first,  whether  any  means 
had  been  adopted  to  effect  their  release; 
and,  secondly,  whether  any  steps  had  been 
taken  to  interpose  a  public  decree,  which 
should  render  it  impossible  for  any  one  of 
the  slaves  thus  detained  to  be  taken  into 
the  account  in  the  distribution  of  the  twenty 


million  sterling,  which  had  been  voted  as 
compensation  to  the  slave-owner. 

Lord  Glenelg  said,  that  in  order  to 
answer  the  question  put  to  him  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  he  feared  he 
would  have  to  trespass  for  a  longer  period 
on  their  Lordships'  attention  than  he  could 
have  wished.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  truly  said  that  this  was  a  most  impor- 
tant and  interesting  subject,  and  he  (Lord 
Glenelg)  could  assure  their  Lordships  that 
no  one  felt  its  interest  and  importance  mcve 
deeply  than  he  did.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend^  however,  had  allowed  that  it  was 
a  subject  surrounded  by  difficulties,  and  no 
one  could  more  accurately  judge  of  those 
difficulties  than  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
He  (Lord  Glenelg)  offered  this  observation 
merely  to  show  to  their  Lordships  that  the 
subject  had  not  wholly  escaped  his  attention, 
and  that  he  was  fully  aware  of  the  practical 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  accomplishing  the 
object  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  have  in  view.  Although  he 
said  this,  he  would  be  most  happy  to  give 
his  support  to  any  measure  by  which  the 
evil  could  be  remedied;  but  he,  at  the 
same  time,  feared  that  the  period  for  such 
a  measure  had  long  since  passed.  Their 
Lordships  must  all  feel  that  the  difficulties 
which  surrounded  the  identification  of  any 
individual  negro  who  had  been  illegally 
imported  into  the  Mauritius  were  ulbut 
insurmountable.  It  was,  he  admitted, 
quite  true  that  there  had  been  illegal  im- 
portations of  slaves  into  that  colony.  The 
fact  had  been  satisfactorily  ascertained  by 
the  Commissioners  who  had  been  sent  out 
there  to  inquire  into  the  subject.  And 
although  they  stated  that  this  illegal  traffic 
had  been  carried  on  to  a  considerable  extent, 
they  did  not  specify  whether  the  number  of 
negroes  imported  amounted  to  30,000,  or 
any  other  number;  they  mentioned  no 
specific  number.  Now,  besides  the  difficulty 
of  selecting  and  identifying  any  individual 
negro  who  had  been  illegally  imported, 
there  were  a  great  variety  of  other  difiL. 
culties  in  the  way;  inasmuch  as  the  impor- 
tation of  slaves  into  the  Mauritius  had 
altogether  ceased  durine  the  last  fifteen 
years.  It  had  been  his  duty  since  he 
entered  the  office  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  hold,  to  examine  into  the  facts  connected 
with  this  question,  and  firom  the  best  infor. 
mation  he  was  able  to  procure  on  the 
subject,  he  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  since  1820  no  importation  of  slaves 
had  taken  place  into  the  Mauritius.  It 
was  in  the  yean  1817i  1818,  and  1819» 
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that  the  first  attempts  to  put  an  end 
to  the  traffic  in  the  colony  were  made 
by  Colonel  Hall  and  Colonel  Darling. 
Those  officers  did  their  duty  admirably, 
and  the  result  was,  that  an  end  was  put  to 
all  further  importation  of  slaves.  In  1 821, 
a  treaty  was  made  with  the  King  of  Mada. 
gascar,  he  being  the  great  importer  of 
slaves,  the  effi^ct  of  which  was,  to  put  an 
end  to  any  further  importation.  In  1826, 
another  measure  was  passed  relative  to  the 
trade*  and  which  completely  answered  its 
purpose.  He  mentioned  these  facts,  in 
order  to  show  that  they  must  go  back  for 
nearly  twenty  years  to  find  out  any  indL 
vidusJis  who  had  been  illegally  imported  as 
slaves.  The  difficulty  of  proving  the  fact 
of  illegal  importation  would,  therefore,  be 
very  great ;  and  this  he  said,  not  from  any 
opinion  he  had  formed  himself  upon  the 
subject,  but  upon  the  authority  of  eentlemen 
who  were  well  acquainted  with  legal  pro- 
ceedings, and  consequently  enabled  to  speak 
with  accuracy  on  such  matters.  He  was 
told  that  a  negro  who  had  been  illegally 
imported  was  entitled  to  his  freedom,  be. 
cause,  never  bavins  been  a  slave,  he  had 
never  forfeited  his  Bberty ;  but  then  came 
the  difficulty  of  proving  such  a  case.  It 
could  not,  as  he  understood,  be  proved  in 
any  Court  in  the  Isle  of  France,  and  although 
an  appeal  might  be  made  to  the  Court  of 
Admiralty,  he  believed  that  such  an  appeal 
would  not  be  successful,  because,  even 
admitting  the  negro  to  be  evidence  in  his 
own  case,  still  the  confusion  in  which  such 
testimony  was  proverbially  involved,  a  con- 
fusion inconceivable  to  persons  unacquainted 
with  the  character  of  such  witnesses,  ren. 
dered  it  utterly  impossible  to  arrive  at  the 
truth.  Until  the  Isle  of  France  became 
an  acquisition  of  this  country,  the  slave 
trade  was  carried  on  there  to  a  considerable 
extent;  but  he  admitted  that  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Ripon),  when  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Department,  applied  himself 
Ui  this  subject.  His  noble  Friend  commis- 
sioned a  gentleman  to  go  out  to  the  Isle  of 
France  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  illegal 
importations  were  still  carried  on  there; 
and  this  gentleman,  but  not  without  great 
trouble  and  expense,  succeeded  in  bringing 
several  cases  of  this  description  to  trial. 
The  number  of  negroes  thus  proved  to  have 
been  illegally  imported  amounted  to  from 
400  to  500 ;  but  he  (Lord  Glenelg)  doubted 
very  much  whether,  if  a  similar  attempt 
were  now  made,  it  would  not  be  completely 
baffied.  Indeed,  he  did  not  believe  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  arrive  at  any  certain 


conclusion  under  such  circumstances,  which, 
no  doubt,  was  the  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  been  able  to  follow  up  the 
course  which  his  noble  Friend'had  adopted. 
Now  he  (Lord  Glenelg)  lamented  that  such 
was  the  case,  as  he  was  as  desirous  as  any 
one  could  be  to  arrest  the  evil.  He  did 
not,  however,  see  how  that  could  be  done ; 
but  if  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
suggest  any  means  of  efifectiuj^  that  object, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  it  hhould  have  his 
best  consideration.  To  show  that  he  whs 
not  indiffisrent  to  the  subject,  he  was  ready 
to  admit  that  even  if  one  single  instance 
could  be  established,  it  should  be  visi  ed 
with  the  penalties  of  the  law ;  but  while 
he  said  this,  he  would,  with  their  Lord- 
ships' permission,  take  the  liberty  oi  making 
one  observation,  which  would  go  to  show 
that  slaves  were  not  now  in  no  wretched 
and  deplorable  a  condition  as  formerly. 
He  was  by  no  means  desirous  of  narrowing 
the  feeling  with  which  they  were  generally 
regarded,  but  it  must  be  acknowledged  on 
all  hands  that  their  situation  since  the 
passing  of  the  Slavery  Abolition  Act  was 
better  than  it  had  been  at  any  former 
period.  He  had  already  admitted  that  if 
even  a  single  case  of  Hlegal  importation 
could  be  brought  home,  it  would  justify  the 
interposition  of  the  Government;  but  as 
the  negro,  whether  slave  or  not,  would 
have  to  pass  through  an  apprenticeship 
before  he  received  his  freedom,  it  was,  he 
must  sayy  a  source' of  consolation  to  think 
that  the  change  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  law  had  so  far  improved  his  situation, 
as  he  had  now  only  to  work  seven  hours 
and  a  half  a  day,  and  was  amply  provided 
with  both  food  and  raiment.  While  he 
said  this,  he  wished  it  to  be  fully  under- 
stood that  if  any  cure  for  the  evil  could  be 
discovered,  he  should  gladly  avail  himself 
of  it;  but  at  the  same  time  he  thought  thut 
the  representation  came  too  late  to  enable 
the  application  of  a  remedy,  as  the  Rules 
and  Orders  respecting  the  compensation  to 
be  given  to  the  slave-owners  must  have 
reached  the  Colony  in  January  or  February 
last,  and  were  now  actually  in  force.  For 
these  reasons  he  should  be  reluctant  to  take 
any  step  at  present  upon  the  suUect ;  but, 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  compen- 
sation, he  certainly  should  r^ret  extremely 
that  any  person  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
illegal  importation  of  slaves  should  also 
share  in  the  compensation  to  be  given  to 
the  bond  Jide  8lave.4>wner.  He  feared, 
however,  they  were  precluded  from  raising 
the  objection  by  the  Slavery  Abolition  Act; 
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but  IT  tl^at  wete  bot  ihte  case,  all  he  could 
tit)W  do  Wis  to  ^e|)^t  hi&  tedAin^s&  tb  con-^ 
tiidei^  any  suggestion  on  the  8\ibjeet  wh«6h 
might  lie  thlio#n  out. 

Lord  BroiigkaiH  itiMtl  sajr,  th^t  if  Vre 
iv^ete  to  pay  500,000/1  br  600,000/.  ih  it-^ 
s|^ebt  of  iUegaUy  imported  slaves,  or  ih  other 
Words,  for  felony  ahd  pir&cy,  it  would  be 
one  t)f  the  most  hateml  operations  evet 
perpetrated  in  tlite  finattdad  conefeftts  bf 
this  country,  tie  waij  wot  ftit^,  however, 
that  we  should  not  be  compelled  tb  do  sotne- 
thing  of  this  kind,  but  thbu^t  th^t  me^tts 
might  be  found  to  nattow  the  amoUbt  of 
thiis  sp^ies  of  Oonipensatioh  by  ihstitbtihg 
a  prbper  inquiry  on  the  spot.  He  had  te- 
Wived  sugg^tiobs  on  this  subject  from  per- 
sons abquainted  with  the  Mauritius,  whitih 
he  shbuld  refer  to  theColobial-office,  in  the 
hope  that  thfey  would  not  bb  discarded 
till  thejr  wtftre  found  Aftet  mature  bohsidera- 
IbnibcSapableof  producing  the  effect  which 
theiif  authort  ahtici|)ated  fVtWi  their  adop- 
tion. 

Itic  Eari  of  jRtpow  said,  that  wheb  in  the 
Colohial-Offibe  he  had  applied  his  attention 
to  this  subject,  and,  acting  bn  information 
Communicated  to  Mm  by  persons  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  Mauritius,  he  gfeive  in- 
structions to  facilitate  the  bringing  cases 
of  illegally  imported  slaves  before  the 
Court  of  Admiralty.  The  tesult  bf  the 
ibquiries  made  had  been  tabre  efficacioti^ 
thah  his  noWb  Friend  supposed :  for  before 
fcis  instructions  were  sent  out  Upwards  of 
1,^00  individuals  had  been  tieh?ased.  How 
many  more  were  liberated  aftet  the  neW 
ibstrUdions  Wbnt  but  he  could  not  tell. 
[Lotii  tG?fe*e/g/«^I  believe  50i>.]  Vexy 
Vkefy,  With  il^rd  to  bompebsation,  if  it 
ttobld  be  pkoved  in  refekT^rfce  to  Any  bbe 
pertbn  that  hte  hdd  been  illegally  imported, 
the  owner  iCouM  not  claim  compensation  ott 
Account  of  an  indi'^idbal  who,  though  hcid 
in  slavery,  in  point  of  law  tteVer  was  a 
slave.  He  admitted  that  proof  bf  the  fact 
tirouM  be  attended  with  incalculable  diffi- 
culty. However,  he  again  said,  if  it  could 
he  shown  that  an  individual  had  been 
illegally  impbrted,  ni^ther  on  acCbubt  of 
him  Mor  of  his  descendtots  Was  an  oWner 
entitled  tb  comoehsfttion.  The  whole  slave 
population  'of  me  Mauritius  did  not  exceed 
o5,000,  and  he  thought  his  noble  and 
iearAbd  Friend  had  overstated  the  ambubt 
of  compebsation  for  illegally  imported 
Waves  wheb  he  fixed  it  at  6^,o6o/L 

Lord  Gknelg  said,  that  fV'om   1810  to 
1886  trearty  3,000  persons  he!d  in  davcry 

\aA  been  Imriited;  bat  tkose  weMdav^ 


/ 


babtured  by  ou^  cruisets  of  illegall/  iiA- 
judged. 

Si*aHibh  AbiiLiARlES.]  Visbobnt 
iS?mf/^t/brrf  wfehed  to  ibuuife  of  the  noMe 
"Lord  at  the  head  bf  his  Majesty*ls  Obteffl- 
ment,  in  reforebbe  tb  An  Oider  in  Cobhdl 
tecebtly  published  in  thb  Gnzdie,  by 
Which  British  SUbjettiXvere  peHbittbd  to 
enter  into  the  Service  bf  the  Queett  of  Sptttft, 
whbther  the  Govethment  of  this  cobbtfy 
contemplatbd  making  dny  pH)vislon  fot  rile 
WidoV^  and  feraillbS  of  thosfe  persons  Who 
Wight  perish  itt  the  contest  Which  they 
Were  thus  invited  tb  engafee  lb,  or  whcthbr 
the  Spanish  Qoverbment  ibtended  to  take 
that  cane  on  itself  >— Or,  if  neither  the 
British  o^  Spanish  Governments  mcabt  to 
takb  this  cobree,  he  wished  to  know  Whether 
it  Was  intended  that  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  persons  Whb  might  be  killed,  or 
the  families  of  thbs6  WhbshobM  be  dkibled 
by  wounds  fVoW  barbittg  th6ir  livelihood, 
were  tb  bb  throwb  as  a  burthen  upoh  the 
parishes  of  this  country. 

Viscount  Mdbmntd  said.  It  would  he 
more  convebient,  if  notice  were  ^veh  tJf 
such  qbc!(tioh)3  as  that  just  proposed  hf  the 
noble  Vi*iount.  Those  British  subjects 
who  mij^ht  enter  the  service  of  the  Quecti 
of  Spain  under  the  permission  recebtly 
promulgated  biust  Ibok  to  the  Government 
they  wtiVe  about  tb  scrVe,  abd  not  to  the 
Gbvernment  bf  this  tobtttfy,  for  any  "ptO- 
Vlsion  Which  Was  to  be  made  hereafter,  and 
take  all  the  chabfos  of  the  service  which 
they  entered  Wit^i  tlfeir  eyes  op(^b;  they 
could  have  no  claim  Oh  his  Majesty's  Gob- 
vernmbbt,  and  mu^t  depend  upon  other 
meahs. 

Viscount  jStr/Jrng/bni.*-"That  is,  theV  dt 

thbir  families  must  t'omc  upbn  the  parishett 

in  England. 

The  Duke  of  WStngton  gAVe  notice, 
that  he  should  mbvb  Ob  Monday  for  the 
production  of  the  L&ndcm  Gazelle,  for  the 
purpoare  of  draWibga  more  distinct  explana- 
tion from  the  hbble  Viscoubl  on  thb  snhp> 
ject  referred  to. 

The  Marquess  bf  Londonderrv  hobed 
that  the  Order  in  Cbuncil  wouH  be  taletl 
rej^lariy  into  conndeiation* 

Oa^ada  CoikntrssibNfiR. j  K^t  Karf  6t 
Aberdeen  said,  that  he  hftd  hitherto  ab=» 
stained  frem  putting  aby  questions  on  th^ 
subject  of  Canada,  and  had  avoided  entering 
prematurely  upon  the  Considetiatidn  bf  th^ 
important  tbpic,  ftbm  a  Aesire  >ot  to  etti* 

bammi  vobte  Lbtdii  of^te  th  ^e  tMBk 
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Htderatlon  or  peiformance  of  their  duty, 
but  having  seen  in  the  Gazette  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  ooble  Lord  to  the  office  of 
Governor  of  the  Colony,  he  thought  the 
time  had  arrived  when  he  might  advert  to 
the  state  of  Canada.  It  was  due  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject  and  just  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country,  and  a  duty 
which  he  owed  to  himself  from  what  had 
taken  place  formerly  in  reference  to  it  and 
to  the  pledges  he  had  given  on  the  matter, 
to  state  what  was  the  condition  of  the 
question  at  the  time  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment resigned  ofhce.  He  also  thought  it 
only  fair  to  noble  Lords  opposite,  espedaily 
to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Department,  to  afford  them  an  opportunity 
of  stating,  so  far  as  they  might  think  con- 
sistent with  their  duty,  the  course  wHch 
they  proposed  to  adopt  in  relation  to 
Canada.  Important  as  the  subject  was,  he 
was  aware  that  it  now  excited  comparatively 
little  interest  in  the  House,  but  he  was 
much  mistaken,  if,  in  a  short  time,  it  would 
not  be  pressed  upon  their  notice,  he  hoped 
not  under  circumstances  of  additional  pain 
and  difficulty.  He  would  not  detain  their 
Lordships  with  a  minute  narrative  of  the 
differences  existing  between  this  country 
and  Canada,  but  would  only  advert  shortly 
to  what  had  taken  place  in  the  course  of 
the  last  year.  Early  in  last  year  certain 
Resolutions  were  passed  by  the  House  of 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada — twenty-two 
ftesolutions— embodying  a  number  of  griev- 
ances, and  containing  various  subjects  of 
complaint,  comprising  much  recriminatory 
matter  against  the  local  Government  and 
the  Govemnient  of  this  country.  These 
Uesolutions  came  before  Parliament,  and 
*  were  in  April,  last  year,  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
examined  the  subject  and  continued  their 
labours  for  upwards  of  three  months,  having 
before  them  every  document  that  could  be 
afforded  by  the  Colonial  Office,  and  all  the 
evidence  which  it  was  possible  to  collect. 
The  Committee  made  their  Report  on  the 
5rd  of  July.  In  that  Report  they  declared 
no  opinion  of  their  own  in  reference  to  the 
subjects  contained  in  the  Resolutions,  but 
lamented  that  much  misconstruction  of  the 
measures  of  Government  appeared  to  prevail 
in  the  colony,  and  referred  it  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  to  adopt  measures 
Calculated  to  clear  up  those  misconstrue* 
tions  and  restore  harmony.  From  that 
time  till  the  dissolution  of  the  noble 
Viscount's  Government,  he  did  not  think 
V^y  step  had  been  taken  in  furtherance  or 


execution  of  this  recommendation.  True^ 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  on 
the  very  day  of  the  dissolution  of  the  Go« 
vemment  (the  15th  of  November)  he  did 
address  a  despatch  to  Lord  Aylmer,  in 
which  he  informed  his  Lordship,  that  he 
was  prepared  to  send  him  full  instructions 
on  all  points  at  issue  on  the  next  day  but 
one — the  17th;  but  lamented  that  the  dis- 
solution of  the  Government  prevented  him 
from  doing  so.  Now,  whatever  might  have 
been  the  opinions  and  intentions  of  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  impossible 
that  any  such  instructions  would  or  could 
have  been  sent  out  for  some  time.  When 
he  succeeded  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
in  the  office  of  Colonial  Secretary,  he 
found  no  vestige  of  any  such  instructions — 
no  record  of  any  proceedings  on  tho  subject 
in  the  Colonial  Office.  Having  entered  on 
a  subject  entirely  new  to  him,  and  without 
the  aid  of  any  knowledge  of  his  prede- 
cessor's intentions,  he  lost  no  time  in 
making  himself  as  conversant  with  the 
Question  as  he  could,  and  after  due  investi- 
gation, and  the  lapse  of  a  certain  periodj 
did  address  a  despcltch  to  Lord  Aylmer,  in 
which  he  announced  the  intention  of  Go 
vemment  to  appoint  a  special  Commissioner 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  and  re- 
dressing all  the  grievances  submitted  to  his 
consideration ;  and  at  the  same  time  he 
gave  the  noble  Lord  a  jgeneral  view  of  the 
spirit  and  tenour  of  the  instructions  pre- 
pared  for  the  guidance|of  such  Commissioner. 
That  despatch  the  Governor  communicated 
to  the  Canadian  House  of  Assembly;  it 
was  printed  in  the  provincial  papers,  had 
since  been  copied  into  the  English  journals, 
and  probably  such  of  their  Lordships  as 
took  an  active  interest  in  the  subject  bad 
seen  it.  He  trusted  that  no  blame  could 
attach  to  the  spirit  of  the  measures  which 
the  late  Government  had  it  in  contempla- 
tion to  adopt.  A  noble  Lord^  was  finally 
selected  for  the  important  office  of  Commis* 
sioner,  but  when  the  noble  Lord's  instruc- 
tions were  far  advanced,  it  became  apparent 
to  him  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  that  possibly 
he  might  not  have  to  direct  the  execution 
of  them.  Under  such  circumstances,  he 
might  have  declined  to  proceed  furtherj 
and  left  the  matter  as  he  found  it ;  however 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  bring  the  whole 
subject  to  a  state  of  completion,  whatever 
might  be  the  result,  and  leave  it  in  as  com* 
plete  a  state  as  he  could,  in  order  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  might  be  able  to  execute  it,  if 
it  should  not  be  his  own  fate  to  do  so.  The 
instructions    were    completed*      Having 
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formed  his  own  judgment  upon  all  points 
at  issue,  having  received  the  concurrence  of 
bis  colleagues  in   the  proposed  course  of 
policy^  and  finally^  having  obtained  his 
Majesty's  consent,  he  said  the  instructions 
were  completed  and  given  into  the  posses- 
sion of  the  party   who  was  to    execute 
them  in  the  first  week  of  April.     Had  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Amherst)  proceeded  in 
the  execution  of  his  duty  under  his  noble 
successor  in  office,  he  should  have  been 
most  anxious  and  ready  to  take  any  share 
of  the  responsibility  for  the  instructions 
issued.      If   any    alterations     had     been 
necessary,    or    if  any  fresh    instructions 
conceived  in  the  same  spirit  as  his  own 
had  been  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Glenelg),  he  should  have  been  most 
happy  to  have  co-operated  with  him.  How- 
ever, noble  Lords  opposite  adopted  a  different 
course.    He  would  not  enter  into  a  detail 
of  the  nature  and  form  of  the  instructions 
—•it  was  sufficient  to  say,  they  were  in 
strict  conformity  with  the  declarations  he 
had  formerly  made  in  the  House,  and  em- 
braced the  largest  possible  measure  of  con- 
ciliation, consistent  with  what  was  indis. 
pensable  for  the  maintenance  of  the  King's 
dominion  in  the  province.  Short  of  that^ poin  t, 
the  instructions  proceeded  on  a  principle  of 
the  utmost  liberality.     When  he  talked  of 
large  and  liberal  concessions,  their  Lordships 
were  not  to  presume  that  sacrifices  were  to 
be  made  by  this  country,  for  it  would  be 
unjust  to  infer  that  what  was  conceded  to 
Canada  was  lost  to  England.     He  could 
not   conceive   what  interest  this  country 
could  have  in  refusing  large  and  liberal 
concessions — Legislative  Assemblies    were 
not  to  be  treated  as  children,  and  entirely 
directed  from  this  country  ;  but  should  be 
left  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  utmost  freedom, 
consistent  with   the   maintenance  of   the 
King's  dominion.     Of  what  use  were  Le- 
gislative Assemblies,  if  they  did  not  relieve 
the  parent  State  from  the  responsibility  and 
difficulty  of  constant  interference  in  their 
concerns  ?     Noble  Lords  opposite,  however, 
did  not  think  it  advisable  to  adopt  the 
course  which  he  was  prepared  to  pursue, 
and  had  therefore  assumed  the  entire  of 
that  responsibility,  which  he  should  have 
been  happy   to   have  shared   with   them. 
He  must  confess,  it  was  not  without  appre- 
hension that  he  looked  to  the  consequences 
of  this  change  of  proceeding.    If  the  noble 
Lord  had  thought  fit  to  act  on  his  (the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen's)  decision,  much  delay  would 
have  been  avoided,  which  he  feared  was 
now  likely  to  be  attended  with  mischievous 


effects.  Lord  Aylmer  in  consequence  of 
the  information,  that  a  Commissioner  was 
going  out,  convened  an  extraordinary, 
meeting  of  the  Legislative  Assembly  for 
the  dOth  or  31st  of  last  May.  The  Aft* 
sembly  would  have  met  by  this  time,  and 
if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Glenelg)  had 
acted  on  his  predecessor's  determination, 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Amherst)  would  have 
arrived  in  the  province  about  this  time,  and 
entered  at  once  upon  a  course  of  conciliation. 
As  matters  stood,  the  Assembly  would  have 
met  before  now,  and  the  Governor  would 
have  had  no  option  but  to  dissolve  it,  a 
course  which  he  apprehended  could  not  but 
be  attended  with  bad  effects.  He  could 
not  help  expressing  regret  that  the  person 
intrusted  with  the  important  office  of  Com- 
missioner should  have  been  changed — an 
observation  by  which  he  meant  nothing  in- 
vidious to  the  individuals  now  selected  for 
the  duty.  He  had  been  given  to  under- 
stand that  noble  Lords  opposite  expressed 
themselves  desirous  that  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Amherst)  should  continue  to  hold 
the  office  to  which  he  had  been  appointed 
by  their  predecessors ;  if  so,  he  must  say, 
that  rather  extraordinary  means  had  been 
resorted  to  to  insure  compliance  with  their 
wishes,  for  Ministers  had  adopted  a  course 
which  rendered  it  impossible  for  the  noble 
Earl  to  continue  in  the  situation.  He 
thought  they  could  have  expected  no  other 
result  than  the  noble  Earl's  resignation, 
from  the  steps  which  they  had  taken.  He 
begged  to  say,  that  the  appointment  of  the 
noble  Earl  was  not  a  political  step  on  his 
part.  He  had  no  political  connexion,  and 
very  little  personal  communication,  with 
the  noble  Earl.  He  believed  the  noble 
Earl  was  a  supporter  of  the  Government  of 
which  the  noble  Viscount  formed  a  part ; 
he  was  certainly  a  member  of  his  Majesty's 
household  during  that  Government.  He 
did  not  mention  this  as  forming,  in  his 
opinion,  any  special  qualification  of  the 
noble  Earl,  or  anv  recommendation  to 
his  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen's)  favourable 
opinion — not  at  all;  but  what  did  re- 
commend the  noble  Earl  to  him  was 
the  knowledge  he  possessed  of  the  noble 
Earl's  sound  judgment  and  discretion,  of 
his  long  experience  in  public  life,  and  the 
high  ofJSees  the  duties  of  which  he  had 
discharged  with  great  credit  to  himself  and 
advantage  to  the  country.  And,  above  all, 
the  noble  Earl  was  recommended  to  him  by 
his  amiable  character  and  conciliating  dia* 
position.  These  were  the  considerationa 
which  induced  him  to  select  the  noUe  Earl, 
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and  after  the  appointment,  in  giving  his 
opinion  and  exjdaining  his  views  on  the 
subject  to  the  noble  Earl,  he  had  seen 
enough  to  induce  him  now  to  say  that  he 
had  never  been  instrumental  in  any  appoint- 
ment with  which  he  had  more  reason  to  be 
thoroughly  satisfied.  As  to  the  course 
now  proposed  to  be  taken,  the  noble  Lord 
(Glenelg)  would  explain  his  intentions  so 
far  as  he  thought  fit.  He  saw  that  a 
Governor  and  Captain-general  of  our  North 
American  provinces  was  appointed,  and 
thence  he  was  naturally  led  to  conclude 
that  there  was  no  intention  to  send  out  a 
Commissioner,  for  if  he  could  have  pre- 
vailed on  himself  to  recall  Lord  Aylraer, 
he  never  would  have  thought  of  sending 
out  a  Commissioner.  However,  from  what 
he  had  subsequently  heard,  a  Commission 
was  intended  to  be  sent  out;  a  course 
which  appeared  to  him  not  only  useless, 
but  worse  than  useless.  It  might  be  a  fit 
thing  in  this  country  in  moments  of 
timidity,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  a  difficulty, 
to  appoint  a  Commission  of  Inquiry,  which 
he  understood  the  new  Commission  was  to 
be ;  but  in  this  case  a  Commissioner  ought 
to  go  out  ready  to  act,  and  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  was  worse  than  useless.  It  was 
competent  to  and  incumbent  on  the  Govern, 
ment  to  decide  at  once  on  all  important 
matters  now  at  issue  in  Canada;  there  were 
but  few^  and  those  trifling  matters,  on  which 
further  inquiry  was  required.  However, 
he  spoke  in  the  dark  on  this  subject,  and^ 
should  be  still  happy  to  hear  what  expla- 
nation the  Government  could  offer.  He 
hhd  not  brought  the  subject  forward  in  a 
feeling  of  hosiiiity  to  the  Goveninicnt;  he 
did  not  disgui?<c  his  apprehension  that  the 
course  about  to  be  tiiken,  if  he  understood 
it  aright,  was  not  so  calculated  to  lead  to  a 
favourable  result  as  that  which  the  late 
Government  contemplated;  but  he  still 
hoped  he  might  !«  mistaken  in  his  fears, 
and,  in  or  out  of  the  House,  he  should 
never  be  wanting  in  any  efforts  in  hb 
power  to  forward  a  favourable  termination 
of  existing  difficulties.  In  conclusion,  the 
noble  Earl  moved  for  a  Copy  of  the  Com- 
mission by  which  his  Majesty  had  been 
pleased  to  appoint  the  YjxcX  of  Gosford 
Captain-general  and  Governor-in-chief  of 
the  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada. 
Lord  Glenelg  offered  his  acknowledg- 
ments to  the  noble  Earl  for  the  moderate 
spirit  and  temper  in  which  he  had  brought 
forward  his  motion.  This  was  a  most  im- 
portant subject,  and  one  above  all  party 
connderations;  and  he  felt  bound  to  admit 


he  had  ascertained  that  the  noUe  Earl, 
when  in  oflSce,  had  undertaken  the  ques- 
tion in  reference  to  the  good  of  this  country 
and  the  colony,  and  not  with  a  view  to  party 
considerations.  He  regretted,  in  common 
with  the  noble  Earl,  that  delay  had  taken 
place  in  the  matter.  He  would  not  enter 
into  the  supposed  delay  that  occurred  last 
year,  not  wishing  to  excite  any  discussion 
on  that  subject.  His  noble  friend  seemed 
to  be  of  opinion  that,  notwithstanding  what 
his  rieht  hon.  Friend  had  said,  Canada  had 
not  formed  the  subject  of  any  document 
then  in  possession  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  begged  to  observe, 
tliat  he  had  never  said  that  his  right  hon. 
predecessor  in  office  had  not  prepared  a 
document  containing  his  own  views  on  the 
subject  of  Canada.  His  right  hon.  prede- 
cessor had  sent  out  a  despatch  stating  that 
those  views  would  be  submitted  to  the 
Cabinet  on  the  15th  of  November,  and 
that  full  instructions  would  be  sent  out  on 
the  17th.  Now,  it  had  turned  out  impos- 
sible that  that  promise  could  be  fulfilled. 

Lord  Glenelg  knew  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  been  roost  anxious  to  brine  the 
subject  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Cabinet,  and,  in  point  of  facti  he  also 
knew  that  it  would  have  been  immediately 
brought  under  their  consideration  but  for 
events  to  which  he  would  no  further 
allude.  His  noble  Friend  said,  that  he 
had  formed  his  opinions  on  this  subject 
in  great  liberality.  He  most  cheerfully 
admitted  that  the  instructions  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  prepared  for  the  Commis- 
sioner to  Canada  were  drawn  up  in  a 
liberal  spirit.  His  noble  Friend,  however, 
seemed  to  think  that  it  was  possible  for  the 
present  Government  to  have  taken  up  the 
question  exactly  as  he  had  left  it.  Un- 
doubtedly it  would  have  been  more  easy 
for  him  to  have  done  so.  His  first  impulse 
certainly  was  to  adopt  the  measure  of  his 
predecessor  in  offire,  and  to  close  every  part 
of  the  transaction  in  this  country.  But, 
with  the  noble  Earl  ready  to  depart  for  the 
Canadas,  with  a  measure  to  be  executed 
there,  of  which  he  must  be  answerable  for 
the  results,  he  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  whether  he  would  have  acted  in  a 
manner  befitting  the  office  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  hold,  supposing  that  he  had 
adopted  the  instnictionafLssued  by  his  noble 
predecessor,  and  had  shdtered  himself  from 
all  responsibility  under  the  responsibility 
which  attached  to  his  noble  Friend  for 
issuing  them.  Would  it  have  been  ooa., 
sistent  wi^  his  official  character  to  have 
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atAted,  **  I  find  the^  insfrueUoni  xe^y  to 
my  hiaxA,  atid  I  will  Accede  to  them  with- 
dUt  eiAminaf ion  r  [The  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen.^^Vot  Withoat  lamination.]  Not 
without  examination  ?  Then  there  was 
HO  tfhune  to  he  cast  On  Ministers  that  thej 
did  not  proceed  immediately^  but  took 
i^ome  titne  for  inqnirr.  His  noble  Friend 
would  tindonbtemy  hare  been  willing  to 
take  hlA  full  shftre  of  responsibility^  but  he 
waft  sUte  that  no  man  in  his  situation 
would  hate  eonfiented  to  allow  his  noble 
Friend  to  take  a  share  in  any  responsibility 
whidi  did  not  justly  attach  to  his  actions. 
It,  therefore,  became  his  duty  to  look  into 
^e  nAltire  of  those  instructions,  and  to 
see  whether  he  could  defend  the  whole  of 
them.  No  one  was  more  aware  than  his 
noblo  Friend  of  the  vast  extent  of  this 
quetftidti  In  all  its  bearing.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  he  himself  had  mastered 
it  He  had,  however,  looked  into  it 
diligently,  and  had  exercised  his  Judgment 
upon  it  to  the  best  of  his  ability.  After 
the  most  deliberate  examination  on  the  part 
both  of  himself  and  of  .his  colleagues  in  the 
Government,  it  had  been  thought  proper  to 
dbange  the  iiistructions  drawn  up  by  his 
noble  Friend.  His  noble  Friend  said,  that 
he  regretted  extremely  the  change  of  person 
who  had  been  selected  as  Commissioner. 
He  (Lord  Glcnelg)  regretted  it  too,  for 
xloihing  wad  more  true  thatt  that  his 
Majesty's  Ootemment  wished  the  noble 
Barl  (Earl  Anther^)  to  retain  the  situation 
to  which  he  had  been  appointed.  He  wa.^ 
glad  to  see  that  noble  Earl  that  evening  in 
his  platie:  and,  seeing  him  there,  he  ap. 
pedled  to  the  noble  Lord,  whether  the 
Ministry  were  not  desirous  to  obtain  for 
the  country  a  continuance  of  his  services 
in  the  Canadas.  His  noble  Friend  had 
said  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  noble 
Earl  to  give  Ministers  his  services,  now 
that  d  G)mmission  of  three  persons  had 
been  appointed,  instead  of  a  single  Com- 
missioner. To  that  he  would  only  add,  in 
reply,  that  among  the  reasons  which  the 
iioble  Eflrl  had  given  for  declining  the 
appointment  there  Wtts  no  statement  of  any 
disapbrobation  of  the  plan  laid  down  by 
Bis  Majesty's  Government.  He  would  not 
pt«teAa  to  follow  his  noble  Friend,  point 
by  point,  through  his  speech;  he  must, 
however,  allude  to  the  mquiry  made  bpr 
bUt  noble  Friend  as  to  the  intentions  of  his 
Mttjesty'a  Gbvemment  <m  thid  question. 
IbBtettd  df  appointing  a  single  Gommis- 
skmer  his  M^esty's  Government  proposed 
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persons,  one  of  whom  was  to  be  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Canadas,  to  inquire  into  the 
grievances  of  those  colonies.  As  far  as 
was  consistent  with  his  duty,  evety  infor- 
mation respecting  the  nature  of  that 
Commission  should  be  afforded  to  their 
Lordships.  He  was  sure  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  recollect  that  last  year  the 
House  of  Assembly  in  Canada  sent  over  a 
petition  to  this  country  complaining  of 
various  grievances.  That  petition  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  rf  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  nothing  had  been  done  as 
to  the  Canadas  since  then.  With  regard 
to  the  question  as  it  now  stood,  he  thought 
that  aU  the  noble  Lords  opposite  would 
agree  with  him  that  it  was  impossible  to 
pass  by  that  appeal  from  Canada  to  Eng- 
land without  examination.  Then,  as  the 
House  of  Assembly  had  complained  of  grie- 
vances, there  were  only  three  modes  of 
acting  with  respect  to  them.  You  might 
object  instantly  to  all  their  complaints,  and 
rgect  them  entirely ;  or  you  might  reject 
them  in  part,  and  concede  them  in 
part;  or  you  might  grant  an  inquiry 
into  them  with  a  view  of  redressing  the 
grievances,  if  they  were  found  to  exist* 
Now,  to  reject  their  complaints  instantly 
and  entirely  without,  inquiry  would  of 
course  have  been  an  improper  line.  It 
Would  have  been  deemed  most  objectionable 
even  by  the  people  of  England.  The 
petitioners  had  presented  a  petition  com- 
plaining of  grievances.  A  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  had  heard  their 
evidence,  but  had  resolved  that  it  oueht 
not  to  be  made  public.  All  the  Report  which 
that  Committee  had  made  consisted  of  a 
recommendation  to  the  Government  to  take 
such  measures  as  they  should  deem  proper 
to  redress  the  grievances  complained  of. 
The  petitioners  would  therefore  have  a 
right  to  say — **  You  suppressed  the  evi- 
dence whidh  wc  gave ;  from  that  time  we 
have  been  precluded  from  coming  before 
you-^and  now  you  pronounce  the  entire 
and  instant  rejection  of  our  dairas."  That 
course  he  thought  wfts  one  which  none  of 
their  Lordships  would  recommend.  But 
if  it  were  determined  partially  to  reject 
and  partially  to  grant  the  demands  of  the 
petitioners,  that  was  equally  open  to  ob- 
jection. That  could  not  be  done  without 
offending  two  parties,  both  those  who 
assented  to  and  tnosc  who  denied  the  ex<« 
istence  of  grievances.  There  were  at  ore* 
sent  in  this  country  two  deputies  from 
Montreal  and  Quebec,  specially  delected 
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ttieif  6Wh  pe^sbtte  bdfo^  Ptuliftmeht  on 
ihiii  Ifubject.  l*hoHe  persons  WbuM  faav^  a 
ri^t  tb  ifibmblain  if  i&ny  coilcesidons  Were 
tb  bd  made  which  they  might  dtem  iAjU- 
rious  to  those  whbm  they  reptieiented, 
without  their  being  heard  upon  the  sub- 
jtcl.  If,  then,  ah  in^uiiy  Wai  to  be  in- 
*liti!ted,  the  oftly  qtiestioh  left  for  cbh- 
rfderalion  was,  where  should  that  inquiry 
iiftke  plaee  F  He  thought  that  thetie  c6uld 
be  little  doubt  that  me  proper  place  for 
sueh  inquiry  was  the  country  itt  which  the 
people  resided  Whb  were  affected  by  the 
lilleged  gtieVanteS,  and  in  Which  reVnedies 
i»  those  grievante^  must  be  applied.  }t  had 
bceti  asked  by  his  ubble  Friend  what 
reason  there  Was  for  sendiug  out  more 
Cbmm&riotiers  thah  one.  NoWj  it  struck 
him  that  if  a  real  and  a  searchiiig  inquiry  was 
to  be  ini^itttted,  more  than  one  Comitois- 
rioner  wwuld  be  wanted  to  conduct  it.  The 
VAst  field  6f  inquiry  into  which  it  Would 
be  necessary  to  enter  ih  Catiada  would  be 
beyottd  the  powers  of  any  single  individual 
to  utidettal:^.  Not  ouly  political  questions 
but  Ascal  questicms  aud  Judicial  questions 
ahd  legal  questions  bf  great  importance, 
must  toothe  under  the  examination  bf  the 
ComhiissioM,  and  it  xvas  therefore  no  dispa- 
Xiagement  tb  any  individual,  let  his  talents 
be  what  they  might,  to  say  that  he  wnuld 
searcely  be  able  to  grapple  singfe-handed 
with  tJ^e  whole  exteftt  of  the  various  sub- 
jects which  must  come  under  hi^  considcra- 
tiott.  It  was  not  by  receiving  information 
at  this  i^istance  froYn  the  Canad^as  ^at  the 
best  means  of  conciliating  their  inhabitants 
could  be  devfeed.  W  he  wished  to  ascer- 
tain their  grievan'ces,  and  to  leatn  what 
Were  the  l)est  practical  remedies  for  them 
in  the  bplnibn  of  sbber-minded  men,  the 

best  mbde  bf  acqnirinff  that  knowledge 

>vas  ty  mining;  pertonauy  with  them,  and 
obtaining  from  their  o\^n  mouths  a  know- 
ledge of  their  feelings.  If  the  Legisla- 
ture received  the  delegates  from  the  Cana*. 
Has,  and  took  their  testimony.  It  bught 
'not  to  forget  that  those  delegates  must  be 
the  representatives  of  extreme  opinions, 
tind  the  best  advocates  bf  their  respective 
csaul^s.  If,  therefore,  the  Legislature 
Wish^  to  bbtain  the  befct  infortnatidn,  it 
teu'st  be  sought  by  personal  inquiry  among 
the  inhabitants  of  the  country,  who  were 
ittoSt  competent  to  afetd  it.  iTie  noble 
Lord,  concluded  hv  thanking  their  Lord- 
thips  for  the  indulgent  attention  Virith 
Vfhich  they  had  listened  to  his  bbservations. 
•the  fiai^l  of  Aberdeen^  in  reply,  stated 

ihllt  U  dtd  dot  hIaM6  tte  ObVeri^d'At  f of 


the  course  which  it  had  adopted ;  he  only 
itted  that  they  had  not  deemed  it  ex- 

nt  to  pursue  the  Mne  line  which  the 

late  GbVemment  had  chalked  ont  for  itself. 
If,  however,  in  consequence  of  the  adbptibn 
of  a  less  libe^dl  couiiSe  than  that  which  he 
had  intended  to  pUHSUe,  the  result  shbuld 
be  less  faVbUmble  than  thelf  Lordi^hips  all 
wished,  he  should  then,  if  he  found  that 
there  was  any  likelthi^d  bf  our  being 
obliged  to  resort  to  other  measntts,  con- 
sider it  to  be  his  duty  to  niove  that  a  Copy 
of  the  Instructions  which  he  had  pre- 
J)ared  should  be  laid  before  their  Lordshius, 
m  btder  that  they  might  see  what  would 
have  been  the  con^uenoes  had  a  dif- 
ferent policy  been  adopted. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


"HdlJSK   t)P  COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  12,  1835. 

llfwoTBS.]  BUb.  Read  a  second  time  :->Bribery  at  EIcc 
tioku;  nbrham  Court  of  Pleas;  Western  AustnJlai  Civil 
BffI  Couxts  l(IrdfllMD.^Bcftd  a  tkitrd  liitte  r-^Antoaid 
nHtanDfLy. 

SLXv^  iK  r^^  MAtTRtfritTB.^  Bfr. 
Forvel  Buxton  took  the  opportunity  t)f  aid- 
ing the  Under-Seeretary  ftr  the  Oolbnies 
whether  any  Measures  nad  been  iakm  tb 
prevent  the  payment  bf  Cbmjiensation  fcr 
slaves  illegally  imported  into  the  {[I'sland  of 
Mauritius? 

Sir  GHi/i'ge  Grty  supposed  Ae  quehtfon 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  refer  to  impoTta- 
tions  between  the  years  1810  and  1820. 
Sincte  1820  thete  Was  no  evidence  to  show 
that  any  iliegal  importations  had  been  mode. 
He  apprehended  Uiat  the  greatest  diftculty 
had  been,  and  Would  be  found  m  distin*- 
guishing  the  individual  slaves  inlpropexly 
introduced  Into  the  island :  and  no  iftea- 
sures  of  the  kind  allttfded  h)  had  been 
taken,  simply  bccanse  they  Would  wbt  be 
efi^tual.  Under  the  existing  law*,  «laveti 
illegdly  impdrted  prcvibUs  to  the  Einanei- 
pation  Act  became  subject  tb  appitntice. 
ship.  {Since  the  Emancipatibn  Att  tho 
whole  nnMS  of  slaves  in  ^e  Mantftinli  had 
become  subject  to  apprentice^ip,  Wh}(% 
Was  only  tb  last  fbr  a  visty  limttdl  p^AcA. 
As  tb  the  Illegality  6f  the  impbttkibna, 
and  the  tlaims  df  tm  bWneTs,  ^  Comtniiu 
sioners  Were  theniselves  awotn,  and  h«d  the 
poWer  of  taking  evldenoe  upon  oath ;  and 
tb  theni,  he  apprehended^  it  mwst  be  Idd 

Mr.  Fdwel  Bttarfon  said,  that  lAie  aMW^ 
was  So  unsatisfactbty  thdk,  bn  the  part  ct 
an  hbn.  Friend,  he  gave  ffdtice  of  his  tn- 
tention  tb  biing  tiie  sbbiect  again  tuM^ 
^  tfbstfdetal&dft  iX  ^^  House, 
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Subject  dropped. 

D18TBE88  IN  Ireland.]  Mr.  Sinclair 
begged  to  ask  tbe  noble  Lord  tbe  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  if  tbe  Government  bad  re- 
ceived any  accounts  of  a  famine  in  the 
western  parts  of  Ireland  ? 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  that  it  was  very  true 
that  Government  bad  received  very  dis- 
tressing accounts  of  the  state  of  tbe  popu- 
lation on  the  south-west  coast  of  Ireland ; 
and  he  could  assure  the  bon.  Member  that 
the  subject  occupied  the  earnest  and  anxious 
attention  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
Such  steps  had  already  been  taken  as  were 
supposed  best  calculated  to  alleviate  tbe 
distress.  He  hoped  that  the  bon.  Member 
would  not  press  him  into  giving  further  par- 
ticulars, as  it  might  raise  hopes  among  the 
sufferers  which  he  was  afraid  might  be  dis- 
appointed. 

Mr.  OConneU  said,  that  it  was  by  no 
means  desirable  that  tbe  idea  should  go 
forth  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  come  forward,  as  it  would  prevent 
the  gentry  of  the  country  from  exerting 
themselves. 

Mr.  Fitzstephen  French  said,  that  if  any 
mouey  were  advanced  by  the  Government, 
it  ought  ultimately ^0  be  levied  upon  the 
landlords,  for  if  the  Government  ad- 
vanced it  without  some  provision  of  that 
kind,  the  landlords  would  contribute  no- 
thing. 

Brbagh  of  Privilege.  — •  Ipswich 
Election.^  The  Speaker  called  upon 
the  Serjeant-at-Arms  to  state  if  any  of  the 
parties  were  in  custody  against  whom 
warrants  had  been  issued  } 

The  Serjeant-at-Arms  replied,  that  John 
Bury  Dasent^  Esq.  was  in  custody 

The  Speaker  gave  orders  to  have  him 
brought  to  the  Bar ;  but  on  Mr.  Gisbome 
saying  he  had  a  Petition  to  present  on  be- 
half of  Mr.  Dasent, 

The  Speaker  directed  him  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Gisbome  proceeded  to  say,  that  he 
had  a  petition  to  present  to  that  House  on 
behalf  of  the  individual  who  had  been  at 
the  Bar.  The  petitioner  candidly  stated 
what  bis  conduct  had  been,  and  the  motives 
for  it.  In  the  petition  it  was  observed, 
that  he  stood  charged  with  avoiding  to  give 
evidence  before  that  hon.  House.  To  this 
charee  the  petitioner  submitted  an  account 
of  his  proceedings,  and  which,  he  hoped 
would  ^ow  that  if  there  had  been  a  breach 
of  privilege,  and  a  violation  of  the  authority 
of  Pittliameiit— a  piivilege  and  authority 


for  which  he  entertained  the  highest  re- 
spect, such  breach  of  privilege  was  not  in. 
tentional.  He  stated,  that  having  been 
present  after  tbe  last  Ipswich  election, 
and  understanding  that  a  petition  would 
be  presented  against  the  return  of  Mr. 
Dundas  and  Mr.  F.  Kelly,  and,  being  un- 
willing to  be  examined  as  a  witness,  and 
wishing  to  give  the  sitting  Members  the 
advantage  of  examinmg  him,  when  tbe 
time  would  be  suitable,  he  deemed  it  to  be 
the  most  fitting  for  their  interests  to  re- 
main away,  which  he  did  of  his  own  accord, 
and  without  receiving  the  suggestion  of 
any  person  to  do  so.  He  did  remain  so 
absent  until  the  petitioners  had  closed  their 
case;  but  when  he  did  understand  from 
Mr.  Kelly  (one  of  the  late  sitting  Mem- 
bers) that  the  petition  had  taken  such  a 
turn— that  without  his  being  present  it 
was  not  likely  that  justice  should  be  done, 
he  (the  petitioner)  voluntarily  and  of  his 
own  accord,  and  influenced  by  no  compul- 
sion, but  actuated  solely  by  the  dictates  of 
his  own  honour,  did  return  to  his  home. 
The  petitioner  appeared  as  a  witness  long 
before  the  Committee  had  decided  upon  the 
merits  of  the  late  election;  and  ne  was 
fully  examined  before  them.  Certain 
Resolutions  had  been  passed  by  tlie  Com- 
mittee referring  to  bribery  practised  at  the 
late  election;  but  those  Resolutions  had 
been  rescinded  upon  hearing  Mr.  Pilgrim's 
evidence,  in  which,  he  believed,  no  allusion 
bad  been  made  to  him ;  yet,  in  the  Resolu- 
tions passed  by  the  Committee,  the  name 
of  the  petitioner  was  inserted,  without 
drawing  any  distinction  between  his  con- 
duct and  that  of  Mr.  Pilgrim,  he  having 
come  voluntarily  forward;  that  an  un- 
founded prejudice  had  been  raised  thereby 
against  him,  and,  in  consequence  of  it,  the 
petitioner  then  stood  at  tbe  bar.  The  peti. 
tioner  hoped  that  these  statements  of  facts, 
couplt'd  with  his  entire  ignorance  of  being 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  privilege,  and  deep 
contrition  for  having  fallen  under  their  dis- 
pleasure, would  entitle  him  to  their  con- 
sideration. The  petitioner  also  expressed 
a  hope  that  tbe  Members  of  the  Committee 
would  declare  their  impression  of  his  con- 
duct. He  added,  that  immediately  on  the 
conclusion  of  the  debate  he  appeared  to 
submit  himself  to  the  pleasure  of  the  House. 
The  petition  was  signed  '*  John  Bury  Da- 
sent"  He  (Mr.  Gisbome)  should  be  glad 
to  have  found  any  excuse  for  the  conduct 
of  the  petitioner ;  but  he  certainly  had  the 
merit  of  submitting  to  them  a  very  candid 
statement    It  app^oed  that  he  had  volunj 
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tarily  come  forward.  Probably  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  would  declare  the 
impression  entertained  by  the  Committee 
of  the  petitioner's  conduct.  If  this  course 
should  not  be  considered  satisfactory,  pro. 
bably  the  matter  might  be  brought  on  again 
on  Monday. 

Mr.  Patrick  Stewart  said,  that  he  had 
not  heard  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derbyshire,  but  he  supposed 
he  had  submitted  a  Motion  that  Mr.  Dasent 
should  be  brought  up  and  discharged  from 
custody.  For  his  own  part,  he  would  re- 
commend the  House  to  act  with  as  much 
leniency  as  was  consistent  with  its  sense  of 
duty,  because  it  certainly  was  the  opinion 
of  every  Member  of  the  Committee,  that 
his  case  was  apart  from  those  of  the  other 
persons  against  whom  the  Speaker  had 
issued  his  warrant,  although  it  was  neces- 
sary to  include  him  in  the  Report.  He 
was  the  only  one  of  the  persons  who  had 
absconded,  who  voluntarily  came  forward 
to  give  evidence,  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  gave  his  testimony  made  a  favourable 
impression  on  the  Committee.  If,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  House  should  think 
it  consistent  with  its  dignity  to  have  Mr. 
Dasent  recalled,  reprimanded  by  the  Speaker, 
and  discharged,  that  would  be  gratifying  to 
the  feelings  of  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sir  Hugh  Campbell  stated,  that  the  impres- 
sion upon  the  minds  of  the  Committee  was, 
that  the  petitioner  acted  under  the  influence 
of  another — it  was  at  the  suggestion  of  that 
person  it  was  believed  that  the  gentleman 
had  left  the  country  and  returned  to  it. 

Mr.  Aglionby  remarked,  that  the  conduct 
of  the  petitioner  was,  on  his  own  showins, 
a  gross  violation  of  the  rights  and  privi- 
lege of  Parliament — as  long  as  his  presence 
might  prejudice  the  sitting  Members  he 
remained  away,  and  when  he  thought  it 
might  be  favourable  to  them  he  appeared* 
He  could  see  nothing  in  the  petitioner's 
conduct  which  manifested  sorrow  for  the 
offence  of  which  he  had  been  guilty, 

Mr.  Montague  Chapman  thought  the 
witness  was  entitled  to  considerable  indul- 
gence and  favour.  He  did  not,  like  the 
other  witnesses,  keep  away  till  he  was 
brought  back  by  force,  but  freely  returned 
from  ii  high  sen^  of  honour,  to  disconnect 
himself  from  the  sitting  Members.  Then 
he  freely  appeared  when  the  other  witnesses 
refused ;  and  undoubtedly  his  case  should 
be  separated  from  that  of  the  others,  who 
persevered  to  the  last  in  refusing  to  give 
evidence. 


Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  besides 
the  other  offences  with  which  the  petitioner 
stood  charged,  was  that  of  being  guilty  of 
bribery ;  and  yet  it  was  declarai  that  he 
came  forward  from  a  sense  of  honour  to- 
wards the  sitting  Members,  to  acquit  them 
of  being  connected  with  those  transactions. 
They  ought  to  put  out  of  the  question 
whether  the  petitioner  had  been  guilty  of 
bribery ;  but  the  fact  which  the  petitioner 
made  the  ground  of  his  merits  was,  that  he 
felt  more  of  honour  and  regard  for  the 
sitting  Members,  than  he  felt  for  the  dignity 
of  that  House.  Thus  it  was  his  regard  for 
the  sitting  Members  which  made  him  ab- 
scond; but  when  he  was  informed  that  his 
presence  could  be  useful  to  them,  he  came 
forward  as  a  witness.  Personally  his  con- 
duct might  be  exceedingly  honourable  as 
between  him  and  the  sitting  Members; 
but  as  regarded  that  House,  hLs  conduct  had 
been  such,  that  there  could  be  no  sort  of 
justification  for  calling  him  to  the  Bar  and 
dismissing  him.  He  did  not  wish  to  see 
any  severe  punishment  inflicted  upon  the 
petitioner.  He  should  be  glad  if  he  was 
brought  to  the  Bar  upon  Monday,  and  in 
the  mean  time  they  might  determine  what 
course  it  would  be  proper  to  pursue,  and 
what  line  of  conduct  they  ought  to  adopt 
consistently  with  a  regard'  to  their  own 
dimity  and  the  maintenance  of  their  own 
pnvileges.  He  could  only  say  that  if  they 
did  adopt  a  lenient  course  towards  the 
petitioner,  one  consideration  at  least  ought 
to  influence  them  in  doing  so,  and  that  was 
the  petitioner's  extreme  ignorance  of  the 
law. 

LfOrd  Stanley  was  glad  to  And  himself 
anticipated  in  the  observations  he  had 
intended  to  make  on  this  case  by  his 
noble  Friend.  He  did  think,  that  if  a 
case  of  this  kind  were  lightly  passed 
over,  it  would  be  so  far,  in  his  opinion, 
an  abandonment  of  those  pxivil^es  which 
it  was  their  duty  to  support,  and  of 
that  purity  of  election  which  they  should 
be  so  desirous  to  mainta'n.  He  was,  how- 
ever, afraid  that  the  present  proceedings 
were  characterized  by  too  much  haste. 
When  it  was  considered  that  they  had  or- 
dered persons  into  the  custody  of  the  Ser- 
jeant^t-Arms,  and  yet  when  iJie  first  person 
was  brought  to  their  Bar.  they  were  about 
to  reverse  their  proceedings,  and  without 
further  inquiry  to  discharge  him,  he  sub- 
mitted they  were  setting  a  precedent  which 
must  be  most  mischievous,  and  likely  to  be 
attended  with  the  worst  effects.  The  pro- 
ceedings of  that  day  proved  the  impolicy 
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of  ihek^  having  tatoi  thQ  atqn  ihey  had 
doiiQ^  without  a  full  aud  entire  invostiga* 
tion^  He  was  always  willing  to  place  con* 
fidence  in  a  Speoial  Coaimittea*Q  Report  of 
specific  facts ;  but  he  would  not  go  the  ex- 
tent of  leaving  to  their  discretion  to  say, 
what  the  impression  produced  upon  them 
was  by  the  conduct  of  witnesses.  There 
were  not  twenty  Members  in  that  House 
knew  what  was  the  evidence  which  aficct- 
ed  the  petitionerj  and  what  the  distinction 
between  him  and  the  other  five  persons 
against  whom  warrants  had  been  issued* 
He  wished  to  look  at  the  evidence  before 
he  decided.  He  therefore  joined  in  the  re* 
commendation  of  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department^  that  the  petitioner 
should  be  remanded  into  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant«t-Arms,  He  hoped  it  would  be 
possible^  although  he  thought  it  hardly 
possible^  to  have  the  evidence  by  Monday. 
It  would  be  niuoh  more  desirable  that  they 
should  take  some  time  to  consider,  than 
that  they  should  oommit  themselves  for  a 
third  time  by  any  hasty  step.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  stating,  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  for  adjourning  the 
further  consideration  of  this  subject  to 
Monday  next. 

Mr.  GUbome  did  not  well  understand 
the  noUe  Lord.  He  seemed  to  Uiink  that 
many  unnecessary  steps  were  taken  in  this 
business;  yet  really  only  one  step  was 
taken,  that  of  ordering  the  parties  to  be 
taken  into  custody.  If  no  steps  were  taken 
till  the  evidence  were  laid  on  the  Table, 
the  ends  of  justice  would  be  likely  to  be 
defeated^  as  the  evidence  would  not,  in  all 
probability^  be  before  the  House  for  a 
month.  Much  of  the  general  evidence 
tendered  before  the  Committee  was  inap- 
plicable to  the  present  inquiry,  that  which 
referred  to  the  scrutiny  of  the  votes,  for  in- 
stance.  Why,  then,  require  the  production 
of  this  mass  of  evidence,  much  of  which 
was  irrelevant,  before  coming  to  a  conclu- 
sion ?  Would  it  not  be  better  if  the  au" 
thority  of  the  Committee  were  thrown 
overboard,  and  that  the  evidence  was  re- 
quired as  the  ground*work  of  decision,  that 
the  part  which  referred  to  the  conduct 
of  the  parties  impeached,  should  be  pre* 
sented  ?  In  conclusion,  he  would  say,  in 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord's  taunts,  that  he 
had  not  made  any  Motion  that  night,  but 
merely  threw  out  a  suggesdon  to  have  the 
prisoner  discharged,  if  it  were  agreeable  to 
the  House* 

Mr.  Pairick  Stewart  thought  there  was 
no  occasion  for  the  evidence.    The  confes- 


sion  of  the  priioner,  made  befoce  iha 
House«  that  he  evaded  the  warrant,  waa 
quite  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  come  to  a 
conclusion  as  to  the  extent  of  his  guilt  or 
innoceuce*  There  was  punishmentj-^that 
of  being  taken  into  custodv — already  in-» 
flicted  on  the  prisoner.  What  good  pur- 
pose could  the  additional  punishment  of  his 
being  kept  in  custody  till  Monday  serve  ? 
He  could  see  none.  He  really  thought  tb^ 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  the  ends  of  ju9* 
tice,  would  be  sufficiently  consulted  by 
having  him  reprimanded. 

Mr.  Christopher  Fitzsimon  said,  all  the 
other  persons  mentioned  in  the  resoludona 
of  the  Committee  were  evidently  engaged 
in  a  conspiracy  to  set  the  House  at  defi- 
ance, and  toil  the  ends  of  justice ;  but  tho 
prisoner  at  the  Bar  was  undoubtedly  an  ex- 
ception, for  he  freely  came  forwftfd,  and 
declared  all  he  knew. 

Mr.  O'Qmnell  said,  he  could  not  sigree 
in  the  view  taken  of  the  prisoner's  miti^ 
gated  ofience.  The  House  should  not  sa-^ 
crifice  justice  to  this  mock  clemency.  They 
could  not  dismiss  him  from  the  Bar  without 
his  atonine  for  his  first  absence,  by  his  dit^ 
closing  all  the  cases  of  bribery  he  waa 
guilty  of,  and  his  telling  the  House  all  the 
parties  he  corrupted,  and  all  the  money  he 
paid  away*  But  if  he  were  a  person  who 
took  advantage  of  the  privilege  and  im- 
punity the  law  gave  him,  and  £e  law  gave 
too  much  scope  to  such  characters,  by  sup** 
presssing  important  facts,  lest  he  might 
criminate  himself,  and  mar  the  objects  of 
his  friends  or  employers,  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers, then  his  conduct  was  not  such  as  the 
House  should  wink  at.  The  prisoner  was 
a  lawyer,  the  tendency  and  bias  of  whoae 
profession  led  him  to  support  particular 
parties.  He  knew  lawyers  had  these  lean-* 
mgs.  He  himself  was  a  lawyer,  yet  he 
would  say,  that  he  never  leant  to  any  party. 
This  was  a  question  that  should  be  sifted. 
If  it  were  not  sifted,  and  that  deliberately 
and  rigidly,  there  could  be  no  hope  that 
the  punty  of  election  would  be  preserved. 
The  prisoner  was  guilty  of  a  grave  offence, 
and  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  mis. 
deeds,  and  inflict  condign  punishment  on 
the  parties  implicated  in  the  present  trans- 
action, it  was  positively  necessary  for  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  the  defence  of 
the  freedom  of  election,  that  there  should 
be  a  complete  sifting  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  as  the  party  at  the  Bar 
was  guilty  of  an  ofience  that  would  subject 
him  to  a  criminal  prosecution  in  a  Court  of 
Law,  at  the  suit  of  Mr*  Wason  or  the 
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Attornef-GeQer^l,  it  would  then  be  rather 
severe  to  s^nd  him  to  jodgment  with  the 
brand  of  condemnatioa  fixed  on  him  by 
that  House.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
not  act  severely  towards  him;  so  as  to  raise 
a  prejudice  against  him  in  any  ulterior 
proceedings. 

Dr.  Lushington  said^  the  question  was 
one  of  vast  importance  to  the  House^  as 
affecting  its  privileges,  and  to  the  country, 
as  affecting  the  right  of  the  people  to 
choose,  without  restraint  or  fear,  their  own 
Representatives.  If  it  were  a  good  that 
the  purity  of  election  should  be  preserved, 
then  it  was  a  good  that  any  invasion  on  it 
should  be  punished.  An  invasion,  then, 
was  clearly  proved  to  be  committed  in  the 
present  ease,  and  the  House,  in  its  duty  to 
the  public,  should  not  overiook  it.  Before 
the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  bribery  was 
00  common  and  undisguised,  that  it  might 
be  thought,  and  was  thought,  an  act  of  in- 
justice to  visit  a  few  with  the  penalties  of 
the  delinquencies  of  the  many.  What  was 
publicly  praotisad  was  considered  no  crime, 
and  tihe  universality  of  the  practice  gave  a 
shelter  and  impunity  to  the  few  who  were 
detected.  Butthislundof  screening  of  guilt 
should  be  put  9  stop  to«  It  appear^  to  him 
that  the  question  of  the  prisoner's  guilt 
should  be  put  a  stop  to.  It  appeared  to  him, 
that  the  questiou  of  the  prisoner's  guilt 
was  not  treated  by  some  hon.  Members  with 
fuffioientseverity.  Theirienienoyofconduot 
was  unfair  to  the  people  of  England,  who 
looked  to  fair  representation^  and  the  rigid 
discharge  of  duty  from  their  representa- 
tives. Was  it  because  the  prisoner  was 
cognisant  of  his  guilty  and  anxious  to  screen 
himself  from  the  consequences  of  it,  that 
the  House  should  now  extend  to  him  its 
indulgence,  and  so  strike  a  blow  at  the 
existence  of  its  own  privileges  ?  He  (Dr. 
Lushington^  was  never  so  surprised  as  he 
was  at  hearing  it  maintained  that,  after  a 
man  was  called  to  the  Bar  for  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House,  he  should  be 
discharged,  with  no  other  punishment  than 
a  reprimand,  and  that  after  he  had  been 
avowedly  guilty  of  a  serious  offence.  Such 
a  proceeding  was  a  mockery  of  justice. 
The  eyes  or  the  people  were  now  open — 
and  if  ample  justice  were  not  dealt  out 
to  those  who  violated  the  ft«edom  and 
purity  of  election  it  would  cause  general 
offence  and  dissatisfaction  throughout  the 
country. 

Case  adjourned. 
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Baring  roes  to  ask  a  question  of  the  pobki 
Secretary  fiir  Foreign  Affairs.  He  vat 
anxious  to  learn  wlwt  progvsss  had  hem 
made  in  the  negotiations  carrying  en  be^ 
tween  Spain  and  the  late  Spanish  Colonies 
in  South  America,  respecting  the  dsclara«» 
tion  of  the  independence  of  the  latter. 
This  was  a  matter  of  very  great  interest  to 
many  persons  in  this  country  who  had  enw 
barked  their  fortunes  in  property  in  the 
South  Aroeridin  States.  Without  offering 
any  opinion  on  the  subject,  he  would  onlv 
further  observe,  that  he  was  sure  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  must  take  as  great 
interest  in  the  subject  as  their  predecessors 
in  office. 

Viscount  Palmerslon  assured  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  not  only  his  Majesty's 
present  Government,  but  also  the  Govern, 
ment  that  was  in  office  previous  to  the  late 
Administration,  which  came  into  power  in 
December  last,  felt  a  deep  interest  in  the 
subject.  The  British  Oovemmeiit  had 
long  been  most  anxious  that  the  Govern., 
ment  of  Spain  should  acknowledge  the 
movinoes  of  Sooth  America  as  independent 
States,  and  had  been  long  anxious,  throoffk 
its  mediation,  to  assist  in  any  manner  te 
promote  an  amicable,  anan^snent  between 
the  mother  country  and  those  States.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposiDg 
that  the  negotsationi  now  going  on  in 
Madrid  bad  been  carried  on  in  any  manner 
through  the  mediation  of  the  Britiiih  G»> 
vemment ;  at  the  same  time  it  would  not 
have  hesitated,  if  requested  \ff  the  two 
parties,  to  have  endeavoured  to  promote  an 
amicable  arrangement  between  tWn.  The 
Si^mish  Government  had  chosen  to  trent 
durectly  with  the  several  governments  of 
South  America,  and  had  therefore  invited 
a  person  from  South  America,  and  the  ne« 
gotiations  had  been  carried  on  between 
General  Soublette  and  the  Spanish  Go- 
vemment.  The  hon.  Member  must  there* 
fore  see  that  it  was  impossiUe  for  him  to 
give  any  information  respecting  negotia- 
uons  in  which  the  British  Government 
took  no  part ;  but  from  all  that  had  come 
to  his  knowledge,  he  had  no  doubt  the 
two  parties  would  come  to  an  amicable 
arrangement. 

Lord  Mahon  was  happy  to  hear  that  the 
Spanish  government  were  pursuing  the 
course  stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  was 
glad  that  the  negotiations  were  being 
carried  on  in  a  manner  likely  to  lead  to  a 
satisfactoiy  result*  It  was  the  duty  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  to  give  every  facility 
to  promote  the  negotiations.    He  trusted 
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tbat  tbe  time  had  come  when  the  Spanish 
Government  would  enter  into  their  negotia- 
tions in  a  different  spirit  from  that  which 
it  had  hitherto  manifested,  and  when  the 
prejudices  of  the  mother  country  would 
yield  to  the  force  of  truth  and  reason* 

Commutation  of  Taxation.]  Mr. 
Robinson  said,  he  was  fully  aware  how 
much  the  attention  of  the  House  had  been 
engrossed  by  other  important  subjects, 
and  he  could  assure  it  that  if  he  did  not 
feel  himself  impelled  by  an  imperative 
sense  of  public  duty  to  submit  the  Motion 
of  which  he  had  given  notice  relative  to 
taxation,  he  should  even  now,  shrink  from 
the  task  which  he  had  undertaken  under 
the  discouraging  circumstances  which  at- 
tended its  performance.  He  begged ,  how- 
ever, to  remind  the  House  that  the  sub- 
ject to  which  he  was  about  to  call  its  at- 
tention was  not  taken  up  by  him  as  an 
isolated  individual.  In  1830,  it  was 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  bv  one  of  the  present  Ministers, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade;  and 
though  the  Administration  as  a  body  might 
not  be  disposed  to  view  his  proposition 
with  any  great  degree  of  favour,  he  must 
be  excused  for  reminding  them  that  with 
tbe  exception  of  the  noble  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Afiairs  every  one  of  the  Ministers 
who  had  seats  in  the  House  supported 
the  Motion  submitted  by  the  right  hon. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  1830, 
which  was  in  substance  exactly  similar  to 
that  with  which  he  intended  to  conclude. 
It  would  be  for  those  hon.  Persons  to  ac- 
count for  any  change  which  might  have 
taken  place  in  their  opinions  upon  this 
subject.  He  begged  further  to  say,  lest 
it  should  be  the  opinion  of  any  Members 
of  this  House  that  he  was  persevering 
pertinaciously  in  soliciting  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  subject,  that  when,  in 
1833,  he  brought  forward  a  similar  Mo- 
tion, it  received  the  support  of  no  less 
than  157  Members  totally  unconnected 
with  him  by  party  or  other  considerations  ; 
whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  though  op- 
posed by  the  influence  of  the  Government, 
only  220  Members  voted  against  it.  That 
cin!iimstance,  alone,  was  sufficient  to  jus- 
tify him  in  again  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  important  subject  of  the 
taxation  of  the  country.  The  Chancellor 
of  tbe  Exchequer,  under  Lord  Grey's 
Administration,  not  only  supported  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  President  of  the 


Board  of  Trade,  but  stated  in  the  most 
distinct  terms  that  the  proposition  for  the 
appointntent  of  a  Committee  to  consider 
the  subject  of  general  taxation,  was  en* 
titled  to  the  most  serious  attention  ;  and 
that  a  Committee  engaged  in  considering 
the  principles  of  taxation  would  be  pro* 
ductive  of  the  most  beneficial  results. 
After  the  time  of  the  House,  during  this 
and  the  preceding  Session,  had  been  occu- 
pied with  fruitless  Motions  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  taxation,— and  after  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  declared  it  to 
be  out  of  his  power  to  afford  any  relief  to 
the  people;  was  not  the  time  arrived 
when  it  was  desirable  to  consider  whether 
advantage  could  be  obtained  from  com- 
mutation and  a  revision  of  our  whole  sys- 
tem of  taxation?  He  wished  it,  to  be 
understood  that  whatever  his  own  opinions 
on  the  subject  of  a  commutation  of  taxa- 
tion were,  the  Committee  which  he  pro- 
posed to  move  for  would  not  be  bound 
by  them.  The  terms  of  tbe  Motion  mere- 
ly called  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee, with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whe- 
ther any  of  the  existing  taxes  could  be 
repealed,  or  whether  others,  less  injunous 
in  their  operation,  could  be  substituted 
for  them.  Tbe  purpose  of  the  Motion 
was  to  ascertain  whether  there  was  any 
tax  now  existing  which  bore  with  peculiar 
and  undue  severity  upon  any  portion  of 
the  Community,  and  if  so,  whether  that 
pressure  might  not  be  removed  by  a  more 
judicious  adjustment  of  the  public  har- 
dens ?  Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  enter- 
tain any  doubt  upon  the  fact  ?  If  he  en- 
tertained a  doubt  now,  why  did  he  support 
tbe  Motion  of  his  Colleague,  the  nght 
hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade« 
in  1830?  (For  by  the  mere  accidental 
circumstance  of  alphabetical  arrange- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  name 
was  placed  next  to  his  own  in  the  division 
on  that  question).  He  would  say  with 
great  respect,  but  at  the  same  time  with 
equal  candour,  that  it  would  require 
more  casuistry  and  ingenuity  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  command,  to 
convince  him  that  there  was  anything  in 
the  present  state  of  this  country  to  justify 
him  in  opposing  the  present  Motion  when 
he  supported  a  corresponding  one  in  1830. 
The  stale  of  the  country  was  sucli  that 
something  must  be  done  in  order  to  re- 
lieve the  great  body  of  the  people,  on 
whose     welfare    depended    the    future 
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prosperity  of  tbe  nation.  Some  of  those 
bordens  which  pressed  them  down 
with  an  almost  overwhelming  force  must 
be  diminished.  If  the  House  could  re- 
lieve them  by  a  reduction  of  those  taxes 
which  pressed  upon  a  particular  portion 
of  the  nation,  in  consequence  of  the 
exigency  of  the  public  service,  then  the 
only  other  course  open  was  that  of  ho- 
nestly looking  into  the  whole  question  to 
see  whether  relief  could  be  afforded  by  a 
more  judicious  arrangement  and  distribu- 
tion of  the  public  taxes?  Was  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  House  complained  of 
its  inability  to  yield  to  the  pressing  de- 
mands for  relief  from  the  Malt-tax,  the 
Window-duty,  and  other  taxes?  These 
demands  could  not  longer  be  resisted  with- 
out a  remission  of  taxation  ;  and  if  the 
public  service  would  not  allow  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  do  so  in  any 
particular  instance,  they  must  look  into  the 
whole  question.  It  had  been  said,  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  condition  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people  to  excite  alarm. 
He  had  never  been  disposed  to  depict  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes  as  worse 
than  it  really  was.  He  considered  the  re- 
sources of  this  great  country  to  be  ample 
enough  to  meet  all  the  demands  of  the  pub- 
lic service ;  but,  unless  those  persons  who 
were  really  in  a  condition  to  pay  the  taxes, 
exercised  somewhat  more  forbearance,  pub- 
lic virtue,  and  patriotism,  and  took  upon 
themselves  the  payment  of  a  larger  share 
of  the  public  burdens  than  at  present, 
some  of  the  other  classes  of  society  would 
not  be  long  able  to  pay  without  depriving 
themselves  and  families  of  the  means  of 
existence;  and  he  lamented  to  observe, 
as  a  sign  of  the  times  which  augured  no 
good  for  the  country,  that  while  party 
and  personal  questions  excited  so  much 
interest  in  the  House  as  to  fill  its  benches, 
any  subject  which  related  to  the  relief 
of  the  people  at  large  was  met  with  so 
much  indifference  and  apathy,  as  almost 
discouraged  any  man  from  raising  his 
voice  in  its  favour.  Let  it  not  be  sup- 
posed, for  one  moment,  that  he  was  assum- 
ing to  himself  a  greater  degree  of  regard 
for  the  people  than  any  other  hon.  Gen- 
tleman; but  he  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
who  had  heard  him  before,  whether  Mo- 
tions of  this  kind  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  different  hon.  Gentlemen, 
according  to  the  views  they  entertained 
of  public  policy, — at  one  time  calling  for  a 
change  in  the  currency,  and  at  another  for 
VOL.  XXVHI.  {Jig} 


the  repeal  of  the  Malt-tax, — whether  these 
Motions  had  not  been  successively  resisted 
and  evaded;  and  whether,  when  he  was 
about  to  make  an  appeal  which  was  at 
least  entitled  to  some  attention,  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  House,  and  the  indiffer- 
ence of  the  Members,  did  not  afford  a 
proof  that  this  great  subject,  as  he  must 
call  it,  however  unworthy  he  might  be 
to  advocate  it,  had  not  received  that  at- 
tention to  which  it  was  so  fully  entitled. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  a  greater  man  than 
any  who  had  been  in  the  House,  since 
he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  it — he 
meant  Mr.  Huskisson — it  was  his  opinion, 
expressed  before  his  death, — that,  after 
every  scheme  of  affording  relief  to  the 
people  had  failed,  the  time  for  con- 
sidering a  general  revision  of  the  taxation 
of  the  country  was  come.  He  would  read 
a  portion  of  a  paper  which  he  held  in  his 
hand  because  it  spoke  his  sentiments  with 
much  more  clearness  than  he  could  possi- 
bly deliver  them;  and  because  it  plainly 
shewed  that  if  the  views  he  entertained 
were  visionary  and  erroneous,  they  were 
at  least  shared  by  that  great  man.  Mr. 
Huskisson,  in  a  Motion  he  made  in  this 
House  on  the  state  of  the  nation  in  1830, 
after  lamenting  that  reduction  of  taxation 
had  been  carried  by  the  Government  to 
the  fullest  extent  which  they  considered 
compatible  with  the  exigency  of  the  pub- 
lic service,  declared, — 

Tbe  more  general  considerations,  to  which  I 
now  claim  the  attention  of  the  House,  are  these : 
first,  that  no  other  country  in  Europe  has  so 
large  a  proportion  of  its  taxation  bearing  di- 
rectly upon  the  incomes  of  labour  and  pro* 
ductive  capital ; — secondly,  that  in  no  other 
country  of  the  same  extent — ^I  think  I  might 
say  in  none  of  five  times  the  extent  of  this 
kingdom,  is  there  so  large  a  mass  of  income 
belonging  to  those  classes  who  do  not  directly 
employ  it  in  bringing  forth  the  produce  of 
labour ;— thirdly,  that  no  other  country  has  so 
large  a  proportion  of  its  taxation  mortgaged ; 
in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  that  mortgage 
are  we  interested  in  any  measure  which,  with- 
out injustice  to  the  mortgagee,  would  tend  to 
lessen  the  absolute  burthen  of  the  mortgage;-— 
fourthly,  that  from  no  other  country  in  the 
world  does  so  large  a  proportion  of  the  class 
not  engaged  in  production  (including  many  of 
the  wealthy)  spend  their  incomes  in  foreign 
parts.  I  know  I  may  be  told,  that  by  taxing 
that  income,  you  run  the  risk  of  driving  them 
to  withdraw  their  capital  altogether.  My 
answer  is,  first,  that  ninety-nine  out  of  100 
of  these  absentees  have  no  such  command  over 
the  source  of  their  income ;  secondly,  that  the 
danger  is  now  of  another  and  more  alarming 
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description, -that  of  the  productive  capitals  of 
this  country  being  transferred  to  other  countries, 
where  they  would  be  secureof  a  more  profitable 
return,  rhe  relief  of  industry  is  the  remedy 
a^inst  that  danger.* 

He  looked,  as  it  were,  propbeticallj  forward 
in  the  view  he  took ;  and  he  declared  that 
the  resources  of  the  country  were  sufficient 
to  pay  the  taxes  under  the  existing  currency, 
which  has  a  powerful  bearing  on  the 
'Question.  Mr.  Huskisson  was  then  out  of 
office,  but  he  knew  what  official  responsi- 
bility was,  and  his  words  were  deserving 
the  consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  :— 

If  at  any  future  day  a  sense  of  public  interest 
should  induce  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
act  upon  these  views,  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
•give  my  most  (Cordial  assistance  and  support 
towards  overcoming  the  various  difBculties 
which  I  am  fully  sensible  must  arise  in  carry, 
ing  those  views  into  effect,  and  towards  con- 
ciliating the  feelings  of  all  those  who  might 
continue  averse  to  their  adoption .f 

.Wliat  did  Mr.  Huskisson  mean  by  that  ? 
He  most  clearly  meant,  that  the  time  was 
arrived  when  a  large  portion  of  the  public  ^ 
burthens  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  pos. ; 
sessors  of  property.  He  knew  well  the 
difficulty  there  was  in  effiectlng  such  a 
"change  m  taxation— he  knew  the  disincli- 
nation of  persons  to  pfty  in  proportion  to 
their  property ;  and  he  sjdd,  that  if  Govern- 
ment should  undertake  any  measure  to  pro- 
duce what  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  necessary 
change  of  taxation,  they  should  have  his 
fiupp6rt  in  endeavooring  to  carry  it  through 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  was 
not  in  attendance,  or  he  misht  hear  what 
tvere  his  own  sentiments  when  he  was  on 
the  Opposition  Benches,  and  was  out-voted 
upon  a  Motion  which  he  introduced.  He 
would  read  them,  and  then  ask  the  House, 
how  they  could  reconcile  his  absence  with 
the  sentiments  he  then  expressed,  and  with 
the  opposition  which  he  was  ^nrepared  to 
give  to  his  Motion.  The  right  hon .  Gentle- 
man when  he  introduced  his  Motion  in 
1850,  which  first  obtained  for  him  the 
celebrity  he  now  enjoys/  made  use  of  these 
words;  and  if  there  be  any  Gentleman 
present  who  considered  his  views  erroneous 
and  extravagant,  let  him  learn  that  they 
were  the  views  of  no  less  a  personage  than 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Mr.  Poutett  Thomson  in  1850,  used  these 
words : —    , 


*  Hansard,  vol.  xxiii.  (new  series)  p.  604. 
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In  proposing  that  the  whole  f  azatito  of  ilie 

country  be  taken  into  consideration  by  a  Select 
Committee,  I  protest  that  I  am  not  actuated 
by  any  want  or  confidence  in  his  Majesty's 
advisers.  My  object.  Sir,  is  far  different . — 
it  is  to  arm  them  with  greater  power  of  doing 
good,  and  to  assist  them  in  the  praiseworthy 
object  which  they  have  already  commenced-^ 
that  of  reducing  the  burthens  which  press 
upon  the  people.  My  object,  in  short,  is  to 
give  them  that  power  which  they  cannot  exer- 
cise effectoally,  as  I  conceive,  without  the 
assistance  of  a  Committee.* 

And  then,  anticipating  an  objection  which 
was  made  by  the  then  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  right  hon.  Gientleman  used 
these  further  expressions:-— 

If  you  grant  this  inquiry  you  prove  to  the 
people,  that  you  are  anxious  to  alleviate  their 
distress,  by  affording  them  the  articles  most 
necessary  for  their  subsistence  and  comfort  at 
a  cheap  rate  to  the  country,  that  you  desire  to 
afford  this  relief,  but  at  the  same  time  to  meet 
the  claims  of  the  national  creditor,  and  to 
preserve  inviolable  the  public  faith.t 

These  were  the  words  of  a  Gentleman  now 
filling  one  of  the  highest  situations  in  his 
Majesty's  Government,  which  show  that 
the  subject  had  occupied  his  attentive  con* 
sideration.  But  where  was  bis  attentive 
consideratioih  now  f  Did  he  merely  make 
uie  of  those  words  to  succeed  in 
his  object,  and  then  thro^  them  awiy  as 
no  loneer  worthy  his  attention.  The  pub- 
lic at  Xsrge  was  not  disposed  to  treat  the 
matter  so  lightly.  The  right  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  said  forther^-^'*  If  you  refuse  this 
inquiry,"  he  would  add,  "  if  yoii  evade  it," 
for  he  saw  no  distinction, 

''  If  you  refute  the  inquiry  it  can  only  bt 
for  reasons  which  I  can  scarcely  conceive.  Voa 
can  only  do  so  under  the  notion  that  Parliament 
is  incompetent  to  conduct  it,  and  allow  me  to 
say,  that  in  doing  so  you  will  abandon  the 
highest  and  most  important  part  of  your  duty, 
and  send  the  people  discontented  snd  dissatis- 
fied away.  I 

These  were  the  words  of  the  P^eadent  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  1 850,  when  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  precisely  the  same 
view  he  now  took  of  the  subject,  that  the 
difficulties  under  which  we  laboured  did  not 
so  much  consist  of  the  want  of  means  to 
fulfil  the  public  engagement^  as  a  want  of 
the  proper  application  of  the  public  re« 
sources.  We  had  contracted  h  Urge  debt 
-*our  establishments  were  overgrown  end 
expensive  to  the  last  degree  and  he  was 
convinced  that  the  burdens  of  the  people 

*  Hansard,  vol.  xxiii.  (new  series)  p.  894. 
t  Ibid.  p.  896.  I  Ibid.  p.  898. 


f41 


Cammtttttkm 


{Jtrttt  12} 


^f  *WBiii 


U2 


were  nearlj  doubled  by  tbe  opefation  of 
Sir  Robert  P^'s  Bill  of  ISig-^but  he 
still  contended)  that  under  all  these  dis- 
advantages^ there  were  such  resources  in 
this  great  and  mighty  empire,  if  they  were 
properly  applied  by  the  Government,  a»- 
sisted  by  the  wealthy  dass,  without  whom 
it  could  not  be  done— the  landholders,  the 
fundholders,  and  merchants,  that  they  were 
equal  to  those  engagements.  He  said,  too^ 
that  if  the  wealthy  classes  shrank  from  the 
performance  of  this  duty,  the  evil  would 
only  accumulate  with  tenfold  force,  and 
that  if  they  now  turned  round  and  persisted 
in  continuing  to  levy  the  taxes  on  the 
tufiering  people,  and  would  not  come  for« 
ward  and  contribute  their  reasonable  por- 
tion to  the  pnblic  burdens,  a  great  public 
sacrifice  would  at  length  be  demanded. 
He  knew  that  the  difficulties  of  the  country 
were  exceedingly  great,  and  he  was  afraid 
that  without  assistance,  the  chance  of  ex. 
tricating  it  from  these  difficulties  was  ex- 
ceedingly smaU.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
entertain  a  bad  opinion  of  the  wealthy  and 
aristocratic  classes  of  the  country.  He  be. 
Keved  it  only  wanted  a  little  decision  and 
firmness  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
and  a  little  honesty  of  purpose  on  the  part 
of  those  Members  who  coincided  with  him 
in  opinion^  to  speak  out  in  such  language  as 
they  ought  to  assume,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
the  wealthy  classes  would  have  public 
virtue  enough  to  keep  them  from  shrinking 
from  their  due  share  of  responsibility.  Mr. 
Thomson  sidd :— « 

It  is  not  of  the  amount  of  revenue  that  I 
complain ;  it  is  not  of  the  extent  of  taxation ; 
it  is  not  the  sum  of  money  which  passes  into 
your  Treasury,  it  is  the  manner  in  which  you 
raise  it  which  checks  your  industry,  destroys 
your  energy,  and  must  lead  you,  at  last,  to 
titin  and  poverty.* 

These  were  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  iil  1830 ;  and  could  he  suppose 
that  he  was  willing  now  that  he  is  in 
office  to  leave  the  country  with  its 
energies  impaired  and  destn^ed,  rather 
than  render  his  powerful  assistanoe  in 
support  of  such  a  Motion  as  this?  He 
had,  at  least,  shown  that  his  opinion 
was  one  entertained  by  greater  men 
than  himself.  It  he  had  not  found  this 
the  case,  no  consideration  should  have 
induced  him  to  come  forward  on  this  oocfr- 
sion.  Let  the  House  look  at  the  condition 
of  the  agricultural  population,  coming  for- 
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ward  night  after  nig^ht  wltk  petitions, 
declaring  that  the  land  of  the  oonntry  was 
about  to  pan  away  from  the  hands  of  its 
ancient  possessors  into  the  hands  of  other 
parties;  the  farmers  declaring  that  they 
were  no  longer  aUe  to  pay  their  rents 
without  which  the  landioid  Mid  he  could 
no  longer  fulfil  his  engagements ;  and  th« 
labourer  declared  that  all  the  labour  which 
he  had  at  his  disposal  could  no  longer  ob- 
tain for  him  su(&  a  miserable  pittance  as 
would  be  enough  to  support  his  family. 
He  would  not  deny  that,   comparatively 
speaking,    there  was   a  great   degree  of 
activity  in  the  manufactories;  yet  be  vniuld 
contend,  in  the  face  of  this  House,  that  the 
condition  of  many  of  the  operatives  was  so 
bad,  and  the  wages  were  so  extremely  low, 
that  it  was  the  imperative  duty  of  the  House 
-*-to  endeavour,  at  least,  to  find  the  means 
of  improving  it.  When  ^ey  were  taught  to 
admire  the  greatness  to  wbldi  the  country 
had  attained,  above  all  odters  in  the  world, 
—the  pride  of  the  English,  and  the  envy 
of  the  foreigner,— let  him  ask  upon  what 
it  was,  the  country  must  depend  for  the 
maintenance  of  this  greatness  and  power, 
but  the  ease  and  oomKRrt  of  the  labouring 
population?     If  they  became   degraded, 
and  their  morab  depraved— 4f  crimes  in* 
creased  with  Oe  frightful  rapidity  they  had 
done—if  the  gaols  were  filled,  and  the 
country  overspread  with  workhouses  to 
maintain  people  who  could  not  find  employ** 
ment  ont  of  them*— what  was  the  prospect 
of  the  future  condition  of  the  country? 
The  fact  of  the  case  was,  that  the  poorer 
classes  could  not  afford  to  pay  the  taxes ; 
and  he  was  aAraid  the  nob  would  not» 
unless  they  were  obliged.    Was  any  hon. 
Gentleman  disposed  to  deny  that  there  wm 
a  gross  inequakty  in  levying  the  amount  of 
taxation  ?    If  so,  allow  him  to  state  to  him 
the  facts  given  in  evidence  before  the  Hand*. 
Loom  Weavers' Committee  last  year.  There 
were  many  hon.  Gentlemen  present  cogni- 
sant of  the  fact  that  it  was  there  stated 
the  amount  of  the  wages  of  the  labourer 
amounted  to  8f.  per  week,  or  20/.  a*year; 
and  that  out  of  this  90L  a-year  he  con- 
tributed, in  indirect  taxation,  not  less  than 
8/.  to  the  State.    Now,  if  the  labourer 
had  this  HL  to  spare,  perhaps  it  would 
not  be  complained  of;  but  when,  in  many 
instances,  to  give  it  up  deprived  him  and 
his  family  of  food  and  rsiment,  and  re- 
reduced  tiiem  to  so  deploraUe  a  condition 
that  he  could  scarcely  feel  any  interest  in 
society ;  how  could  the  House,  in  justice, 
refuse  to  instttnte  sudi  an  inquiry  as  that 
2B2 
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wbich  he  m6ved  for  ?  Hqq-  Gentlemen 
who  had  passed  through  a  contested  elec- 
tion woold  recollect  the  questions  which 
were  put  to  them  hy  their  constituents  as 
to  their  disposition  to  relieve  the  weight  of 
taxation  now  pressing  on  the  country. 
Did  they  recollect  the  promises  they  then 
gave ;  and  did  they  think  that  the  people 
would  he  satisfied  by  the  display  they  made 
on  the  Question  of  the  Malt-tax,  and  the 
stiU  more  abortive  attempts  to  reduce  the 
Window-duty  ?  Did  they  think  that  these 
things  would  satisfy  the  people  ?  No,  they 
requu^  something,  more ;  and  it  was  only, 
as  he  said,  by  the  House  taking  the  ques- 
tion fully  into  consideration,  they  could 
ever  expect  to  overcome  the  evil.  What 
could  be  a  greater  ailment  in  favour  of 
such  a  commutation  of  taxation  as  would 
relieve  the  labouring  classes  by  taking  some 
of  the  duties  off  the  articles  of  consump- 
tion, and  placing  them  on  those  which  will 
affect  the  wealthier  classes  of  society,  than 
the  fact  that  there  was  an  immense  excess 
of  capital  in  the  country,  co-existing  with 
a  want  of  employment.  That  alone  super- 
seded the  necessity  of  using  any  other  argu- 
ment to  show  that  the  industry  of  the 
country  was  over-taxed.  He  woidd  advert 
to  a  strong  argument  to  induce  the  land- 
owners to  consent  to  a  levy  of  tax  upon 
the  property  of  the  .country.  They  com- 
plained, and  with  truth,  that  their  estates 
were  already  deeply  mortgaged  and  en- 
cumbered with  engagements ;  and  that  a 
direct  tax  in  the  shape  of  a  Property-tax^ 
or  an  Income-tax,  would  be  their  entire 
ruin ;  but  such  a  tax  would  not  bear  upon 
them  to  a  sreater  extent  than  the  income 
of  which  Uiey  were  in  actual  receipt,  and 
the  weight  of  it  would  fall  upon  those  who 
were  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  mortgage  of 
their  estates.  It  was  only  by  some  general 
levy  of  tax  upon  property  that  funded 
property  could  be  subject  to  tax,  because  in 
many  cases  it  was  now  exempt  by  law. 
It  was  a  curious  fact  that  whilst  we  com- 
plained that  the  means  of  taxation  were  ex- 
hausted, funded  property  was  exempt ;  not 
because  the  fundholders  could  not  smford  to 
pay,  for  they  profited  by  the  change  in  the 
currency,  but  through  a  feaiv  that  if  the 
funded  property  was  taxed,  other  property, 
in  common  justice  to  the  country,  must  be 
taxed  alsa  That  argument  was  used  on  a 
.former  occasion,  to  induce  the  House  to 
let  such  matters  alone;  it  was  the  favourite 
:  doctrine  of  particular  individuals,  and  of 
some  financial  Gentlemen,  but  it  would 
not  bear  inquiry.    It  was  said,  that  the 


revenue  incrcased.  Undoubtedly,  it  had  a 
tendency  to  increase,  owing  to  the  increase 
of  population,  and  to  the  ingenious  manner 
in  which  the  taxes  were  levied,  so  that  it 
was  impossible  for  any  person  to  escape 
them ;  they  were  so  nicely  levied  that  even 
paupers  and  criminals  paid  them ;  and  it 
was  no  wonder  that  the  revenue  had  a 
tendency  to  increase.  But  was  it  not  at 
the  expense  of  the  lower  classes?  How 
was  it  that  persons  with  a  great  property 
were  entitled  to  exemption  from  taxation, 
while  the  poor  man  paid  ?  He  had  stated, 
that  a  man  who  only  earned  20/.  a-year, 
contributed  SL  out  of  that  20L  to  the 
burthens  of  the  State;  but  there  were 
many  persons  possess!  og  10,000/.,  who, 
if  they  lived  in  a  parsimonious  manner, 
and  did  not  keep  up  an  establishment 
corresponding  to  their  property,  might 
pay,  not  in  proportion  to  their  property, 
but  to  their  expenditure,  and  the  rest  of 
their  property,  protected  by  the  State, 
escaped  taxation.  If  a  man  was  an  absen- 
tee, he  paid  no  taxes  at  all,,  and  left  his 
property  in  safety  at  home,  spending  the  iiu 
terest  among  foreigners,  and  not  contribut- 
ing a  farthing  to  the  burthens  of  the  State. 
He  protested  against  this  in  a  country 
where  almost  every  source  of  taxation  had 
been  exhausted.  He  remembered  the  de- 
clarations which  were  made  during  the 
last  war,  when  the  most  enormous  engage- 
ments were  sanctioned,  particularly  by 
many  of  the  landed  gentlemen,  who  were 
profiting  by  the  high  war.prices— they 
dedarea  their  devotion  to  the  service,  and 
their  determination  to  sacrifice  their  lives 
and  fortunes  in  support  of  the  "  Heaven- 
bom  Minister "  of  the  day,  in  prosecuting 
the  righteous  war  in  which  he  was  engaged; 
but  when  peace  came,  and  with  it  not  that 
plenty  which  ought  to  be  the  consequence 
of  peace,  but  when,  on  the  contrary,  this 
country  was  placed  in  a  most  critical  situ- 
ation by  it ;  what  was  the  first  step  taken 
by  the  landed  interest  ?  They  called  upon 
Parliament  to  pass  the  Corn-law  for  their 
own  exclusive  protection  which  had  the 
effect  of  raising  the  price  of  food  to  the 
consumer.  By  that  war,  certainly  the 
country  reaped  a  rich  harvest  of  glory,  and 
the  pages  of  our  national  history  were 
adorned  with  the  narration  of  some  of  the 
most  brilliant,  naval,  and  military  achieve- 
ments, to  be  found  in  the  annals  of  any 
country,  but  the  future  historian  would 
have  to  record  the  consequences  of  it  in  the 
miserable  condition  of  the  people,  and  in 
engagements  contracted  during  the  war. 
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wbich  the  nation  in  the  time  of  peace,  was 
not  in  a  condition  to  meet,  without  the 
imposition  of  taxes  bearing  unequally  upon 
one  particular  class  of  the  community.     An 
additional  reason  why  the  House  should 
attend  to  the  claims  of  the  labouring  class 
of  the  community  was,  that  they  enjoyed 
no  direct  representation  in  the  House  5  and 
if  the  House  was  not  prepared  to  meet  their 
claims  in  the  extension  of  the  sufirage,  at 
least  show   them,  that  while  they  were 
denied  a  direct  representation,  the  fair  and 
reasonable  protection  which  they  ought  to 
have  was  given  them.     The  reduction  in 
taxation  which  had  taken  place  within  the 
last  few  years,  had  been  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  on  a  former  occasion,  who 
was  undoubtedly  correct  in  stating,  that 
in    1812    the   amount    of    taxation    was 
71,000,000^     At  the  present  time  it  was 
48,000,000/.,    but    in   181?,    13,500,000 
quarters  of  wheat  paid  the  whole  amount 
of  the  tax  of  71,000,000/.,  while  now  it 
took  24,500,000  quarters  to  pay  the  re- 
duced amount  of  48,000,000/.  of  taxation. 
In  1812,  manufactured  goods  of  the  official 
value  of  51,000,000/.,  paid  the  71,000,000/L 
of  taxation ;    while  now    it  took  goods 
equal  to   100,000,000/.    to    pay  the    re- 
duced 48,000,000/.     These  were  circum- 
stances which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  not  to  forget  when  he  showed  the 
arithmetical  reductions  in  taxation  which 
had  taken  place  since  the  war.    The  com- 
plaint was  not  now  so  much  of  the  amount 
of  the  taxes,  as  of  their  pressure  upon  par- 
ticular classes,  in  consequence  of  the  en- 
hanced value  of  money.    That  was  the 
difficulty  in  which  the   country  was  in- 
volved.    Now,  though  he  had  never  sup- 
ported any  Motion  tor  the  adjustment  of 
the  Currency,  it  was  not  because  he  did  not 
admit  the  force  of  the  arguments  of  hon. 
Gentlemen,  who  complained  of  the  oppres- 
sion of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Bill  of  I8I9,  but 
because  he  thought  the  means  they  proposed 
would  not  be  sufficient  for  the  object  in 
view ;  and  that  it  would  be  unjust  to  pay 
those  debts  and  engagements,   which  had 
been  contracted  with  a  view  to  a  metallic 
cturency,  in  any  other.     At  length,  how- 
ever, a  state  of  things  had  arrived  when  it 
was  incumbent  upon  the  Government  to 
consider  in  what  way  the  financial  diffi- 
culties of  the  country  could  be  relieved  by 
a  better  distribution  of  the  public  burthens. 
Adam  Smith  said,  that  the  fundamental 
maxim  on  which  financial  policy  oueht  to 
vxit,  waiBy  that  every  peraon  should  con- 


tribute towards  the  assistance  of  the  State, 
according  to  his  means ;  but  the  complaint 
now   was,   that    our    system    absolutely 
reversed  that  wise  maxim,  and  placed  the 
burthens  of  the    State  principally   upon 
the    shoulders    of   those    least    able    to 
bear  them.    These  might  appear  to  some 
Gentlemen,  to  be  mere  truisms,  but  they 
were  the  eravamen  of  the  whole  subject. 
Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  whose  habits 
of  industry,  official  knowledge,  and  financial 
experience,  no  man  was  more  disposed  to 
admit  than  he  was,  and  to  acknowledge 
his  peculiar  fitness  for  the  office  wl^ich  he 
was  called  upon,  under  great  difficulties,  to 
fulfil,  whether  he  admitted  his  arguments 
or  not,  he  must  tell  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  that  the  great  difficulty  with  which 
he  would  in  future  have  to  contend,  would 
be,  to  maintain  the  revenues  of  the  coAntry 
— if  he  were  disposed  to  uphold  them  upon 
the  present  system,  without  breaking  down 
and  impairing  those  resources  upon  which 
he  must  depend  for  the  continuance  of  the 
revenues.     What  was  the   cause  of   the 
altered  condition  of  the  country,  as  respects 
the  labouring  classes,  but  the  continuance 
of  those  onerous  taxes  which  bore  upon  them 
at  a  time  when  there  was  a  superabundance 
of  labour  caused  by  machinery.     He  was 
not  now  going  to  enter  into  the  complicated 
Question,  as  to  whether  the  extension  of 
machinery  was  likely  to  be  eventuaUy  bene- 
ficial or  prejudicial  to  the  labouring  classes  ; 
but  he  entertained  a  deep  conviction,  that, 
at  least  for  the  present,  thie  efiect  of  ma- 
chinery was  to  interfere  with  and  lessen 
the  value  of  human  labour,  and- to  lower 
the  rate  of  wages  throughout  the  country : 
— and  he  very  much  feared  that  the  exten- 
sion of  that  system  in  foreign  countries, 
which  were  gradually  adopting  our  im- 
provements, and  by  that  means  rivalling  us 
in  foreign  markets,  would  at  length  super- 
sede our  labour  for  they  were  drawing  to 
themselves  the  advantages  of  British  in- 
dustry and  ingenuity,  it  became,  therefore, 
the  most  important  duty  of  a  Government, 
which  pretended  to  enjoy  the  confidence  of 
the  people,  not  lightly  to  gloss  over  the 
operation  now  going  forward,  and  which 
was  so  likelv  to  afiect  the  future  condition 
of  the  working  people  of  this  country. 
It   was  said,    too,    that  agriculture  was 
rapidly  declining ;  if  so,  and  if  the  manu- 
factures of  this  country  were  likely  to  be 
materially  afiected  by  the  progress  which 
foreign  countries  were  miJdng  in  manu- 
£Actuxe8|  what  was  the  future  condition 


747 


ConmuiaHon 


{COMMONS} 


of  T<u$$^ 


74« 


of  the  labouring  classes  likely  to  be  P 
He  could  not  look  upon  the  prospect  without 
»larm^  and  he  saw  no  other  way  of  pro- 
viding against  it^  but  in  taking  our  system 
of  taxation  under  ievision»  and  removing 
the  burdens  from  industry,  and  la]ring  them 
on  realised  wealth  and  property,  so  that 
every  man  should  pay  less  in  proportion  to 
what  he  did  than  to  his  means.  One  of 
the  objects  he  proposed  in  moving  the 
appointment  of  Uie  Committee  was  a  ze- 
duction  of  the  expense  to  which  the  collec- 
tion of  the  revenue  put  the  country  under 
the  present  system.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Dundee,  in  his 
able  work  upon  Financial  Reform,  estimated 
the  cost  of  collection  at  no  less  than 
4,000,000/.,  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
low  estimate ;  but  he  was  satisfied,  that  by 
a  revision  of  the  mode  of  collecting  the 
taxes,  this  enormous  cost  might  be  con. 
siderably  lessened.  To  show  the  baneful 
efl^ts  of  the  amount  of  indirect  taxation, 
he  begged  leave  to  state,  and  it  could  be 
demonstrated,  that  while  the  Malt.tax 
brought  to  the  cofiars  of  the  nation 
5,100,000/.  a-year,  the  imposition  upon  the 
consumer  of  beer  amounted  to  no  less 
than  12,000,000/.  annually.  And  if  Gen- 
tlemen would  look  at  the  amount  <^  other 
taxes,  they  would  see  that  though,  in  many 
cases,  there  might  not  be  quite  so  great  an 
augmentation,  the  complaints  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  were  not  without  foundation, 
aunering,  as  they  were,  from  the  enormous 
additions  price  the  retail  dealer  was  obliged 
to  put  on  every  article  of  consumption,  in 
order  to  pay  the  taxes,  in  addition  to  the 
first  cost-  These  taxes  were  raised  now 
upon  malt,  hops,  spirits,  sugar,  tobacco, 
soap,  tallow,  butter*  chieese,  meat,  and 
other  articles  of  oonsumption,  which  mate* 
rially  affected  the  poor,  articles  which 
ought  to  be  rendered  to  them  as  cheap  as 
powible.  It  was  cruel  to  allow  the  great 
the  weight  of  taxation  to  bo  levied  upon  the 
labouring  classes,  especially  at  a  time  when 
the  rate  of  labour  was  reduced,  and  when 
the  more  wealthy  classes  were  not  taxed  in 
a  fiur  proportion.  The  whole  system  of 
taxation  was  one  of  the  grossest  injustice 
and  inequality;  and  if  he  were  to  enter 
into  detail,  he  could  prove  that  the  taxes 
wen  levied  in  an  unfair  and  an  unequal 
■mnner,  and  in  a  j^portion  directly  inverse 
to  the  means  of  paying  them.  Take,  for 
example,  the  etamp^  the  legacy,  and  probate 
duty,  and  see  the  proportion  in  which  it 
bore  upon  a  man  who  had  only  100/.  or 
^M.  to  letw  to  Us  ftniljri  oomyaied  to 


the  manner  in  which  it  was  escaped  by  the 
nobleman  who  left  a  million  of  money  at 
his  death  to  his  heir.  He  would  nex^ 
advert  to  the  oljections  entertained  against 
a  Property-tax.  He  made  no  direct:  alTusiaii 
to  a  Property-tax  in  the  motion  he  had  to 
submit  to  the  House,  because  he  wished  to 
keep  out  of  the  way  as  many  obstacles  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Comniittee  as  pos- 
sible. The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem? 
her  for  Tam worth,  when  the  question  of  a 
Property-tax  was,  on  a  previous  occasion, 
before  the  House,  had  declared  that  one 

great  objection  to  such  a  tax  was  its  unpopu- 
rity.  On  referring,  however,  to  the  time 
when  the  demand  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Property-tax  was  loudest,  when  it  was  said 
there  was  a  great  clamour  raised  against  it, 
he  found  that  only  fourteen  counties  out  of 
the  fifty-two  petitioned  for  its  repeaL 
There  was  ample  property  in  the  country 
now  to  relieve  the  class  which  had  most 
occasion  for  relief.  To  accomplish  that 
object,  then,  there  was  only  wanting  a  dis* 
position  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
levy  a  tax  on  the  wealth  of  the  country. 
Lord  Altborp  had  changed  his  opinion  no 
less  than  three  times  on  the  expediency  of 
adopting  a  Property-tax.  In  the  year  1 8 1 Q 
he  was  against  it;  in  1630  he  was  in  its 
favour,  being  then  out  of  office;  and  in 
1833,  when  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  brought  the 
subject  forward,  the  noble  Lord  again 
declared  himself  hostile  to  a  Property.tax. 
He  did  not  expect  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaii 
opposite  to  assent,  on  the  present  occasion, 
to  any  piqiosition  of  the  kind;  it  wo^ 
enough  for  his  purpose  to  state  that  the 
means  existed  of  making  a  considerable  im« 
provement,  if  an  honest  Committee  weiia 
appointed,  in  the  oonditioa  of  the  labouring 
classes,  without  so  extensive  a  change. 
Lord  Althorp's  objection  to  a  Property-tax 
was  that  it  was  objected  to  by  the  wealthy  ; 
but  if  the  House  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  such  a  tax  was  necessary,  such  diffi-« 
culties  as  the  noble  Lord  described  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  c^istruct  the  measurei 
The  right  haa.  Gentleman  knew  many  taxes 
at  present  interfered  with  the  industry  of 
the  country,  with  the  progress  of  manu« 
factures,  and  with  our  exports  i  and  these 
were  taxes  whidi  might  odvaatag^oualy 
be  revised,  even  should  the  Committee 
declare  themselves  hostile  to  an  Income  of 
Property*tax«  The  impediments  to  sueh  e 
tax  had  hitl^rto  arisen  from  the  indispositiDn 
manifested  by  the  wealthy  classes  to  submit 
to  direct  taxation ;  but  if  the  House  enived 
allhe  conduaioa  tlut  justice  fii|^4'^  ^^i  M 
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itit^liiM  ought  to  stand  in  the  way  of  it8 
«dpplioQ«  HihI  thero  been  no  difficudties  to 
ofwoome  in  other  quoiridons  which  had  heen 
«fg«ed  bjF  the  Hoiue?  Were  there  none 
ftUondant  upon  the  repeal  of  the  Roman 
Cstholio  Disahilitie»--of  the  Test  and  Cor. 
poraljon  Aot»— upon  that  great  measure 
aflbsting  the  oondition  of  the  negro  popu- 
ktion«  and  which  laid  an  additional  burden 
of  20,000,000^  upon  the  country  for  its 
aeonmplifthment  ?  But  Parliament  did  not 
ofa}ect  toencounter  thesedifficulties;  and  why 
fibould  it  now  shrink  from  the  imposition  of 
any  tax  which  will  afford  relief  to  the  labour- 
ing classes  of  society  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Chanodlor  of  the  Exchequer, 
might  think  that  such  an  inquiry  would  act 
pejodiciaUy  to  the  opsrations  of  trade;  but 
he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  any  such  disadvantage  would  be  mure 
than  counterbalanced  by  the  confidence  it 
wouhl  give  the  people  that  Parluunent  was 
detennmed  to  look  into  their  condition, 
with  a  view,  if  poiiflible,  of  affording  them 
selief.  He  was  of  opinion  that  a  Property- 
tax  would  be  found  equally  advantageous 
to  the  labouring,  the  middle,  and  the 
wealthy  classes.  The  labouring  classes  it 
would  relieye  from  indirect  taxation ;  the 
middle  classes  it  would  relieve  from  the 
pressure  and  inconvenience  of  collection; 
and  on  the  wealthy  classes  it  would  not 
imposo  an  additional  burden  without  re- 
lieving them  from  most  of  the  taxes  th^ 
paid  at  present,  and  without  affording  them 
a  better  security  for  their  property,  which 
altogether  would  be  moce  than  equivalent 
He  would  not  on  the  present  oocasion  go 
into  any  detail  of  the  subjects  that  he  pro- 
posed to  bring  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee ;  he  would,  indeed,  rather 
leave  the  Committee  to  act  on  their  own 
view  of  what  they  might  consider  to  be  the 
best  ooursa  In  condusion  he  would  de- 
claim that  he  sincerely  believed  this  to  be  a 
question  on  which  the  security  and  future 
prosperity  of  the  empire  more  depended 
than  on  any  other  question  that  isould 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving,  "  That 
it  is  expedient  to  refer  the  general  taxation 
of  tlie  country  to  the  investigation  of  a 
Sdect  Committee,  with  a  view  to  a  repeal 
or  seduction  of  sudi  imposts  as  injuriously 
aflfect  the  inteoests  of  agriculture,  trade, 
snanu&etores,  and  navigation,  or  those 
which  may  be  found  to  press  with  unequal 
ioverity  upon  any  portion  of  the  community, 
especially  on  the  working  and  productive 
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priety  of  substituting,  if  necessary,  other 
taxes  less  objectionabk  in  their  operation, 
so  as  to  simplify  and  economise  the  enormous 
cost  of  collection,  and  lighten  the  pressure 
by  a  more  just  and  equitable  distribution  of 
the  public  burdens." 

Mr.  Richards  rose  to  second  the  Motion, 
and  observed  that  no  gentleman  could  re- 
fuse to  admit  that  the  taxation  of  the 
country  had  increased  to  an  enormous  ex- 
tent;  but  if  any  Member  did  doubt  that, 
let  him  reflect  that  in  former  times  the 
country  was  able  to  export  its  surplus  corn: 
why  then,  after  the  successive  good  seasons 
which  they  had  for  many  years  enjoyed, 
was  it  that  they  could  not  get  rid  of  that 
surplus  com  now  ?     What  was  the  reason 
that  the  market  price  was  so  low  that  it 
would  not  repay  the  costs  of  sowing,     (t 
was  because  the  cost  of  production  was 
greater  here  than  in  any  other  country ;  and 
what  was  the  cause  of   that?     It  was 
owing  principally  to  the  high  price  of 
labour^  and  tnat  high  price  was  owing  to 
the  manner  in   wmch   indirect  taxation 
entered  into  the  cost  of  every  thing  re- 
quired to  support  life  or  which  the  labourer 
used.     It  was  true  that  the  price  of  labour 
was  influenced  by  the  supply  and  the  de- 
mand ;  but  the  demand  for  labour  was  in«. 
fluenced  by  the  funds  in  existence,  applic* 
able  to  the  maintenance  of  labour,  and 
also  to  the  way  in  which  those  funds  were 
applied  to  the  profit  of  the  person  who 
employed  them.    By  the  influence  of  those 
wonderful  improvements  in  machinery,  in- 
troduced by  Arkwright,  Watt,  and  others, 
the  country  had  been  enabled  to  compete 
with  the  other  nations  of  the  world,  in 
manufactures  not  merely  upon  equal  terms^ 
but  upon  terms  favourable  to  a  continual 
increasing  denmnd  for  the  manufactured 
goods  of  the  country.      But  agriculture 
was  very  different    from    manufactures* 
Agriculture  was  nearly  the  same  now  as  it 
was  1,000  years  ago.     Other  nations  had 
instruments  similar  to,  if  not  better  than 
those  which  we  used.   Agricultural  instru- 
ments were    simple    contrivances,    easily 
made  and  easily  imitated.    The  application 
of  science  to  agriculture  had  not  enabled 
men  to  lessen  the  cost  of  production  in 
such  a  way  as  to  counterpoise  the  oppress 
sive  weight  of  taxation  which  entered  into 
it  so  largdy  by  the  quantity  of  labourers 
employed,  with  the  price  of  the  production 
of  wheat.     The  English  farmers  were  not, 
therefore,  able  to  compete  with  other  na- 
tions in  iht  market  with  regard  to  agcicuL 
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Ave  good  seasons,  tbey  could  not  get  rid  of 
tbeir  surplus  produce  which  weighed  upon 
the  market  and  occasioned  all  that  distress 
and  outcry  of  which  the  Legislature  had 
heard  so  much.  If  the  cost  of  production 
he  not  repaid  by  the  price  of  the  market, 
though,  in  the  long  run,  it  was  true  that 
the  article  would  nse  from  not  being  pro- 
duced in  proportion  to  the  demand,  because 
the  producers  could  produce  it  no  longer ; 
yet  let  the  House  look  at  the  ruin  of  the 
farmer,  the  landholder,  and  the  labourer, 
usually  employed  in  agriculture,  by  which 
that  diminished  supply  was  brought  about. 
The  funds  employed  in  agriculture  being 
diminished  or  destroyed,  the  labourers  must 
be  thrown  out  of  employment.  That 
single  case  furnished  great  reasons  for  hon. 
Members  not  to  refuse  the  inquiry.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  that  there  was 
a  great  disinclination  to  any  tax  on  pro. 
perty.  In  1814,  he  remembered  being 
present  at  a  county  meeting  in  Worcester, 
convened  for  the  presentation  of  a  petition 
to  the  House  against  that  tax :  he  attended 
that  meeting,  and  moved  as  an  Amendment, 
that  an  Address  to  that  House  should  be 
agreed  to,  praying  that  the  Property-tax 
should  be  continued ;  and  after  five  hours 
debate,  he  succeeded  in  carrying  that 
Amendment  against  all  the  aristocracy  of 
the  country,  both  Whig  and  Tory.  His 
Tiew  of  the  case,  in  reference  to  manu- 
factures, had  not  indeed  been  borne  out  by 
the  event,  but  owing  to  the  great  im- 
provements in  machinery  applied  to  manu- 
factures,  they  had  been  enabled  to  compete 
successfully  with  the  world.  But  he  was 
right  with  regard  to  the  other  sort  of 
manufactures,  that  is,  that  of  wheat  He 
appealed  to  the  state  of  the  market  for  the 
last  four  years  in  confirmation  of  his  views 
on  that  occasion.  There  was  then  a  clear 
distinction  between  manufactures  and  agri- 
culture. There  was  no  question  which 
could  be  brought  forward  in  the  House  of 
more  importance  than  that  which  had  been 
proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  (Sir  W.  Rae)  who  had  brought 
forward  the  Motion  last  night,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  He  spoke 
upon  great  authority  of  the  great  increase 
of  crime  in  that  country*  Now,  though 
Scotland  contained  many  large  manufac- 
turing towns,  it  was  upon  the  whole  to  be 
considered  as  an  agricultural  country,  and 
he  would  ask  how  much  of  the  crime,  stated 
on  such  high  authority,  which  had  in- 
creased so  greatly  since  1811— -how  much, 
gf  that  crime  was  not  much  more  leasoxji 


ably  to  be  ascribed  to  the  want  of  an 
adequate  demand  for  labour  than  to  the 
causes  to  which  that  ri^t  hon.  Baronet 
had  ascribed  it?  He  did  not  mean  to  angue 
by  a  side-wind  against  the  Motion  of  uat 
right  hon.  Baronet,  which  stood  for  Monday, 
he  should  very  probably  vote  for  him,  but 
he  merely  stated  his  conviction  as  to  the 
more  probable  causes  of  that  increase  in 
crime  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
In  order  that  England  might  stand  in  her 
present  proud  position  among  the  natioDS 
of  the  earth,  they  must  have  a  low  price  of 
labour,  and  how  could  they  have  that  with- 
out removing  a  great  number  of  those  taxes 
which  pressed  so  heavily  upon  the  resources 
and  springs  of  labour;  and  if  it  were  n^ 
cessary  to  have  a  low  price  for  labour,  what 
reasonable  opposition  could  be  offered  to 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  would  no 
doubt  make  a  most  ingenious  speech,  and 
try  and  persuade  the  House  from  entering 
into  the  inquiry  proposed,  from  the  great 
inconvenience  of  attending  to  the  present 
activity  in  the  manufacturing  districts. 
But  he  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  state  of  the  great  manufacture-— 
wheat:  he  had  shown  that  that  state, 
owing  to  the  cost  of  production,  which 
would  not  allow  them  to  get  rid  of  the 
surplus  com,  was  as  bad  as  possible,  and 
among  other  distressing  consequences,  such 
a  state  would  eventually  lead  to  iiunine. 
If  there  were,  therefore,  any  truth  in  what 
he  had  stated,  he  called  upon  the  House  to 
accede  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
leavins  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  enter 
upon  Uie  inquiry  with  that  spirit,  eneigy, 
and  talent,  which  belonged  to  him,  and 
probing  to  the  bottom  those  evils  to  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  adverted.  He  would 
say  no  more  than  that  he  most  cordially 
seconded  the  Motion  of  his  hon«  Friend. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
not  help  saying,  that  he  considered  that  ite 
absence  of  the  hon.  Members,  to  which  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Worcester, 
had  referred,  arose  not  from  any  disrespect 
to  him,  but  wholly  from  the  drcnmstances^ 
that  as  Gentlemen  had  already  considered 
the  matter  and  come  to  a  determination, 
they  were  not  prepared  to  aooompeay  him 
to  those  conclusions  which  he  had  urged 
upon  the  House.  Before  he  argued  the 
case,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  alknr 
liim  to  set  himself  right  with  him  and  those 
hon.  Members  who  had  heard  his  speeeh,  as 
to  the  di&cenoe  between  the  course  mtikii 
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he  was  about  to  adopts  and  the  one  he  took  on 
a  former  oocaaon— >he  meant— -the  period  at 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  brought  forward  his 
motion  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  a  Revision  of  Taxes. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said-— '<  I  will  read 
the  Motion  which  was  made  upon  that  oc- 
casion, and  the  Motion  which  I  am  now 
about  to  make,  which  will  be  seen  to  be  so 
8iaular,that  I  cbH  upon  those  hon.Gentlemen 
who  supported  the  former,  and  now  refuse 
to  support  the  present,  to  defend  themselves, 
if  they  can,  from  the  charee  of  inconsist- 
ency." Their  conduct  would  however  turn 
out  to  be  no  inconsistency  at  all— and  in  such 
a  case,  there  being  no  charge,  there  could  be 
no  necessity  for  a  defence.  In  all  main  re- 
spects, not  only  could  he  prove  the  case  to 
be  distinct,  but  in  many  points  diametri- 
cally opposite  to  the  one  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred;  and  if  the  cases  were 
dissimilar,  the  di^imilarity  of  conduct  im- 
plied no  want  of  consistency.  As  well 
might  his  hon.  Friend  charge  Ministers 
with  inconsistency,  if  they  dedined  now  to 
wear  the  same  warm  dress,  or  carry  the 
protecting  umbrella  as  at  the  wintry  com- 
mencement of  the  present  Session.  The 
whole  circumstances  had  been  changed,  and 
they  were  not  bound  to  give  the  same  vote 
now  as  they  gave  on  that  occasion.  Let 
them  see  what  was  the  state  of  things  now, 
and  at  the  period  of  the  statements  which 
were  made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  1850. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  recommended  as  fit 
objects  for  abolition,  the  duty  upon  hemp, 
which  had  been  since  reduced — the  duty 
upon  sea-borne  coals,  which  had  been  re- 
peuled,-»and  the  duty  upon  printed  calico, 
which  existed  no  longer.  He  also  recom. 
mended  that  a  reduction  should  take  place 
in  the  du^  upon  French  wines — this  had 
been  done ;  he  called  for  a  reduction  of  the 
duties  on  timber  also — ^that  no  such  reduc- 
tion had  taken  place  was  not  owing  to  any 
disinclination  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  immediately  succeeded  that  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington-'the  Government 
of  Earl  Grey;  they  did  propose  the  reduction, 
but  they  were  overruled  by  the  House. 
From  this  statement  the  House  would  see 
that  there  was  a  material  alteration  in  the 
state  of  things  rinoe  the  Motion  to  which 
hishon.  Frifend  referred ;  and  woulditbesaid 
that  no  progress  in  the  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion had  been  made  by  the  Government  of 
Earl  Gr^  ?  and  had  the  present  Govern- 
Bwnti  donsg  the  short  period  of  time  it  had 


been  in  office,  shown  no  disposition  to  re- 
duce the  taxes  as  far  as  they  could,  to  be- 
nefit those  classes  whose  case  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  ?  He  was  almost 
ashamed  of  wearying  the  House  with  a  re- 
capitulation of  those  reductions  which  had 
be«n  made,  having  so  often  laid  them  before 
the  House  during  the  present  Session ;  but 
when  a  charge  of  inconsistency  was  brought 
against  the  Ministers,  they  were  called  upon 
— as  they  valued  character — to  lay  these 
details  beifore  the  House  and  the  country. 
No  one  year  had  passed  since  the  existence 
of  the  Whig  Government,  in  which  they 
had  not  come  down  to  the  House  with  some 
proposition  for  the  reduction  of  taxation, 
and  no  one  year  had  elapsed  in  whidi  they 
had  not  been  able  to  prove  by  their  acts 
their  political  consistency.  A  reduction  of 
the  duties  on*printed  calicoes,  cottons,  drugs^ 
hemp,  assurances,  the  house-tax  duties, 
and  the  assessed  taxes,  had  taken  place 
during  the  Whig  Administration ;  the  duty 
upon  soap,  one  article  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  1830,  recommended  to  be  re- 
duced, had  been  reduced  one-half ;  in  short, 
so  far  from  an  imputation  of  [inconsistency 
lying  against  the  Ministers,  they  had  en- 
deavoured, while  in  office,  to  act  so  as  to 
leav^  no  ground  for  that  charge ;  and,  if 
consistency  in  principle  be  a  virtue,  consist- 
ency in  action  must  be  a  greater  one,  and 
to  that  he  appealed  as  the  best  proof  of  the 
sincerity  of  Ministers.  He  could  not  but 
notice  the  adroitness  with  which  his  hon. 
Friend  endeavoured  to  escape  from  bring- 
ing forward  the  real  object  of  his  Motion— 
and  how  reluctantly  and  unwillingly,  and 
with  what  hesitation,  did  he  at  length  refer 
to  it.  If  the  Motion  meant  anything,  it 
meant  in  substance  that  a  Property-tax 
was  the  only  remedy  for  the  evils  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  complained.  He  would 
first  deal  with  the  proportion  on  the  as- 
sumption that  it  did  not  necessarily  include 
the  proposition  to  substitute  a  Property-tax, 
and  then  that  it  did^-^and  on  both  grounds 
he  would  say,  that  the  Motion  could  not 
be  entertained.  On  a  former  occasion  his 
hon.  Friend  proposed  the  repeal  of  all  the 
assessed  taxes,  the  whole  of  the  malt  duty, 
the  duties  on  soap,  starch,  paper,  half  the 
duties  on  tea  and  sugar,  the  whole  of  the 
duties  on  cotton'goods,  the  stamp  duties  on 
new^pers,—- and  he  calculated  the  total 
amount  of  the  tax  with  which  he  proposed 
to  deal,  at  no  less  a  sum  than  15,710,000/L 
The  hon.  Gentleman  felt,  by  anticipation^ 
the  anwer  he  was  about  to  make,  because 
he  knew  it  waa  the  plain  and  obiious  an* 
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swer  which  tpust  he  made  to  his  ^wwi* 
iiQi^f  «Qii  he  uddreased  himself  particularly 
U)  thoBe  hon.  Members  of  the  House  of 
whom  the  Reform  Bill  gaye  an  increased 
number— -the  ban*  Members  connected  with 
tbe  trading  and  manufacturing  interests, 
and  he  asked  them  to  contradict  him  if  he 
was  wrong,  when  he  said  that  on  some  un- 
certain notification  of  tbe  intention  of  Go- 
yemmentj  with  regard  to  the  alteration  of 
a  duty,  the  moment  it  became  known 
throi^h  a  visit  to  the  Treasury^  or  to  tbe 
Board  of  Trade,  whetber  the  whole  of  tbe 
trading  interest  connected  with  that  tax 
were  not  thrown  into  doubt  and  uncer- 
tainty, and  no  man  knew  on  wbat  princi- 
ple he  was  acting,  under  what  circumstances 
he  was  placed,  or  witb  what  competition  be 
had  to  contend.  No  one  felt  more  strongly 
than  he  did,  tbat  tbere  was  upon  the  part 
of  official  persons  an  urgent  necessity  of 
keening  their  oounsel  until  they  came  to 
Paniameot  to  dedare  the  intentions  of  Co- 
vemment  He  had  had  manv  visits  during 
tbe  short  period  he  bad  held  his  present 
office;  and  while  many  bad  faeea  very  ur- 
^pt,  others  bad  been  extremely  dexterous 
in  the  questions  they  put  to  him,  in  order 
to  extort  from  him  even  the  shadow  of  an 
opinion,  which  such  individuals  might  after- 
wards have  turned  to  their  own  advantage; 
but  the  answer  he  bad  always  given  was— 
that  the  intentions  of  Government  must  be 
declared  to  tbe  House  of  Commons  at  the 
time  when  they  were  about  to  carry  those 
intentions  into  effect.  If  such  were  th^ 
state  of  tbe  case  wi(b  regard  to  official  com- 
municationc^  be  should  like  to  know  in  wbat 
a  position  tlie  great  interests  of  the  whole 
oountry  would  be  nlaced  if  this  bquiry  were 
set  on  foot  ?  All  would  be  thrown  into 
confusion  far  some  time,  at  least,  while  the 
Committee  was  engaged  in  bearing  evi- 
dence; and  be  took  it  upon  himself  to  say, 
that  there  were  few  measures  which  would 
more  influence  those  great  interests,  than 
the  institution  of  such  a  Committee  of  In« 
quity  i  and^  on  this  ground,  without  even 
^pposine  Uiat  a  Property-tax  were  to  be 
sugg^ted  as  a  substitute  tot  the  present 
taxei,  he  ventured  to  appeal  to  the  House, 
-—knowing  tbe  time  it  would  take  even  to 
inquire  into  one  single  tax,  eeyeciaUy  in  this 
monthf  to  support  bim  in  resisting  the  pro- 
position for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  geneml  effiscts  of  the  wbok  taxation  of 
the  countcy,  without  laying  down  any  de- 
finite proportion,  but  merely  one  for  form- 
iug  a  Committee  to  take  evidence, — and 
tt(6a  te  itfjqpfad  the  ioqwry  dwog  tb^  »* 


cesi,  witb  the  int^ests  involired  in  it  oz^ 
posed  to  all  the  uncertainty  and  all  tfa^ 
speculations  which  wiU  be  oatumlly  pro*^ 
duced  by  such  an  inquiry*  Tbe  mt  prp- 
position  of  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  was--HUid 
he  was  bound  to  deal  with  tbat-^bacaniP 
without  it  tbe  whole  n^atter  would  be  a  da- 
lusion-»-a  Property-tax.  In  adverting  t^ 
tbat  he  trusted  he  should  not  leave  bis 
cause  without  an  additional  argument  in 
its  favour.  *'  True,"  said  the  hon*  Mover, 
"  the  Prcperty-tax  was  extremely  nnpopu- 
lar  during  the  war,  and  equally  so  in  peace ; 
and  what  was  the  hon.  GeoUeman*s  con- 
clusion? It  might  be  supposed  tbat  bav" 
ing  proved  the  Property-tax  to  be  un- 
popular both  in  war  and  in  peao^  his  eon- 
elusion  would  have  been  rather  egainst  it 
than  in  its  favour;  but  ho  deckred  tbe 
Property-tax  to  be  tbe  only  remedy*  Th^ 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the  number  of 
petitions  presented  against  it*  It  was  veiy 
great;  gre^t  beyond  example^  compared  to 
tbe  number  usually  presented  in  tboie  iaju, 
tot  then  bon«  Members  were  not  in  die 
habit  of  presenting  petitions,  and  rmaii^ 
debates  upon  them,  a  custom  now  so  preva- 
lenty  though  sometimes  very  useless*  Bat 
whetber  t&  number  of  petitions  were  great 
or  smaU,  there  never  existed  in  dm  Irouse 
of  Parliament,  or  out^f-dooiJi^  anydetei^ 
mination  more  strongly  expressed,  than  was 
the  determination  against  the  continuanee 
of  tbat  tax.  To  prove  that,  be  need  only 
refer  to  what  took  place  on  the  abolition  of 
tbe  Property-tax.  A  Motion  was  made  by 
Mr.  (now  Lord)  Brougham,  and  carried 
without  (Opposition,  tbat  all  tbe  records  of 
this  inquisitorial  and  grinding  tax  riiould 
be  burnt  and  destroyed;  and  be  presumed 
if  there  had  been  any  Parliamentary  prece- 
dent for  such  an  expression,  an  addition 
might  have  been  made  both  by  notice,  and 
by  the  hands  of  the  conuaoo  bangmaa* 
The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  referred  to  the 
distress  of  the  agcicuUnral  interests  ;-«he 
(tbe  ChaaoeUor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  not 
one  to  deny  tbe  existenoe  of  that  distreas^ 
but  of  all  the  remediss  which  could  be  sugf 
flested  for  its  alleviation,  be  would  aak  tbe 
House  whether  the  ban.  Gentlemao  could 
present  to  his  constituents  a  ''  Schedule  B" 
under  the  Property-tax  Act?  It  was  tbat 
Schedule  B,  it  should  be  recoUected^  under 
which  had  been  raised  2,700flOQl^  itsm 
the  tenantry  of  the  oonatxy;  and  wna 
tbe  ro*imposition  of  it  the  remedy  wbidi 
the  hon*  Gentleman  would  propose  Ux 
the  depressed  state  of  the  figaculMvnl 
iatenst  2«**rMr.  B/MmaiMt   la  lien  Af 
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pther  taxes.] — But  ibe  House  ougbt  to  he 
cautious  })pw  it  proceeded  on  tho  sub- 
ject of  the  commutation  of  taxation,  es- 
peciallj  as  it  vas  sometimes  Baid,  that  the 
public  did  not  always  get  the  benefit  which 
ought  to  be  derived  from  the  taxes  repeal- 
ed, while  they  felt  all  the  burden  of  any 
new  taxes  imposed.  Besides  wbieb,  not- 
withstanding the  coincidence  between  the 
initial  letters  of  our  names,  which,  as  the 
bon.  Gentleman  said,  brought  us  together 
in  the  alphabetical  list,  in  the  division  on 
the  Motion  of  1 830,  be  must  tcU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  differed  from  him,  if  he 
believed  that  the  House  was  prepared,  in  a 
time  fif  peace,  to  reimpose  the  Property, 
tax-  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Husldsson,  but 
that  statement  was  made  before  the  period 
at  which  so  great  a  reduction  of  taxation  as 
that  he  had  mentioned  had  taken  place ;  and 
be  took  it  upon  himself  to  say,  that  at  that 
time  there  were  none  who  contemplated 
the  possibility  of  achieving  so  great  a  re- 
duction within  such  a  period.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Knaresborough, 
told  the  House  of  his  attachment  to  the 
Property-tax  in  the  year  1814,  and  his 
affection  certainly  appeared  to  be  as  warm 
for  it  now  as  at  that  time.  He  seemed  to 
say»  "  My  love  is  as  warm  as  when  first  I 
wooed  the  engaging  dame,  and  I  will  fight 
her  battles  now  in  the  arena  of  St*  Ste- 
phen's as  I  fought  them  at  Worcester,  in 
1 8  Z  V  He  certainly  proved  the  fidelity  of 
bis  attachment,  but  that  was  no  proof,  as 
might  be  learned  from  many  a  lover,  of  the 
correctness  of  his  taste.  Was  the  House 
prepared  in  a  time  of  peace,  when  Ministers 
were  making  a  gradual  reduction  of  the 
public  burdens,  for  Members  to  come  for. 
ward  and  demand  a  developement  o£  its 
resources-  The  Property-tax  was  a  sword  in 
the  floabbard  to  be  reserved  for  the  greatest 
conflict,  and  not  to  be  drawn  at  a  time 
like  the  present,  when*  (although  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  said  there  was  general 
distress,  and  that  the  country  was  in  a 
state  of  age  and  decrepitude,)  he  maintain- 
ed that,  without  taxing  an  exaggerated 
view  c^  its  condition,  and  without  saying 
that  every  thing  in  its  fqppearanoe  was 
satisfactory,  yet  there  hsd  occurred  a 
greater  improvement  in  it  than  the  most 
sanguine  could  have  expected,  and  by  the 
steady  api^ication  of  Uie  powers  oi  Paiiia- 
ment,  widi  eccmomy  on  the  one  hand,  and 
reduction  of  taxation  on  the  other,  they 
might  hope  to  see  it  still  further  improved. 

A$  ff»d»  9  tini^  iB  tbv  QUfbt  (hfgr  K)  plusce 


into  measures  which  ougbt  to  be  reserved 
for  the  greatest  difficulties.  The  bon.  Gex^ 
tleman  perhaps  might  dissent  from  the 
picture  which  he  had  drawn,  but  when  the 
House  recollected  that  on  his  former  mo- 
tion he  referred  to  the  decreanng  deposits 
in  the  Savings'  Banks,  to  the  increasing 
pressure  of  the  poor-rates,  and  to  the  various 
other  circumstances  which,  in  his  vpxoA, 
were  preying  upon  the  resources  of  the 
country, — and  when  they  considered  that 
many  of  these  evils  were  considerably  aller 
viated,  he  was  entitled  to  say  that  the  state 
of  the  country  was  much  improved*  The 
hon.  GentJeman  seemed  to  dilbr  from  him» 
and  he  was  not  surprised  at  it.  Many 
fallacies  pervaded  Ids  speeches,  and  some  ojf 
them  he  had  advanced  this  night.  Amongst 
these  was  the  statement  he  made,  that  the 
progress  of  machinery  was  one  of  the  long 
list  of  evils  which  tended  to  render  the 
change  he  proposed  in  the  system  of  tax^ 
tion  necessary.  But  what  would  the  con- 
dition of  England  be,  if  it  were  not  for  the 
increase  of  skill  and  intelligence  in  the  me* 
chanical  arts  ?  That  was  a  most  gratuitous 
statement,  and  most  unfortunate,  because 
there  had  been  a  prevailing  idea  out  c( 
doors  among  the  operative  classes  of  the 
country,  that  machinery  contributed  to 
lessen  the  demand  for  labour;  but  what 
would  be  the  condition  of  the  working  men 
of  this  country,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
extensive  improvements  made  in  machinery, 
which  had  enabled  England  to  produce 
manufactured  goods  at  a  rate  they  could 
never  have  done,  had  they  not  resorted  to 
such  means?  The  proposition  now  made 
was  inopportune,"— the  lateness  of  the  Ses* 
sion  would  prevent  them  from  carrying  it 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion, — and  it  would 
injure  all  those  ff^^*^  interests  which  are 
proposed  to  i)e  reueved  by  it.  His  Majes- 
ty's Government  could  have  no  concern  if 
it,  inasmuch  as  they  had  already  given 
proof  that  they  were  disposed  to  persevere 
in  such  a  course  of  saving  economy  as  would 
enable  them  to  make  xednctioas  in  the  tax- 
ation of  the  country.  But  the  bon.  Genr 
tleman  had  been  guilty  of  aaotber  here^. 
He  could  assure  bun  that  if  a  writ  de  fieroh 
Uco  oomburendo  might  now  be  issuedi  be 
was  ihe  last  person  oo  whom  he  should 
wish  to  see  it  put  in  force ;  but  what  wag 
his  next  h^^sy  ?  "  O,"  said  the  hon,  Qmkh 
tleman,  '^f  the  Pxoperty-tax  had  only  Doa« 
tinned  from  the  time  ii  the  peaoe  till  the 
present  moment,  half  the  national  d^ 
would  have  been  already  paid.*'    That  idea 
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ing-fund,  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
preserve  an  excess  of  income  over  the  ex- 
penditure ;  therefore  in  that  respect  he  was 
entitled  to  ask  for  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman^  whenever  called  upon  to  resist 
a  proposition  for  the  reduction  of  taxation. 
He  had  endeavoured  shortly  to  make  a  few 
necessary  observations  upon  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  trusted  the  House 
was  prepared  to  oppose  this  inquiry,  in 
order  that  the  Government  might  be  left 
to  persevere  in  that  course  of  a  gradual  re- 
duction of  taxation  which  appeared  to  them 
most  conducive  to  the  public  interests.  He 
could  not,  however,  sit  down  without  in- 
forming his  hon.  Friends  of  his  own  coun- 
try, who  sat  on  his  side  of  the  House,  that 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  had 
this  additional  demerit,  that  it  would  apply 
the  Property-tax  to  Ireland ;  and  whether 
that  would  reconcile  them  to  it  he  could 
not  say.  He  thanked  the  House  for  the 
patience  with  which  they  had  heard  him ; 
but  he  could  say  that  as  long  as  he  had  the 
honour  to  fill  his  present  office,  he  should 
persevere  in  the  same  course  which  was 
taken  by  his  noble  Friend,  Lord  Althorp, 
and  trusted  that  the  result  would  be  the  same 
-—namely,  that  by  a  gradual  development  of 
the  resources  of  the  country,  they  might  be 
able  to  effect  the  object  at  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aimed^  witjiout  resorting  to  such 
an  inquiry  as  he  proposed. 

Mr.  Hardy  was  sorry  that  the  statement 
should  go  forth  uncontradicted  to  the  pub. 
He,  that  every  Englishman  with  WL  per 
annum,  paid  out  of  it  8/.  for  taxes.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  an  effect  such  a 
statement  as  that  would  be  likely  to  pro- 
duce through  the  country  ?  He  admitted 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  S.  Rice)  that  he  possessed  all  that 
astuteness,  ability,  and  experience  which 
had  been  attributed  to  him,  but  he  feared 
he  was  possessed  of  the  horror  which  had 
prevailed  in  the  minds  of  his  predecessors 
of  a  Property-tax,  and  that  it  would  never 
meet  with  favour  in  his  eyes  till  forced 
upon  him.  If  it  was  possible  for  any 
change  in  the  system  of  taxation  to  relieve 
•the  poor  and  industrious  partisans  of  the 
oommunity  it  was  incumbent  on  the  House 
to  adopt  that  system,  even  though  it  must 
•be  necessary  to  resort  to  a  Property»tax, 
and  brave  all  the  unpopularity  connected 
"with  it.  He  could  only  say,  that  when 
be  met  that  class  of  his  fellow  countrymen 
at  the  election  hustings,  and  they  asked 
what  he  would  do  for  them,  he  could  oifly 
fuiswer  that  be  was  prej^upei  at  all  times 


to  place  the  burthen  of  the  country  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  property  of  the 
country.  It  was  the  property  of  the 
country  which  was  protected  by  the  social 
compact,  and  it  was  that  which  ought  to 
bear  the  burthens  of  that  compact.  Let 
them  not  hear  of  its  unpopularity  among 
those  who  possessed  it;  or  of  the  lower 
classes  being  relieved  by  the  repeal  of  the 
Window-duty,  or  the  Assessed-taxes,  they 
would  say  it  was  no  relief  to  them ;  they 
had  no  such  establishments  as  rendered 
the  Assessed-taxes  in  any  way  oppressive  to 
themselves.  They  asked  relief  from  those 
taxes  which  brought  ruin  down  upon 
them  as  described  by  his  hon.  Frioid, 
(Mr.  Richards)  the  Member  for  Knares- 
borough.  It  was  on  that  account  that  he 
desired  to  see  the  House  filled,  as  it  was, 
with  men  of  property,  willing  to  place 
upon  that  property  its  full  share  of  the 
burthens  of  the  State.  He  did  not  wish 
at  once  to  put  ten  per  cent,  upon  property, 
but,  because  they  would  not  do  that,  there 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  not  put  two, 
or  three,  or  four  per  cent,  as  must  be  requi- 
site. It  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  save, 
if  they  could  by  any  mode  of  taxation, 
more  simple,  the  enormous  cost  of  collect- 
ing  the  taxes,  and  prevent  the  complaints 
now  far  too  commonly  and  justly  made. 
He  did  trust,  therefore,  that  the  period 
was  not  far  distant  when  the  House  would 
feel  it  its  duty  to  support  a  Property-tax, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, with  the  manliness  becoming  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  would  come 
forward  and  tell  gentlemen  of  property 
that  they  must  bear  their  proportion  of  the 
burthens  of  the  country,  not  leave  them  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  lower  classes.  But  to 
put  such  a  tax  on  property  as  would  relieve 
the  industrious  poor  would  be  an  instance  of 
self  denial  he  hardly  ex}iected,  yet  without 
that  it  would  not  be  easy  to  convince  the 
lower  classes  that  it  was  not  owing  to  tax. 
ation  that  their  sufferings  were  great,  and 
the  distress  arising  from  the  want  of  de- 
mand for  labour  overwhelming.  They 
must  be  taught  by  the  example  of  that 
House  that  they  had  no  reason  do  complain 
of  the  partiality  shown  by  property.  '  He 
trusted  that  the  principle  of  a  Property-tax 
would  ere  long  be  recognized  by  the  Govern* 
ment  and  the  House.  He  should  now  vote 
with  his  hon.  Friend^  and  on  all  occasions 
for  the  imposition  of  a  Property-tax,  he 
would  most  strenuously  contend. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
explaoationj  be^ed  to  say,  that  the  hoo* 
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Gendemflir  must  not  ii^a&ffne,  because  he 
did  not  allude  to  a  drcumstance  mentioned 
by  bis  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Robinson),  it  was 
to  go  forth  as  an  uncontradicted  statement. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Worcester,  certainly  did  state  that  a  labour- 
ing man,  earning  only  20/.  a-year,  was 
said  to  contribute  8/.  annually  out  of  that 
sum  to  the  taxation  of  the  country.  He 
did  not  contradict  that,  because  it  contra^ 
dieted  itself;  and  any  Gentleman  who 
would  take  the  trouble  to  look  at  the 
statement,  would  see  that  it  was  wholly 
irreconcileable  with  the  amount  of  our 
revenue,  the  number  of  our  people,  and  the 
articles  on  which  taxation  was  levied. 

Mr.  Hatves  said,  that  he  had  always 
yielded  to  the  force  of  the  arguments  which 
were  urged  in  favour  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motiouj  but  that  if  he  required  any  ad- 
ditional reasons  in  support  of  it,  he  need 
only  look  to  the  speech  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  opposition  to  it.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Motion 
was  one  simply  for  inquiry,  and  that  it  did 
not  involve  the  necessity  of  carrying  into 
effect  any  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire.  Many  sug- 
gestions had  been  made  by  the  Excise  Com- 
missioners which  had  not  been  carried  into 
effect;  the  Reports  containing  them  had 
been  printed,  and  it  did  not  appear  that 
the  interests  of  trade  had  suffered  any 
injury  in  consequence  of  their  being  made 
public,  or  from  their  creating  any  un- 
certainty such  as  that  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke,  and  which  he  had 
so  much  dei^ecated;  because  it  was  well 
known  that  it  was  not  a  matter  of  necessity 
that  the  suggestions  of  the  Commissioners 
should  be  adopted.  If  reference  were  made 
U>  the  taxes  which  had  been  remitted 
since  the  dose  of  the  war,  it  would  be 
found  that  those  which  had  been  first  re- 
pealed were  those  which  pressed  upon  pro- 
perty, and,  secondly,  those  which  pressed  upon 
land.  If  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  examine  the  subject  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  peace,  no  recommenda- 
tion would  ever  have  been  made  suggesting 
such  a  preference.  He  would  only  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  he  had  heard  nothing  in 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 'which 
could  induce  him  to  alter  the  course  which 
he  had  adopted  with  respect  to  the  former 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  on  this  subject, 
and  he  Hhould,  therefore,  give  his  earnest 
support  to  his  proposition  for  a  Committee. 

Mr.  Cressetl  Pelham  thought  that  if  the 


lower  orders  of  the  people  were  to  be  pro« 
tected,  they  should  never  consent  to  their 
being  taxed  so  unequally  as  they  were  at 
present.  He  considered  that  the  productive 
wealth  as  well  as  the  productive  industry  of 
the  country  would  be  increased  if  those 
taxes  were  greatly  reduced.  He,  therefore, 
cordially  approved  of  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  would  say,  in 
answer  to  an  observation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  (Mr.  Hawes),  that  little 
had  been  stated  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty  *8 
Government  during  the  debate  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  changing  his  opinion  as  to 
the  propriety  of  acceding  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon  .Gentleman  opposite(  Mr.  Robinson), 
that  an  obvious  reason  existed  for  not 
meeting  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  at 
greater  length,  namely,  the  concurrence  of 
the  Members  of  the  Government  in  one  of 
the  objects,  at  least,  of  the  hon.  Member's 
proposition — ^relief  to  the  industrious  classes. 
if  any  hon.  Gentleman  doubted  the  inten- 
tion of  Ministers  to  diminish  the  burdens 
of  the  people,  to  look  at  the  whole  question 
of  taxation  with  an  anxious  desire  to  adjust 
it  in  such  a  manner  as  that  it  should  press 
as  lightly  as  possible  on  productive  industry 
—he  would  refer  him  to  their  conduct 
during  the  five  years  in  which  they  had 
held  office  as  a  pledge  of  what  they  were 
anxious  to  effect  for  the  future.  On  that 
ground  alone,  namely,  the  undoubted  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  effect  eveiy 
possible  reduction  of  taxation,  he  would 
oppose  the  Motion  for  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  general  taxation.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  had  said,  that  no 
difficulties  would  arise,  and  that  no  embar. 
rassments  in  trade  would  take  place,  by  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  because  no 
such  effects  having  resulted  from  the 
inquiries  and  reports  of  the  Excise  Commis- 
sioners; but  he  would  remind  those  who 
used  that  argument,  that  the  greatest  differ- 
ence existed  between  a  Commission  issued 
by  Government,  and  acting  under  their 
directions  to  inquire  into  different 
branches  of  its  revenue,  and  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  carrying  with  its 
appointment  the  weight  and  authority 
which  were  necessarily  attached  to  such  a 
body.  The  chief  and  ostensible  object  of 
the  Motion  before  the  House  appeared  to 
be  the  imposition  of  a  property-tax.  He 
could  not  help  expressing  a  regret  that  the 
hon.  Mover,  the  Member  for  Worcester,  had 
not  explained  to  the  House  what  he  meant 
by  the  phrase  Property-tax.      He  was  de. 
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Aootf  tnflty  iMlbre  tbe  Hoomb  det6fiiiiii6d 
whether  or  not  they  should  go  into  aCom* 
mitteei  it  should  he  clearly  explained  what 
WHS  the  interpretation  to  he  given  to  the 
terms  *^  income  or  Property-tax."  It  was 
a  very  easy  hnt  not  a  rety  fahr  mode  of  pro. 
eeedingtotalkoftheimporitionof  a  Property 
or  Income  taz^  while  one  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
plied a  meaning  to  the  words  which  differed 
altogether  from  that  which  they  hore  in 
the  minds  of  others  whose  general  support 
he  received.  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
intend  hy  his  Motion  that  such  an  Income, 
tax  as  tbit  which  had  formerly  existed  in 
this  country  should  he  re-estahlished  ?  If 
that  were  the  case>  it  was  unnecessary  for 
him^  in  answering  the  axguments  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  to  dwell,  in  the  hearing 
of  Memhers  connected  with  the  manu- 
facturing and  commercial  interests  of  the 
Gountty,  on  the  system  of  inquisition  which 
existed  under  the  old  Income-tax.  And 
yet,  if  such  an  Income-tax  was  to  he  im- 
posed, he  did  not  see  (and  this  might  hy 
some  he  considered  an  unpopular  doctrine) 
how  such  a  tax  could  witn  any  fairness  he 
visited  upon  persons  possenine  fixed  incomes 
without  at  ^  same  time  levying  it  on 
those  who  deriired  their  incomes  from  in  ves. 
tnent  of  capital.  But  sudi  a  proposition 
Would,  he  was  sure,  he  met  hy  the  strongest 
and  most  direct  opposition  from  the  mer* 
eantile  and  professional  elasaes  of  the  com- 
inonity.  Perhaps,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  hy  his  tax,  one  levied  only  on  messes 
of  capital,  on  rent  of  land,  and  what  were 
termed  fixed  incomes  from  the  funds,— hut 
what  could  he  moreunfiiir  and  unjust,  than 
to  tax  capital  employed  in  one  shape,  and 
leave  that  invested  in  another  fieef  And 
what  would  he  the  consequence  of  such  a 
tax  upon  the  very  classes  whom  it  was 
proposed  to  henefit  ?  Why  the  inevitahle 
efibct,  must  he  a  larae  export  of  capital  to 
those  countries  where  the  same  check 
did  not  rest  on  its  employment:  and 
he  only  intreated  those  hon.  Memhers  who 
like  himself,  were  disposed  to  ^ve  every 
posaihle  protection  and  asnstance  to  the 
operative  dasses,  to  say  whether  anything 
more  prejudicial  to  their  interests  could  hy 
possilmity  he  enacted  than  a  law  which 
must  drive  the  capital  of  this  country  ahroad, 
deprive  lahour  of  a  portion  of  that  susten- 
Bnce  on  the  supply  of  which  it  entirely 
depended,  and  which,  by  diminishing  the 
proportion  of  the  capital  to  he  emploj^  to 
the  labour  supplied  to  the  home  market, 
must,  as  a  natural  and  necessary  conse» 
quence^  reduce  the  wages  of  the  labourer  to 


a  modt  lower  stm  than  that  whidi  be  at 
present  reodved.  It  mif^t,  on  the  odMr 
hand,  he  the  optnion  of  the  hoau  Memiber 
for  Worcester,  9sA  one  which  he  was 
anxious  to  have  adopted  by  the  Committee 
for  whidi  he  moved^  that  there  should  he  a 
general  Income-tax  equally  levied  on  all  iiw 
comes  of  whatever  description.  In  Ihia 
soppodtion  he  was  confirmed  hy  the 
alludon  which  had  been  made  to  lemaiks 
which  he  had  expressed  on  this  pofait  a  few 
years  ago.  He  would  assert  now^  as  he  had 
at  the  time  alluded  to  hy  the  hon*  Member^ 
that  if  it  were  possible  to  levy  a  tax  on  all 
incomes  derived  from  evecy  aoniee^  be 
should,  theoretically  speaking,  have  no 
objection  to  such  a  tax;  and  he  wonld 
even  eo  the  length  dT  emessiiig  his 
oonvictkm  that  its  imposition  would 
confer  henefit  on  the  country.  But  then 
he  was  met  by  this  difficulty— 4hat  such 
a  change  in  our  system  must  lead  to  an 
act  of  great  injustice  to  those  who  had 
invested  capital  in  a  particular  manner  on 
thepledge  of  the  Legislature  that  Uieydundd 
not  he  subjected  to  this  act  of  taxatkm* 
He  once  expressed  the  opinion,  and  he  still 
retained  that  opinion,  that  an  Ineom^tax, 
properiy  levied  and  applied,  was  one  turn 
whteh  much  advanta^  aecrued;  hot  in 
making  of  it,  if  he,  indeed,  redfy^  meant 
that,  the  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  forget 
that  the  system  under  which  tids  tax  hftd 
been  formerly  levied  was  aholidied««-tibat 
the  voice  of  the  country  was  raised  against 
the  propriety  of  attempting  to  aoooomlish 
the  object  which  it  was  proposed  to  emst ; 
and  he  was  not  therefore,  prepared  toinfliet 
upon  the  country  the  injustice  which  must 
result  firom  a  new  imnosition  c^  the  Pro* 
perty-tax.  His  complaint  then  was»  that 
they  were  called  upon  to  go  into  a  Com* 
mittee,  without  any  defined  notion  of  what 
was  desired— with  a  conviction  on  hia 
mind  that  of  four  or  five  plans  which  nii|^ 
be  proposed,  three  or  four  were  unjust,  and 
one  only  whidi  would  be  just,  impraeticableb 
He  had  one  more  remark  to  mik»  on  the 
unwillingness  which  it  was  asserted  the  G»< 
vemment  displayed  on  the  subject  on  whidi 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  lor  Wor- 
cester was  founded.  It  was  imposdUe  tat 
him  to  say  any  thing  in  addition  to  what 
had  been  said  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer).  He  would 
only  refer  to  the  acts  of  the  Government 
for  the  four  or  five  years  during  which  they 
held  office,  to  give  the  most  convincing 
denial  to  the  assertion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lambeth.     [Mr.  HaiPts : 
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2  iMuB  no  fliidb  cbdfgo  AgBiiiit  w6  Orovm«> 
flient.]  He  was  glad  to  find  that  be 
iabonved  under  a  mistaken  impreadany 
when  he  suppoted  th^t  his  hon^Friend^  the 
Member  for  Lambethj  had  thrown  out  such 
an  insinuation  against  the  Government. 
He  might,  however,  he  thought,  take  it  for 
granted  that  it  was  a  correct  interpretation 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  words  to  saf ,  that  in 
those  taxes  which  the  Grovernment  had  re- 
pealed, more  attention  was  paid  to  those 
which  pressed  on  the  rich  than  those  which 
weighed  down  the  poor.  Now,  he  would 
Just  rdfer  to  a  list  of  some  of  the  taxes 
which  had  been  abolished,  in  order  to  show 
how  ungrounded  such  an  assertion  must,  on 
consideration,  be  held.  Were  the  taxes  on 
printed  cottons,  on  slates,  on  candles,tile8,ma- 
rine  insurances,  fire  insurances,  on  farming 
stock,  on  travellers,  clerks,  shopmen,  the 
hoQse-tax,  and  a  variety  of  others,  besides 
the  reduction  which  they  had  efi^ted  in 
the  Customs*  duties,  to  the  amount  of 
400,0002.  or  500,000/.  per  annum — were 
all  these,  he  repeated,  taxes  which  pressed 
on  the  rich  and  not  on  the  poor.  The 
principle  on  which  the  Government  pro- 
ceeded, in  the  reduction  and  abolition  of 
taxes,  was  the  necessity  of  relieving  the 
poorer  classes  as  much  as  possible  from 
direct  taxation,  and  of  reducing,  as  far  as 
was  compatible  with  the  exigencies  of  the 
State,  all  those  taxes  which  pressed  heavily 
en  produotive  industry,  the  removal  of 
which  would  give  additional  means  for  the 
employment  of  labour,  and  consequently, 
cause  an  increase  of  labourers'  wages.  All 
this,  kurdy,  proved  that  they  were  notin- 
difierent  to  (he  wants  or  the  claims  of  the 
poor ;  and,  as  far  as  his  humble  voice  could 
go,  in  seconding  tl^e  efforts  of  a  noble  Friend 
of  his,  no  longer  a  Member  of  that  House, 
it  was  uniformly  exerted  in  seconding  the 
adoption  of  those  principles  which  he  had 
laid  down  for  his  guidance  many  years  ago, 
$md  an  adherence  to  which  was,  he  lelt 
convinced,  conducive  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  country^*^It  was,  therefore,  because 
he  considered  that  aU  that  could  be  done  to 
effect  one  of  the  objects  of  the  Motion, 
namely  to  itotice  the  burthens  of  the  indus- 
trious classes,  would  be  affected  by  the  Go- 
vernment, whilst  the  other  the  imposition 
of  undefined  taxes  upon  property  or 
income,  was  either  dangerous  or  impossible 
that  he  should  oppose  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee,  and  urge  the  House  to  leave 
the  subject  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive 
Government. 
Mr.  iVaae- amidst  cries  of  qnestion" 


top[)orted  the  Motion  for  a  CommiKlee  of 
Inquiry  into  the  present  system  of  Tatatiott 
in  this  country.  That  Motion  did  not 
suggest  the  adoption  of  either  a  Property 
or  an  Income-tax,  and  thereftire  it  Was  not 
necessary  fat  him  to  enter  into  an  advocacy 
of  either  of  those  systems  of  taxation.  To 
a  Property-tax,  however,  he  was  favorable, 
beiog  satisfied  that  it  might  be  divested  of 
that  inquisitorial  character  which  had  ibr- 
merly  been  a  ground  of  objection  to  it,  aiid 
because  he  was  convinced,  that  as  the 
working  classes,  especially  in  the  north  of 
Eneland,  amongst  Whom  knowledge  was 
daify  spreading,  could  now  distinguish 
between  direct  and  indirect  taxation,  to 
that  system  of  taxation  in  order  to  raise  the 
revenue  the  House  must  eventually  come. 
He  supported  the  Motion  foir  inquiry  from 
the  anxiety  which  he  felt  to  relieve  the 
industry  of  the  country  ftom  the  unequal 
comparative  burdens  which  pressed  upon 
it,  and  under  the  conviction  in  his  own 
mind  that  a  saving  in  the  expentes  of 
collection  might  be  eflRscted  of  between 
3,000,000/L  and  4,000,000/.  annually,  by 
the  adoption  (instead  of  the  present  system) 
of  a  well-arranged  Property-tax.  In  odtti" 
elusion,  he  bagged  to  deny  the  astertiott 
that  the  Property*tax  had  been  abandoiied 
in  obedience  to  the  wi^es  of  the  bulk  of 
tlie  people  of  this  country.  At  present 
there  was  a  general  wirii  for  such  a  tax, 
and  he  was  satisfied  as  large  a  tax  as  vras 
necessary  might  be  raised  without  difficulty 
or  inconvenience. 

Mr.  George  F*  Yomg  confessed  that  he 
was  one  of  Uiose  heretics  to  whom  reference 
bad  been  made  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  m  the  coulrsi6 
of  his  speech  this  evening.  He  conceived 
that  if  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend^  the 
Member  for  Worcester  had  in  terms  ex« 
pressed  the  substitution  of  a  Property-tax 
for  ihe  present  system  of  unequal  taxation, 
it  would  even  then  have  been  a  fahr  tod 
rational  mode  of  settling  the  question  fay 
reference  of  its  consideration  to  a  Select 
Committee.  The  Motion  contdned  no  sodi 
terms,  and  was  not  therefore  open  to  ob- 
jection on  that  ground.  From  the  quota- 
tion which  had  been  made  from  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  on  the  25th  March, 
1 8S0,  he  (Mr.  Young)  should  have  supposed 
him  to  have  been  &vorable  to  the  prrndple 
of  theadoption  of  a  Property-tax,  and  (ihough 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  qualified  that 
speech  and  the  expressions  it  contained,  he 
woold  not  taunt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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with  a  diange  in  his  sentiments  upon  that 
suhfect.  He  should  support  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Memher  for  Worcesteri 
contenting  himself  with  observing,  that  the 
Property-tax  was  repealed  in  1815  in  con- 
sequence of  the  outcry  raised  bylhe  payers 
of  that  tax  who  were  the  rich.  By  the 
same  class  the  out-cry  against  its  re-imposi- 
tion  was  now  raised,  and  the  demand  in  its 
favour  was  by  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
community,  whom  it  was  erroneous  to 
charge  as  having  been  parties  soliciting  its 
former  repeal. 

Mr.  Goulburti  did  not  rise  to  prolong  the 
present  discussion,  and  was  only  induDod  to 
offer  an  observation  in  consequence  of  what 
had  just  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  last  addressed  the  House.  He 
must,  however,  first  remark  that  he  still 
retained  the  same  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
subject  of  a  Property-tax  which  he  had 
expressed  on  the  occasion  of  the  discussion 
on  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  P.  Thomson)  in  1830,  and  as  he 
resisted  such  a  motion  as  the  present  then, 
so  should  he  resist  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  now.  He  stated  at 
that  time  his  views  of  the  consequences  that 
must  result  from  acceding  to  such  a  motion 
as  that  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
so  inquire  into  l^e  general  taxation  of  the 
country.  He  had  then  stated  the  strong 
feeling  he  entertained  as  to  the  confusion 
which  must  ensue  from  a  return  to  the 
system  of  a  Property-tax.  He  had  then 
fluluded  to,  and  pointed  out,  the  qpecula- 
tions  which  would  arise,  and  the  losses  to 
which  every  class  of  the  trading  conmiunity 
would  be  subjected  owing  to  the  uncertainty 
as  to  what  tax  would  be  repealed  and  what 
continued,  until  the  system  was  brought  to 
a  final  settlement  He  retained  those  sen. 
timents  still,  and  in  conformity  to  them  he 
should  oppose  the  present  Motion,  as  he  had 
done  that  propounded  in  1830  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  present  Motion  was  distinct  from  a 
Property«tax ;  but  such  clearly  was  not  the 
fact,  because  every  hon.  Member  who  had 
spoken  upon  it  dwelt  on  it  as  connected 
duectly  with  a  Property-tax.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tynemouth  had  contended 
that  when  the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Property- tax  was  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament,  it  was  carried  by  the  in- 
fluence of  the  wealthy  and  rich  portions  of 
the  community.  This  he  denied,  for  he 
well  remembered  that  the  agitation  of  the 
question  did  not  originate  with  those  who 
were  usually  termed  the  rich  aristocracy  of 
the  country,  but  with  an  individual  who 


avowed  himself  and  was  genterally  acknow. 
ledged  to  be  the  advocate  of  popular  in* 
terests— he  meant  the  late  Lord  Chancellor 
of  England,  Lord  Brougham.  He  suc- 
ceeded, and  it  was  therefore  erroneous  to 
suppose  that  the  repeal  of  the  Property-tax 
was  the  act  of  the  aristocracy.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  G.  Young)  was  not  then  in 
Parliament,  and,  of  course,  did  not  hear  as 
he  did,  the  speeches  then  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  against  this  tax,  week  after 
week,  and  month  after  month.  The  argu- 
ments employed  against  it  were,  that  it 
threw  impediments  in  the  way  of  trade  and 
commerce,  and  interfered  most  injuriously 
with  the  industry  of  the  labouring  classes. 
How  came  it  to  pass,  then,  that  at  that 
time  this  tax  was  selected  as  the  one  most 
desirable  to  be  removed,  notwithstanding 
the  variety  of  other  taxes  that  pressed. upon 
industry?  It  certainly  was  not  in  de- 
ference to  the  wishes  of  the  higher  classes. 
He  fully  concurred  in  what  was  said  upon 
the  present  occasion,  that,  if  imposed  aeain» 
it  should  apply  alike  to  all  parts  of  the 
empire,  to  Irdand  as  well  as  to  England* 
He  still  continued  of  the  same  opinion 
which  he  expressed  upon  a  former  occasion, 
that  the  task  of  inquiring  and  determining 
what  taxes  it  would  be  most  advisable  to 
repeal,  or  to  alter,  or  to  provide  substitutes 
for,  belonged  to  the  Government,  and  not 
to  a  Committee.  To  refer  such  a  questioi\ 
to  a  Committee  would  only  increase  the 
difficulties.  On  these  grounds  he  should 
oppose  the  Motion.  , 
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Mr.  Maxwell. 


40AINST. 

Mr.  Praed. 


Supply — Kingstown  Harbour.]  The 
House  went  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  Baring  moved  that  the  Sum  of 
19}7<^0/.  be  granted  for  the  improvement 
of  the  harbour  of  Kingstown^  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Pryme  objected  to  a  grant  on  such 
grounds.  Why  diould  a  local  purpose  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  general  funds?  In 
England^  where  an  undertaking  of  that 
nature  was  beneficial^  capitalists  were 
always  ready  to  undertake  it.  If  not  be. 
neficial^  it  ought  not  to  be  undertaken  at  alL 

Mr.  Ruthven  supported  the  grant  He 
would  not  grudge  300,000/,  if  it  were  re- 
quired^ to  keep  up  the  communication  be- 
tween Ireland  and  this  country. 

Mr.  Finn  adverted  to  sums  of  50^000^ 
and  60^000/.  extracted  from  the  Royal 
domains  in  Ireland^  and  applied  to  local 
purposes  in  England.  What  were  all  the 
improvements  at  Charing-Cross^  and  Re- 
gent  Streetj  but  local  improvements^  made 
at  the  general  expense.  When  it  was 
known  that  5,000,000/,  out  of  12,000»000/. 
of  Irish  revenue  were  spent  in  this  country 
he  thought  that  such  a  sum  as  that  now 
proposed  ought  not  to  be  grudged. 

Lord  Sandon  could  not  have  agreed  to 
the  grant,  if  it  had  been  strictly  lood ;  but 
considering  that  it  was  for  the  improvement 
of  one  of  the  great  means  of  communica- 
tion between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
it  should  meet  with  his  support. 

Mr.  Chapman  supported  the  Motion.  It 
was  to  be  placed  in  the  same  category  as 
the  Breakwater  at  Plymouth. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Banquettino  Hall.]  Mr.  Baring 
moved,  that  7,665/.  be  granted  to  defray 
the  charge  of  finishing  the  interior  of 
WhitehaU-chapd. 

Mr.  WarburioH  said,  that  it  would  be 
in  exceeding  ill  taste  to  persevere  in  using 
as  a  chapel  a  building  which  Inigo  Jones 
has  designed  for  a  banquetting-hall,  and 
which  Rubens*s  paintings  could  not  fail  to 
remind  the  visitors  was  not  intended  for  a 
place  of  worship.  If  the  building  was  to 
be  restored  to  the  condition  in  which  it 
was  in  the  time  of  Charles  Ist,  he  should 
not  object  to  the  grant;  but  he  should 
oppose  it,  if  it  were  intended  again  to  fit 
up  the  place  as  a  chapel. 

Mr.  Ewart  agreed,  that  the  associations 
connected  with  the  place,  and  converting 
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it  into  a  chapel,  were  incongraous,  and 
suggested  that  it  should  be  turned  into  a 
puhuc  library,  a  concert-room  or  picture- 
gallery,  or  any  other  useful  public  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  Fronds  Baring  said,  thatjthe  estimate 
was  framed  for  the  purpose  of  fitting  up  the 
interior  as  a  chapel ;  what  would  be  the 
expense  or  utility  of  fitting  it  up  as  a 
banquetting-hall  he  did  not  blow. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  said,  that  it 
had  been  used  as  a  chapel  from  the  time 
of  the  burning  down  of  the  original 
Whitehall-hall  chapel  in  the  reign  of 
William  Srd.  and  its  having  been  lately 
shut  up,  had  been  a  great  inconvenience  to 
the  respectable  inhabitants  of  the  vicinity. 
A  larger  estimate  than  the  sum  moved  for 
had  been  given  in  to  the  Treasury,  for 
which  more  ornamental  improvements 
would  be  obtained,  and  he  regretted  that  it 
was  not  proposed  to  gtant  the  largest  sum. 

Major  Beauderk  said,  he  would  object 
to  the  grant,  if  the  chapel  were  not  made 
accessible  to  the  poor  of  the  vicinity.  He 
would  suggest,  that  half  of  this  chapel, 
which  was  to  be  fitted  up  from  the  public 
funds,  should  be  devoted  to  free  seats  for 
the  poor.. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  agreed  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  hon.  and  gsolant  Member's  su^ 
gestion,  but  could  not,  without  more  con* 
sideration  agree  to  the  amount  of  space  he 
had  named ;  but  if  he  would  leave  the  matter 
in  his  hands,  he  pledged  himself  that  a  pro- 
per proportion  of  freeseatsshould  be  reserved. 

Major  Beauderk  had  no  objection  to 
leave  the  matter  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's bands. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  he  should  divide 
the  Committee  against  the  grant,  rince  it 
was  to  be  applied  to  making  the  building  a 
chapel. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Resolu- 
tion.   Ayes  1 16 ;  Noes  24 :  Majority  92. 


lAsi 

Bowring,  Dr. 
BuUer,  C. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
DiUwyn,L.W. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finn,  W. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gully,  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Maxwell,  J. 
Oliphant,  L. 
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of  the  Noes. 

Pease,  J. 
Potter,  R.    . 
Sheldon,  £. 
Spiers,  A.  G. 
thornley,  T. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W.  L. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  M. 

TELLER. 

Warburton,  H. 
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HoTTBEs  OF  Pabliamsnt.!  On  the 
Motion,  thai  the  sum  o[^flo6t  should  be 
granted  to  his  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
charge  for  providing  temporary  accommoda- 
tion for  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 

Mr.  H.  B.  Curteis  considered  44,000/L 
for  building  this  and  the  other  miserable 
House  of  Parliament  most  enormous;  and 
he  strongly  protested  against  it. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  said,  that  the  actual 
estimate  for  the  buildings  was  only  S0,000/. 
the  remainder  being  for  furniture  and 
other  necessary  articles.  The  very  short 
time  allowed  for  restoring  the  build- 
ings, unavoidably  increased  the  expense; 
and,  under  all  the  circumstances,  he 
thought  the  country  had  no  reason  to  quar- 
rel with  the  charge. 

Mr.  Herbert  B»  Curteis  considered  the 
charge  for  furniture  to  be  most  scandalously 
extravagant.  The  country  was  called  upon 
to  pay  upwards  of  10,000/.  for  nothing 
but  a  parcel  of  deal  tables  and  a  few  rusty 
old  chairs.  He  would  undertake  to  prove 
that  the  whole  of  the  furniture  never  cost 
80  much  as  2,000/. 

Mr.  French  thought  that  if  the  charges 
were  extravi^snt,  the  present  Government 
at  least  could  not  be  blamed  for  it. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  asrared  the  hon. 
"Member  (Mr.  Curteis)  that  if  he  would 
call  for  the  accounts  he  would  see  that  he 
was  in  error  as  to  the  supposed  extravagant 
nature  of  the  charges. 

Mr.  Tulk  regarded  the  charges  as  much 
too  high.  A  splendid  and  magnificent 
building  had  been  recently  erected  in  Bir- 
mingham, capable  of  affording  every  pos- 
sible accommodation  for  a  larger  number 
of  people,  than  to  the  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  at  an  expense  not 
exceeding  22,000/. 

Dr.  Bowring  complained  of  the  want  of 
accommodationfor  theCommittees  that  were 
now  sitting. 

The  CnanceUor  rf  the  Exchequer  ad- 
mitted the  inconvenience  spoken  oi  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  but,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  no  fault  could  attach 
to  the  Government,  whether  the  present 
or  any  other,  either  on  that  account  or  on 
account  of  the  expenses.  The  necessity  of 
providing  immediate  accommodation  to  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament,  put  every  other 
consideration  out  of  view.  The  gentleman 
who  superintended  the  restoration  of  the 
buildings  was  a  man  in  whom  the  greatest 
confidence  could  be  placed. 

Mr.  George  F.  ybun^  wished  to  be  inform^ 
ed  whether  the  Government  had  taken  any 


steps  with  respect  to  tlie  erection  of  a  new 
House  of  Commons.  The  Report  of  the 
Committee  had  been  made  upwards  of  a 
fortnight ;  and  he  thought  that  no  time 
should  be  lost  in  actine  upon  it. 

The  Chancellor  oftne  Exchequer  begged ' 
to  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  notice 
had  already  been  given  of  a  motion  for  an 
address  to  the  Crown  on  that  subject. 

The  Resolution  was  agreed  to*  and 
several  other  grants  were  made. 

The  Univebsitibs.]  On  the  next 
vote,  of  2,000/.  for  salaries  and  allowances 
to  certain  Professors  of  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  being  put, 

Mr.  Tooke  said,  that  he  should  certainly 
oppose  any  grant  of  the  kind  until  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  had  the  privileges  accord- 
ed to  it  which  it  had  so  long  and  so  justly 
demanded. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  the  Members  of 
the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
paid  three  times  more  to  the  public  m 
the  shape  of  taxes  than  they  received  as 
grants. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sud» 
the  question  of  the  Claims  of  thepissenten 
to  University  privileges,  to  which  he  was 
decidedly  favourable,  was  in  his  opinion 
too  large  and  important  a  Question  to 
be  dedded  incidentally  by  a  vote  of  this 
nature. 

Mr.  Pease  supported  the  grant. 

Mr.  Tooke  sua,  that  it  was  not  because 
the  Universities  refused  admission  to  the 
Dissenters,  but  because  they  endeavoured  to 
prevent  the  London  University  from  hav- 
ing a  charter;  that  he  proposed  that  the 
grant  should,  for  the  present,  be  suspended, 
but  not  altogether  abolished.  He  would 
divide  the  Committee  on  the  Question,  that 
the  Grant  be  for  the  present  suspended. 

The  Committee  divided — Ayes  86; 
Noes  3 ;  Majority  83. 

The  House  resumed, 

CrviL  Coubt6Bill(Irelaki))  Changb 
IN  PBOCEsniKOsn  C)n  the  Motion  that 
the  Civil  Courts  iKill  (Ireland)  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  Lynch  moved,  that  it  be  referred  to 
a  select  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  tot,  and  Committee  named. 

Mr.  Gouwum  thought  this  Committee 
too  numerous,  it  was  almost  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  if  the  Bill  was  to 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  it  should 
not  be  a  one-sided  Committee. 
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Sir  James  Oraham  Baid>  be  obseired 
with  regret  a  novel  and  mischieyous  pro- 
oeeding  of  late  growing  up  in  the  House^ 
of  departing  from  the  usaal  and  proper 
practice  of  discussing  the  principle  of  Bills 
on  the  second  reading.  It  was  said^  do  not 
discuss  the  principle  of  this  Bill  now  as  it 
is  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee  up  stairs. 
The  consequence  of  referring  important 
Bills  to  Committees  of  that  kind  (of  the 
present  Bill  he  knew  nothings  but  it  seemed 
from  the  remarks  of  the  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Lynch),  who  ought  to  be  considered 
good  authority  on  the  point,  that  it  was 
a  very  important  one),  was  that  the  Select 
Committee  would  decide  upon  it,  and  the 
House  and  the  country  would  hear  no  more 
of  it  till  it  became  a  law.  That  was  a  bad 
practice,  and  he  called  on  the  Government 
not  to  overlook  a  consideration  of  that 
nature* 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  6aid> 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  a  good  one.  It  was  certainly  im- 
portant that  such  a  Bill  be  deliberately  and 
dispassionately  considered,  and  the  more 
fairly  the  Ck>nunittee  was  selected^  the  more 
likely  was  it  that  it  would  receive  just  de- 
liberation. He  thought  it  better  that  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  on  the  pre- 
tent  Bill  should  be  postponed. 

The  Speaker  said,  after  the  judicious 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he 
would  observe  that  a  material  change  in 
conducting  the  business  of  the  House  was 
gradually  taking  place ;  and  he  would  not 
say  that  it  was  a  change  for  the  better. 
No  doubt,  from  the  great  pressure  of  busi- 
ness, some  alteration  might  be  necessary ; 
but  then  that  alteration  should  be  made 
after  the  deliberate  consideration  of  those 
best  qualified  to  decide  on  it.  By  not  tak- 
ing such  Question  into  consideration  as 
formerly,  precedents  were  established  and 
followed  from  time  to  time,  imd  a  total 
change  of  practice  gradually  took  place: 
a  course  which  must  be  deprecated,  as  cal- 
culated to  countenance  dangerous  prece. 
dents,  and  afiect  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  insensibly,  but  surely. 

The  appointment  of  the  Committee  post- 
poned. 


■#»»»#i»p»<w<»  ■ 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Monday i  June  15,  1835. 

Mnrotsa.]  Petitknispraiented.  By  theDttkeorsoTRKR. 
LAND  and  the  Efttlof  RoSBtTif,  ftoni  four  Plflfltf,-4n 
fkvour  of.— «iui  by  the  Bavl  of  RonuAf ,  firom  SUrtioir. 
atfaioft  a  Anther  Gnut  for  Building  Churoh«  in  ScoClaiuL 


.-By  the  BUiop  of  LomxMr  and  •  Noblv  Pinn  ftom 
MvenI  PlieB^«gfelu»tllo«rtDKBe«rto  be  drank  on  thn 
FiemlMi  of  fieaMbopa»*-B7  the  Duke  of  SomxEUkMDft 
firom  AberdMO,  tat  a  Law  toprsveat  Clandestine  Emi- 
gration* 

Nsw  HouBSs  OF  Pablxakbnt.^  The 
Earl  of  Rosslyn  after  referring  to  Reports 
of  the  Select  Committee  appointed  ^  to 
inquire  into  the  best  plan  for  re-building 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  which  was 
laid  on  their  Lordships'  Table  on  the  12th 
instant,  moved  that  the  Resolutions  agreed 
to  by  that  Committee,  should  be  read 
seriatim.    They  wers  read  accordingly  as 

follows  :«— 

Resolred.  ->  That  the  Committee  are  of 
opinion  that  it  is  expedient  that  the  designs 
for  the  rebuilding  of  the  Houses  of  PaHiament 
should  be  left  open  to  general  oompetitton. 

That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  the 
style  of  the  buildings  should  be  either  Gothic 
or  £liiabethan« 

That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  a 
lithographic  plan  should  be  made  of  West- 
minster Hall,  and  of  the  premises  adjoining 
shewing  the  entire  area  to  be  occupied  by  the 
intended  new  buildings,  and  includilig  the 
space  to  be  gained  by  the  intended  embank- 
ment  of  the  river. 

That  the  Committee  afe  of  opinion  that  the 
plans  shooM  be  delivered  into  the  oiBce  of  the 
Woods  and  Boildmgs  at  Whitehall  oa  or  he« 
fore  the  1  st  of  November  next. 

That  the  Committee  concur  in  the  Resolu* 
tion  of  the  House  of  Commons^  that  a  premium 
of  500/.  should  be  given  to  each  of  the  parties 
whose  plans  shall  be  recommended  oy  the 
Commissioners^  and  that  the  successfbl  com* 
petitor  shall  not  be  considered  as  having 
necessarily  a  claim  to  be  intrusted  with  the 
execution  of  the  work,  but^  if  not  so  employed^ 
that  he  shall  receive  an  additional  reward  of 
1,000/. 

That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion^  that  all 
designs  should  be  executed  on  one  scale-^ 
namelv,  of  twenty  feet  to  an  inch ;  and  that 
DO  coloured  drawing  of  any  kind  should  be 
received,  nor  any  nets^iective  ones,  save  such 
as  shall  be  taken  mm  situations  selected  and 
specified  on  the  lithographic  plan  to  be  de* 
hvered  to  the  parties. 

That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  all 
persons  wishing  to  furnish  plaiTs  for  rebuild* 
mg  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  should, 
on  application  to  the  0£Sce  of  the  Woods  and 
Works  Department  in  Whitehall  Place,  be 
furnished,  on  the  payment  of  1/.,  with  a  copy 
of  the  Resolutions  of  the  Rebuilding  Com« 
mittee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  with  a 
copy  of  the  evidence  relative  to  the  proposed 
accommodation  of  the  two  Houses,  and  of  the 
offices  and  other  buildings  therennto  belong- 
ing, and  with  a  copv  of  the  specified  measure* 
ments,  and  of  the  lithographic  plan  on  which 
is  pointed  out  the  ground  destined  as  the  site 
for  the  above-mentioned  buildings. 
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That  the  Committee  are  of  opiDion,  that  in 
order  to  save  any  unnecessary  delay  in  pro- 
curing the  plans,  or  unnecessary  trouble  and 
expense  to  the  parties  furnishing  them,  it 
should  not  be  required  that  any  estimate 
should  accompany  a  design ;  and  should  the 
Commissioners,  on  consideration,  deem  an 
estimate  necessary  to  guide  their  decision, 
any  party  called  upon  to  furnish  it  should 
receive  compensation  should  his  plan  be  ulti- 
mately rejected. 

'  That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that 
yr'iih  the  lithographic  plan  there  should  be 
given  a  specification  of  the  general  accommoda- 
tion required,  of  the  dimensions  of  the  prin- 
cipal offices,  of  the  number  of  persons  which 
either  House  of  Parliament'  should  be  calcu- 
lated to  hold  on  the  floor,  of  the  space  to  be 
allowed  for  each  Member,  and  a  description 
of  the  form  of  each  House,  so  hx  as  may 
have  been  determined  by  the  respective  Com- 
mittees. 

That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  the 
statement  annexed  hereto,  ot  the  proposed 
dimensions  of  the  rooms  and  offices  required 
for  conducting  the  necessary  business  of  the 
House  should  be  adopted. 

That  in  the  specification  of  the  several 
measurements  which  have  been  adopted,  the 
Committee  have  had  it  in  view  to  afford  a 
general  guidance  to  the  architects  in  pre- 
paring their  plans,  without  intending  to  limit 
them  to  the  precise  dimensions  prescribed  for 
each  room,  with  the  understanding,  however, 
that  the  several  areas  should  not  in  general  be 
less  than  the  sizes  specified. 

That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  the 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  should  have  an  official 
residence  within  the  walb  of  the  proposed 
building,  and  that  it  should  contain  a  place  of 
confinement  for  the  persons  committed  to  his 
custody. 

That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  in 
order  more  effectually  to  secure  a  correct  de- 
cision upon  the  merits  of  the  several  plans,  it 
is  expeaient  that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty,  beseeching  him  to  ap- 
point five  Commissioners  to  examine  and  re- 
port generally  to  the  Committees  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  upon  the  plans  offered 
by  the  competitors ;  ana  that  such  Commis- 
sioners shall  select  and  classify  such  of  the 
plans,  being  not  less  than  three,  or  more  than 
five,  in  number,  as  shall  seem  to  them  most 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  Committee,  and 
shall  state,  if  required,  to  the  respective  Com- 
mittees, the  grounds  upon  which  the  pro- 
Jiriety  of  such  selection  and  classification  is 
bunded,  and  that  the  plans  to  be  submitted 
to  the  Commissioners  shall  be  delivered  into 
the  Office  of  Woods  and  Buildings,  on  or  be- 
fore the  1st  of  November  next. 

That  it  appears  to  this  Committee  to  be  ex- 
pedient that  the  said  Commissioners  so  to  be 
appointed,  shall  make  their  Report  of  the 

Slans  selected  by  them,  on  or  before  the  20th 
ay  of  January  next. 


Houae  of  hMt  and  its  Officet.—Propo$ed  Ac^ 
comnwdation,     Houae  of  Lords. 

That  the  House  should  be  capable  of  con- 
taining 300  Peers  on  the  floor,  two  feet  being 
allowed  for  each  Peer;  and  that  the  space 
occupied  by  each  row  of  benches  should  not 
be  less  than  three  feet.  That  the  same  space 
be  allowed  below  the  Bar,  and  for  the  Throne, 
as  was  allowed  in  the  House  now  occupied  by 
the  House  of  Commons.  Tliat  the  breadth  of 
any  new  House  to  be  erected  should  be  such 
as  to  admit  of  one  row  of  benches  on  each 
side,  in  addition  to  those  which  existed  in  the 
room  lately  occupied  by  this  House,  now  oc- 
cupied by  the  House  of  Commons.  That  a 
Lobby  be  provided  for  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  other  persons  wait- 
ing to  be  called  in,  of  not  less  than  about 
forty  feet  by  thirty,  opposite  the  centre  of  the 

Ceat  door,  and  a  Hall  outside  of  the  said 
>bby.  That  a  passage  be  provided  leading 
round  the  outside  of  the  House,  and  communi- 
cating with  the  Lobbies  and  the  gangways  in 
the  House.  * 

The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  begged  to  ob- 
serve,  that  he  thought  that  the  space  allotted 
for  the  House  was  not  sufiident  for  the  ac« 
oommodation  of  their  Lordships.  It  was 
agreed,  he  believed,  that  the  accommoda- 
tion proposed  should  be  sufficient  for  500 
persons  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  Re  saw 
no  provision  respecting  galleries  for  their 
Lordships,  and  he  hoped  there  would  be 
none,  for  nothing  could  be  more  incon* 
venient  than  these  galleries.  According  to 
the  measurement  given  for  the  House,  he 
found  that  there  would  not  be  more  than 
two  feet  allowed  for  a  sitting  space,  which 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  agree 
-^ith  him  was  not  large  enough  for  con- 
venient accommodation.  Upon  the  division 
V)n  the  Reform  Bill,  which  he  believed  was 
the  lai^st  remembered  in  that  House,  the 
numbers  present  were  278.  Since  then 
there  had  been  a  considerable  accession  to 
their  numbers;  and,  therefore,  he  should 
suggest  that  there  should  be  an  increase  of 
three  inches  on  the  space  of  two  feet  now 
proposed  to  he  allotted.  This  was  his  first 
proposition,  by  way  of  amendment  His 
next  was^  that  some  larger  space  should  be 
allotted  below  the  Bar,  and  in  front  of  the 
Throne,  for  the  accommodation  of  their 
Lordships'  sons  and  other  gentlemen.  The 
gangways  near  the  Throne  were  exceed- 
ing^  narrow,  and  had  oflen  been  found  to 
he  very  inconvenient;  he  should,  therefore^ 
propose  to  alter  the  words  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  instead  of  saying,  "as  large  a 
space  as  before,"  he  should  propose  the 
words  be  "  larger  than  before." 
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The  Earl  of  Rotshpi  explained  thftt  both 
these  matters  had  been  the  subject  of  con- 
sideration^  and  that  considerable  inconveni- 
ence would  arise  from  the  proposed  increase 
in  the  sixe  of  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  Maimesbury  would  not 
press  his  objection  with  respect  to  the  space 
to  be  allotted  to  each  Peer;  but  he  should 
persbt  in  his  second  object^  that  of  enlarging 
the  space  between  the  Throne  and  the  Bar. 
Much  inconvenience  was  experienced  when 
divisions  took  place^  in  which  some  noble 
Lords  did  not  wish  to  join^  and  who,  there- 
fore,  retired  behind  the  Woolsack.  On 
such  oocasionsy  the  space,  in  the  old  House, 
had  been  most  inconveniently  crowded. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdomn  said,  the 
Committee  had  fixed  on  the  minmum  of 
space  as  a  direction  to  the  architect  that 
the  House  and  its  avenues  should  not  be 
smaller  than  was  described  in  the  Report. 
He  conceived  that  it  would  be  better  to 
submit  to  a  little  inconvenience  on  one  or 
two  occasions,  rather  than  interfere  with 
what  had  been  done  after  mature  considera- 
tion. In  his  opinion,  the  space  proposed 
to  be  allowed  between  the  Throne  and  the 
Woolsack  was  sufficiently  large  for  every 
useful  purpose.  Indeed,  conversations  fre- 
quently took  place  behind  the  Woolsack, 
which  must  have  the  effect  of  distracting 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  attention,  and  he  was 
not  anxious  to  afford  additional  facilities 
for  such  a  practice.  It  was  necessary  to 
proceed?  as  speedily  as  possible  in  order  to 
give  architects  time  to  prepare  their  plans, 
and  also  time  for  the  due  consideration  of 
those  plans.  It  was  proposed,  that  five 
Commissioners  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  to  whom  all  the  plans  sent  in  should 
be  referred.  From  these  a  few  should  be 
selected,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  who  were  to 
decide  ultimately  on  that  which  appeared 
to  be  the  most  eligible.  Although  neither 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
nor  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  decided  on 
the  fmueimum  or  minimum  of  expense,  yet 
he  could  assure  their  Lordships,  that  that 
subject  had  not  escaped  the  attention  of 
either  Committee.  It  should  not  go  forth, 
that  though  the  Legislature  were  prepared 
to  act  wiUi  due  liberality  in  raising  a  pile 
worthy  of  the  country,  they  would  not 
adhere  to  a  system  of  strict  economy  on 
this  as  on  other  occasions.  A  due  regard 
to  the  expense  would  form  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal ingredients  in  the  ultimate  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee,  when  the  plans 
were  submitted  to  thenu 


*The  Earl  of  Midmathury  was  still  of 
opinion,  that  a  greater  space  should  be 
allowed  between  the  Throne  and  the  Wool- 
sack. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  the  noble  Earl 
seemed  to  ihmk  that  the  House  proposed 
to  be  built  would  be  too  small,  but  it  was 
possible  that  they  might  have  to  encounter 
the  opposite  inconvenience  if  they  greatly 
extended  the  plan — the  House  in  that  case 
might  be  too  large  for  the  transaction  of 
business.  A  very  large  hall  might  be 
splendid  to  look  at,  but  might  be  very  in- 
convenient for  the  performance  of  legisla- 
tive dudes.  There  was  one  point  which 
his  noUe  Friend,  the  President  of  the 
Council,  had  suggested  to  him  that  every 
one  must  admit  to  be  worthy  of  serious 
consideration.  He  alluded  to  the  expense. 
He  would  not  be  niggardly  in  the  grant 
that  ought  to  be  appropriated  to  this  pur- 
pose,  but  fair  and  just  economy  ought  to 
form  an  element  in  the  consideration  of 
this  subject.  He  would,  ceteris  parihus, 
have  the  work  executed  on  the  least  ex- 
pensive plan.  They  ought,  while  they 
raised  a  bailding  properly  suited  to  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended,  to 
endeavour  at  the  same  time  to  suit  the 
public  pocket.  For  his  own  part  he  would 
rather  have  a  plain  building,  but  substan- 
tial and  good,  than  one  uiat  would  look 
fine  and  cost  but  little.  To  execute  public 
works  on  this  latter  plan  was  the  greatest 
blunder  that  ooiild  be  committed ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  system  of  competition  which 
was  to  be  adopted  on  the  present  occasion 
would  not  lead  to  such  a  result.  He  under- 
stood that  the  library  was  to  consist  of  two 
rooms.  Now,  he  certainly  should  prefer 
one  spacious,  lofty,  and  well-lighted  room. 
He  saw,  by  the  Report,  that  there  would 
be  in  and  about  the  House  between  100 
and  120  rooms,  besides  two  or  three  red- 
dences;  and  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  supposed,would  be  furnished  in  the 
same  proportion.  If  this  were  so,  it  would 
be  most  expensive,  and  would  besides  take 
a  very  long  time  before  the  buildings  could 
be  completed. 

The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  then  proposed 
the  words  *'  a  larger  space,'*  which  he  in- 
sisted ought  to  be  auiopted,  as  there  should 
be  space  enough  not  only  for  their  Lord, 
ships'  sons,  who  were  to  succeed  them,  but 
for  distinguished  foreigners. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklotp  thought  that  the 
erection  of  a  gallery  would  provide  for 
visitors  of  all  kinds  better  than  an  enlarge* 
ment  of  the  House. 
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The  Safl  of  limefici  was  of  qdoiont 
thai  there  should  be  acoonunodation  for 
the  Peons  of  Ireland  who  were  not  Peers 
of  Parliament 

Lord  Kenyon  proposed  to  refer  back  the 
matter  to  the  Committee 

The  Earl  of  Malmeshuiy  was  ready  to 
aoeede  to  that  proposal* 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdown  objected  to 
the  delay. 

Lord  Demntm  suggested  that  the  noble 
Earl  should  print  his^mendmcnt  and  cir^ 
eulate  it,  as  the  Resolutions  had  been  cir- 
eulated  amcmg  their  Lordships. 

The  Earl  of  Mcdmtabury  should  be 
willing  to  accede  to  the  proposal  but  for 
the  ol^ection  of  delay  raised  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite. 

The  Marquess  o{  Lansdown  said,  that 
the  debate  might  be  adjourned  till  to- 
morrow to  consider  of  the  matter  finally. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Earl  of 
Malmesbury's  Amendment,  Contents  25 ; 
not  Contents  30 ;  Majority  5. 

The  Resolutions  were  agreed  to ;  and  on 
the  Motion  of  Lord  fiosdyn,  an  Address 
to  the  King,  praying  his  Majesty  to  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  carry  them  into  effect, 
was  also  agreed  to» 

Spain— OmiBR  ik:  Counoil.]  The 
Marquess  of  Lcmdondeny  wished  to  put 
two  questions  to  the  noble  Viscount  (MeU 
bourne),  the  result  of  which,  he  felt, 
deeply  concerned  the  national  honour  and 
the  dearest  interests  ci  the  country,  and 
which  he  hoped  the  noUe  Viscount,  or 
some  noble  Locd  engaged  in  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Foreign  Afiairs^  was  prepared  to 
answer.  The  fint  was^  whether  the  recent 
Order  in  Coundl  issued  relative  to  the 
enlistment  of  British  subjeots  in  the  Spanish 
service  was  a  spontaneous  act  on  the  part 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  or  had  nu 
suited  from  any  especial  s^^cation  on  the 
part  of  aome  foreign  Power?  The  second 
was  a  still  more  important  point  to  be  well 
understood  by  the  British  public.  Their 
Lordships  were  well  aware  that  during  the 
short  period  in  which  his  noble  Friend, 
th6  Duke  of  Wellington,  held  the  Foreign 
Seals  he  had  effected  a  convention  between 
the  parties  then  engaged,  on  the  Spanish 
soil,  in  exteiminatbg  war&xe,  alike  credi- 
table to  bis  talents^  justice,  and  humanity, 
as  it  was  beneficial  to  the  country  deso- 
lated by  that  unhappy,  civil  strife.  He 
was  now  desiroiis  to  be  informed  whether 
the  benefits  which  had  been  so  happily 
pecured  to  the  native  cosuhatants  eoipiied 


in  this  protracted  struggtoj  by  the  merciful 
arrangements  so  prudently  and  admirably 
effected  by  Lord  Eliot's  mission,  were  al«> 
to  be  extended  to  the  indivMuals  wbo 
might  now  enlist  in  the  serviee  of  the 
Queen  of  Spain  under  the  suspension  of 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  by  the  new 
Order  in  Cooiv^il  ?  He  could  not  condude 
without  expressing  a  hope  that  the  im- 
portant political  consequences  of  the  step 
thus  taken  by  the  present  Administiatian 
would  yet  form  a  subject  of  deep  cm^ 
sideration  and  serious  discussion  in  that 
House. 

Viscount  Melbourne  had  no  hesitation 
in  affording  the  information  requested  fay 
the  NoUe  Marquess,  and  would  avow  that 
the  Order  in  Council  alluded  tc^  was  not 
a  spontaneous  ao^  but  was  issued  on 
application  of  the  Ambassador  of  her 
Majesty,  the  Queen  of  Spain,  He  fully 
concurred  in  the  eukgium  which  had  been 
pronounced  on  the  wisdom,  justice,  and 
humanity  that  characterised  the  policy  of 
the  noUe  Duke  lately  at  the  head  of 
Foreign  Affair^  with  respect  to  the  con- 
vention which  he  had  n^gociated  between 
the  parties  engaged  in  the  war  in  Spais^  and 
which  bad  ^en  carried  into  efiect  with 
such  prudence  and  judgment  fay  Lord  Eliot 
and  his  farother  Commissioner*  He  was 
happy  to  learn  that  the  convention  had  at 
once  been  carried  into  satisfactory  effect, 
and  had  already  been  productive  of  the  best 
oonsequences.  It  had  saved  the  lives  of 
several  hundred  persons  engaged  on  both 
sides  and  had  been  the  means  of  extending 
other  benefits  arising  out  of  its  mercifiu 
arrangements^  through  tJUat  distracted 
country.  It  was  fully  understood  that  the 
spirit  of  that  convention  would  re^ilale 
the  whole  of  the  war,  and  that  the  indi- 
viduals alluded  to  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  wesre  now  permitted  to  enlist  in  the 
service  of  the  Queen  of  Spainy  would  of 
course  be  included  in  any  protectioa  it 
might  be  able  to  afford. 

Lord  Brougham  declared,  thafche  also  was 
ready  to  cmicede  full  credit  to  the  aobb 
Duke  for  the  sincerity  of  his  vrisbea  to 
secure  the  ind^ndence  and  prosperity  of 
the  Peninsula,  as  well  as  for  tte  spirit  of 
benevolence  in  which  he  hi^  framed  the 
convention  for  the  exchange  of  prisoaess^ 
while  he  presided  over  thelate  B^^tiatioQi» 
He  fully  approved  of  what  had  hdsa  done 
to  soften  the  horrors  of  warfare  in  Spain 
and  Portugia^  and  oould  not  forbttr  in^ 
pressing  ou  their  Lordships  his  sense  of 

how  much  yet  reuained  to  he  eflntiA  in 
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a  riiular  vfkk  of  wise  and  ftactfic  inter- 
ventaon  to  iecure  the  extornal  pea^  and 
prosperity  of  those  countries  is  relation  to 
th»  intemvne  with  their  o^onies  in  the 
new  world*  He  could  wish  to  bdiold  khe 
spirit  of  thai  convention  carried  into  effect 
for  the  lenoval  of  all  existing  strife  and 
discoid  between  the  contending  parties  of 
the  old  and  the  new  worlds.  The  reduction 
of  the  independent  provinces  of  New  Spain 
was  now  utteriy  impussiUe  ;  and  it  would 
only  he  consistent  with  good  sense  and 
good  policy  to  obtain  a  recognition  of  the 
ract  on  all  hands  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
trosted  that  hb  Majesty's  Govemnient«  as 
well  as  that  of  Fraacey  would  not  fail  to 
take  the  earliest  oppartunity  of  effectively 
interfering  to  pot  an  end  to  the  now  wofse 
than  useless  hostilities  continoiog  between 
the<dd  world  and  the  new^  and  thereby 
put  a  stop  to  all  the  uncartainty,  embar^ 
msmeBt  and  confusion  which  now  per. 
vaded  the  mercantile  transactions  subsisting 
between  them.  The  relation  in  which  the 
new  world  now  stood  to  Europe  involved 
political  as  weU  as  mercantile  considera* 
tions»  which  it  was  of  the  highest  oonse* 
quence  to  have  established  on  a  seoore  and 
pacific  basis.  The  hold  whidi  Spain  and 
JPortugal  still  maintained  on  their  emanci- 
pated colonies  was  merely  nominal^  and 
must  be  relinquished,  for  the  claims  of 
civilisation,  and  the  interests  of  humanity, 
weie  pre-eminent. 

Viaoount  Melbourne  said,  he  was  not  ex- 
aellyawarehowtheQuestion  between  Spain 
and  bar  colonies  at  present  stood,  but  he 
apprehended  that  the  object  not  only  of 
the  present  Government^  but  the  object  of 
every  Grov^nment  which  had  preceded 
the  present,  had  been  to  use  every  means 
in  its  power  to  proMoto  a  reconciliatioQ 
between  Old  Spain  and  her  colonies.  That 
continued  to  be  the  object  of  the  present 
Government^  and  he  ootud  assure  h&  noble 
and  learned  Friend  and  the  House  that 
they  would  lose  no  opportunity  of  endeai. 
vouriag'to  e£fect  aa  object  so  desiiable. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry:  If  I 
eocrectly  understand  the  refdy  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  to  my  first  question  it  is  this : 
that  the  Oid^  in  Council  originated  in  the 
direct  applicatioD  of  the  Spanidi  Ambas. 
sador,  not  in  any  application  from  her 
Mmesly  or  the  Cortes? 

Visooant  Melboome  intimated  his  assent 
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MiiroTxs.}  BQb,     Read  a  secnnd  time  :-«talVbr(l  Db- 
ftandhiMDMnti  Doniiilai  Indaanltyi  Ofltaeei  i^tiiut 

Petitions  praBcnted.  By  Dr.  Bau>wxh«  firom  Moinard,  for 
Corparatton  Reform;  ftom  Cork,  for  the  Abolition  of 
TiUia,  alM  for  dw  btxoduetloB  of  Foor-]a«fe  iirto  Irdand, 
alflO  forthoR^ealor  tbeDufcy  OB  Glaai.-i-By  Vr.  Civuni, 
from  the  Handloom  Weavers  of  three  Places,  for  a  Board 
of  Trade;  ftom  Leith  and  Newhaven,  fat  the  Abolition  oC 
Tithaaoo  Fkh.'  By  Ms.  H.  ruatwwotmg  Horn  FnMou, 
for  Coipoiatiaii  RsAxtau^By  Massn.  PBitfdt  and  BucK- 
iNGBAif,  from  sereral  Places,— against  Drunkiamess; 
firom  South  Shields,  for  the  Better  Protection  of  Merchant 
Bwrniai — By  Mr.  Ihobak,  ftom  Nawcastla^apoit^Tyne, 
against  any  AUetation  in  the  TImbar  Putjesi  Ikom  South 
Shields,  in  fiivour  of  the  Seamen's  Enlistment  Bill.«-By 
Mr.  Mask  Philips,  from  Manchester,  and  Mr.  Htnr* 
fton  Ktn^taB-upoii-Ilidl,  foresaepiiiigaDCbtctiforthc 
Raaorery  of  Snail  Debts  Item  the  oiwntteii  qC  thelm* 
prisnnment  for  Debt  BUI.— By  Major  BiAncLBRK,  from 
Chrisi  Church,  Surrey,  agahist  that  BUI.— By  Mr.  Mauc 
PotuM,  ftom  MaDcharter,  for  AbolUitag  Che  Jorkfictlaa 
of  EodesiaMicBl  Courts^  alspforaOeuana  Raglttratioii, 
—By  Sir  F.  H.  Gooducks,  from  Staflbid,  and  Mr, 
Seijeant  Jacksoit,  ttam  Ballymend,  for  Protection  to  the 
Irish  noCastant  Chuneh.— By  Mr.  J.  H.  Lomsan,  from 
the  Printenof  York*  i^aiast  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  oa 
Newspapen  Stamps*— By  Mr.  Stdabt  Wokti.bt,  from 
several  Places,  for  Protection  to  Oie  Chmrch  of  Scotland. 
—By  Mr.  R.  WAUAoa,  ftnm  Greenecli,  asafasst  the 
Seamen's  Knlistment  BiUt  also  againat  all  Taxes  on  Know- 
ledge ;  also  for  the  Establishment  of  Public  Literary  Insti- 
tutions ;  alao  against  any  Grant  for  Building  Churches  in 
Seotland.^.-By  Sir  R.  Batssok,  ftom  LaDdaiiderry« 
against  paying  Ancara  of  Tithea  for  the  yean  1S81  and 
18JS I  from  Antrim,  for  Protection  to  the  Irish  Protestant 
Churdi;  fkom  the  Linen  Manufactories  of  Lcmdooderry, 
for  the  Rt  wiafJiiuiit  of  the  LfaMn  Maauftctmes  (tfcland) 
Aot^-By  Mr.  Ronnraoir,  Mr.  EarABT,  and  Mr.  V.  6mith» 
ftt>m  Liverpool  and  Northampton,— in  fiivour  of  the 
Municipal  Corporation  Bill, 

Cork  Ei^bction.^  Dr.  Baldmn  pre. 
seated  a  Petition  fnmifipeehcdden  of  Cork, 
praying  the  House  to  adopt  measures  for 
the  better  pretention  of  bribery  and  oor* 
ruption  at  Electioiis.  He  declared  that 
the  Conservafeire  Chib  of  Dublin  at  the 
last  election  for  Cork  had  sent  down 
money  lor  the  purpose  of  bribnig  the  free- 
holders  and  freismen^and  that  an  office  was 
opened  in  OeofgeYustreet  to  distribate  the 
money,  which  was  done  in  the  most  un^^ 
bhisfaingand  shameless  manner.  He  was 
glad  to  see  the  noble  Lord  in  his  place, 
whose  father  had  the  merit  of  introdncing 
the  Reform  Bill,  and  he  trusted  that  ha 
and  the  other  members  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  would  see  the  necessity  of  intro- 
ducing some  measure  which  would  prevent 
these  malpractices— which  would  preven 
the  city  beineput  to  the  expense  of  peti« 
Uoning  that  Hoose,  and  would  save  Com^ 
mittees  of  that  House  the  trouble  of  tum« 
ing  out  obtrusive  Members  from  the  seats 
they  had  usurped.  The  petitioners  sug'* 
gested  that  candidates  should  be  required  to 
take  the  same  oaths  against  bribery  that  wa9 
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required  to  be  taken  by  the  electors  at  pre- 
sent. None  of  the  evils  which  it  was  sup- 
posed by  some  would  result  from  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Ballot,  could  ensue  from  such  a 
course.  It  was  well  known  that  the  sys- 
tem of  the  Ballot  had  been  found  to  work 
well  in  the  election  of  Directors  of  the 
East  India  Company,  which  legislated  for 
60  many  millions  of  persons,  and  he  was  a 
decided  advocate  for  it.  He  begged  that 
the  petition  be  referred  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Bribery  at  Elections. 

Colonel  Perceval  regretted  that  the  late 
Members  for  the  city  of  Cork  were  not  in 
that  House,  that  they  might  have  an  op- 
portunity (^  repljring  to  the  very  serious 
charges  of  bribery  and  corruption  which 
had  been  brought  against  them  by  the 
learned  Doctor.  He  was  satisfied  that  his 
hon.  Friends,  the  unseated  Members,  were 
not  taxable  with  such  offences.  He  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  if  none  but  those 
who  possessed  a  honajide  franchise  were  al- 
lowed to  vote,  the  result  of  thelate  Cork  city 
Election  would  have  been  v^ry  different ; 
but  the  Committee  had  refrised  to  go  into 
the  qualification  of  1,080  persons  objected 
to.  He  greatly  regretted  that  in  almost 
every  case  of  Irish  Election  petitions  jus. 
tice  had  not  been  done,  in  consequence  of 
thb  scrutiny  not  bavins  been  entered  upon. 
The  only  remedy  for  tfaiB  would  be  a  revi- 
sion of  the  freeholders'  Hst,  as  the  Courts  of 
Justice  were  at  present  closed  against  any 
persons  petitioning  against  freeholders  whose 
title  was  good  for  ei^t  years.  He  would  not 
have  risen  if  the  Teamed  Doctor  had  not 
alluded  to  the  imaginary  conduct  of  some 
society  in  Dublin,  which  had  sent  down 
money  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Con- 
servative candidates.  He  (Col.  P.)  begsed 
to  deny  the  charse  that  he  was  a  Member 
of  any  such  society.  He  believed  there 
was  at  present  a  Bill  before  the  House  for 
the  prevention  of  bribery  at  elections, 
which  included  a  provision  for  candidates 
taking  the  same  oaths  as  the  freeholders. 

Mr.  CtDwyer  denied  that  there  were 
too  many  facilities  to  the  registering  of 
freeholders  in  Ireland.  There  was  scarcely 
any  impediment  in  England,  while  in  Ire- 
land they  had  to  appear  before  the  Regis- 
tering  Barrister,  and  undergo  a  severe 
cross-examination  from  any  person  who 
pleased.  Many  of  those  Conservatives 
who  were  most  violent  in  their  opposition 
to  the  people  had  no  money  of  their  own, 
and  therefore  must  have  been  supported  and 
returned  by  the  friends  of  the  Conservative 
body. 


Petition  referred  to  the  Committee  sit- 
ting to  inquire  into  bribery  at  electioos. 

Cask  of  Mb.  Oppenhbih.]  Mr. 
Buckingham  presented  a  Petition  from  an 
individual  of  the  name  of  Alexander  Op- 
penheim  who  had  formerly  conducted  two 
public  Journals  in  Jamaica.  In  1891,  an 
insurrection  having  arisen  among  the  slaves 
of  that  island,  it  was  imputed  to  this  gen- 
tleman that  the  general  tendency  of  his 
writings  had  the  effect  of  exciting  this  in- 
surrection, and  the  consequence  was,  that 
he  was  imprisoned  without  any  legal  pro- 
cess, or  specific  charge  being  made  against 
him.  Notwithstanding  this  conduct,  he  had 
been  altogether  unable  to  obtain  redness, 
and  the  public  feelings  had  been  so  much 
excited  by  his  imprisonment,  that  this  Gen- 
tleman had  been  unable  to  continue  in  his 
profession.  He  had,  consequently,  re- 
turned to  England,  and  appUed  for  the 
situation  of  Stipendiary  Magistrate,  for 
which,  by  his  residence  in  the  island,  he 
was  well  qualified ;  but  he  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  such  appointment. 
He  recommended  the  case  to  the  considenu 
tion  of  his  MiHesty*s  Ministers. 

Petition  to  Ue  on  the  Table. 

Nbwspafbrs.]  Mr.  Lowther  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  printers,  &c.,  of 
York,  praying  that  the  whole  of  the  duty 
on  newspapers  might  not  be  reduced. 
The  petition  spoke  in  strong  termd  of 
the  favourable  condition  in  which  the 
newspaper  press  of  this  country  now  was. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  this  petition  con- 
tained extraordinary  and  self-contradic- 
tory statements.  The  petitioners  talked 
of  the  high  character  of  the  newspaper 
press  of  this  country.  Now  there  never 
was  a  press  so  degraded,  so  thoroughly  im- 
moral, as  the  newspaper  press  of  t£s  ooon- 
try;  a  despotism  of  the  basest  and  most 
cowardly  description  was  exercised  by  the 
persons  connected  with  newspapers,  who 
were  ready  on  every  occasion  to  ruin  the 
public  reputation  of  individuals  in  articles 
to  which  they  did  not  dare  to  pot  dieir 
names :  any  thing  so  perfectly  cowardly  in 
feeling,  and  so  despotic  in  execution,  could 
not  be  instanced  as  the  conduct  of  die 
newspaper  press  in  this  country,  and  tiiey 
were  told,  forsooth,  of  the  highchaiacter 
of  that  press  !  If  the  stamp  duties  were 
taken  off,  it  would  not  then  have  the  power 
with  impunity  to  ruin  the  reputation  of 
individuals,  for  its  attacks  would  be  am* 
sweced  and  its  slandem  eapoeod^^that  alone 
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-would  be  a  great  benefit.  He  \(roa1d  assert 
wilh  confidenee^  that  firom  the  highest  to 
the  lowest  of  the  newspaper  press,  the  most 
paltiy  oomiptkm,  the  basest  oowardioe, 
and  the  Uaekest  immorality,  were  the  go- 
Temii^  principles  of  the  newspaper  press 
of  this  oountTf. 

Mr.  Lonther,  who  had  presented  the 

Stition,  said  that  although  he  had  suffered 
£  many  other  individuals  in  some  re. 
spects,  fiwm  portionsof  the  press,  he  should 
he  sorry  to  express  himself  in  the  manner 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  done. 
.  Mr.  Hume  said,  that  though  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  had  so  (maracterised 
some  portion  of  the  press,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  join  with  him  in  those  remarks  as 
applicable  to  the  whole,  because  some  por- 
tion of  it  was  conducted  with  as  much 
honour  as  other  portions  of  it  were  with 
disgrace.  He  was  not,  therefore,  disposed 
to  join  in  such  a  sweeping  censure,  though 
^e  condemnation  might  well  apply  to 
some  of  the  conductors  of  the  newspaper 
press.  He,  however,  hailed  many  of  them 
as  the  benefactors  of  the  human  race,  and 
the  protectors  of  liberty  and  freedom  ;  the 
majority  of  them  had  come  forward  to  de« 
fend  the  people's  rights  and  to  oppose  cor- 
ruption. He  wished  the  House  to  observe, 
that  this  was  a  petition  for  the  benefit  of 
the  few,  because  they  were  engaged  in  a 
monopoly  which  the  rep^  of  the  Stamp- 
duties  Would  destroy.  The  petitioners  ob- 
jected to  competition,  which  they  alleged 
to  he  ruinous,  but  which  had  always  been 
beneficial  to  the  public — nor  did  he  con- 
ceive it  likely  to  be  productive  of  injury  in 
the  present  case.  He  held  that  if  the 
press  were  once  opened  and  freed  from  the 
present  tax,  there  would  be  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  slanderous  accusations,  which  could 
not  now  be  done.  He  therefore  thought 
that  the  prayer  of  this  petition  was  not 
deserving  of  the  attention  of  the  House; 
Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

« 

Tithes  (Ireland).]  Sir  Robert  Bate" 
ion  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Lord- 
lieutenant,  and  a  large  body  of  the  landed 
proprietors  of  the  county  of  Londonderry, 
cm  the  subject  of  tithes,  and  praying  for 
more  justice  than  had  charactensed  former 
Bills.  He  r^retted  that  he  did  not  see 
on  the  opposite  benches  any  Member  of 
bis  Majesty's  Government  connected  with 
Ireland ;  he  would  be  satisfied  if  he  could 
only  see  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin,  who,  he  believed,  was  one  of  the 
most  inflttential   of  die  Iridi  Ministers. 


He  saw  only  some  of  the  followers  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  O'DfVffer  rose  to  order.  He  com- 
plsdned  of  the  word  "  followers"  being  ap- 
plied to  the  Members  of  that  H  ose,  Bnd 
appealed  to  the  Speaker  to  know  if  one 
Member  were  at  liberty  so  to  speak  of 
others. 

The  Speaker  had  not  observed  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  out  of  order. 

Mr.  CfDwyer:  what  would  be  said  of 
me,  if  I  were  to  speak  of  Lord  Roden  and 
the  squad  in  the  same  manner  P 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  said,  he  had  not 
meant  to  give  any  offence.  He  did  not 
think  the  word  so  very  objectionable.  He 
had  heard  the  word  ''tau"  mentioned  in 
that  House  with  impunity,  over  and  over 
again.  He  had  selected  a  harmless  word 
without  meaning  any  personal  ofience. 
But,  as  it  appeared  to  offend  the  sensitive 
feelings  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda, 
he  should  not  use  it  again.  He  had  given 
notice  of  this  petition,  and  regretted  that 
none  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  pre- 
sent. The  petitioners  stated,  that  after 
the  Tithe  Bill  of  1832,  they  had  entered 
into  a  compact  with  their  tenants  to  pay 
the  tithes  for  them,  some  of  the  landlords 
had  not  done  so,  and  as  it  was  understood 
that  the  balance  of  the  million  fund  would 
be  applied  to  the  payment  of  arrears,  which 
would  be  nothing,  less  than  a  bounty  on 
agitation,  it  was  hoped  that  if  any  portion 
of  the  arrears  of  tithes  for  1834  were  paid, 
those  who  had  secured  quiet  and  tranquiUitpr 
would  have  the  benefit  of  it.  The  peti- 
tioners prayed  that  in  any  Bill  which  might 
be  introduced  on  the  subject  of  tithes,  their 
case  would  be  taken  into  consideration,  and 
evenhanded  justice  be  thus  dispensed  to  all 
classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects.  Many 
of  these  petitioners  had  paid  the  tithes  of 
the  year  1834,  and  they  were  deserving 
the  consideration  of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  O'DwyeTf  in  reference  to  the  ob- 
servations made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  as  to  ^'  the  followers*'  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  said^ 
he  did  not  conceive  that  such  observations 
were  proper ;  and  he  had  also  to  remark  that 
few  persons  who  used  such  general  observa- 
tions would  apply  them  to  incfividuals,  and 
he  begged  to  convey  that  intimation  in  the 
most  unequivocal  manner  to  the  ban.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry.  He  hoped  that  the 
Grovemment  would  be  too  straightforward 
and  too  oourageotts  in  their  determination 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  to  allow  themselves 
to  be  influenced  by  the  base  intimidationfl 
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roBDTted  to  by  those  who  were  opposed  to 
thein^  who  would  brand  every  good  measure 
they  suggested  for  the  country  as  originating 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin,  and  being  carried  b  his  influ- 
ence. 

Sir  Robert  BcUeson  was  quite  surprised  at 
the  tone  adopted  by  the  hon^  Member  for 
Drogheda.  It  was  quite  ridiculous  to 
suppose  he  intended  auy  offence  to  that 
hon.  Member.  What  he  had  said  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
should  be  considered  as  a  compliment  to 
his  talents. 

Lord  Morpeth  understood  that  a  com* 
plaint  had  been  made  of  his  not  being  in  his 
plaoe  on  the  presentation  of  the  Londonderry 
petition.  If  he  had  known  that  any  state- 
ment was  about  to  be  made  for  which  his 
presence  could  be  required,  he  should  most 
willingly  have  attended.  At  the  same 
time  he  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  he 
could  hardly  enter  into  the  propc»ed  ques- 
tion of  Irish  tithes  until  he  had  the 
opportunity  of  bringing  forward  that  ques- 
tion. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  SheU  did  not  consider  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Drogheda  should  have  been  at 
all  angry  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon« 
donderry,  whose  high  powers  of  sarcasm 
were  so  well  known  to  them. 

Ifswxch  Elbotion.3  The  Serjeant, 
at- Arms  reported  that  Ke  had  taken  John 
Bond,  Arthur  Bott  Cooke,  Robert  Beau- 
champ  Clamp,  P.  F.  O'Malley,  and  J.  £• 
Sparrow,  against  whom  the  Speaker  had 
issued  his  warrant,  in  custody. 

Sir  George  C&r^  presented  threePetitions 
from  threeof  the  parties;  he  said  thatheknew 
nothing  of  them  personally,  but  they  stated 
that  they  were  imorant  that  they  were  of- 
fending against  the  privileges  of  the  House 
by  keeping  out  of  the  way,  and  threw  them- 
selves on  the  indulgence  and  mercy  of  the 
House*  The  first  petition  was  from  John 
Bond ;  it  stated  that  he  was  by  trade  a 
tanner,  and  that  he  had  for  some  time 
wished  to  go  to  Belgium  on  business,  and 
that  he  had  gone  to  Ostend  as  well  to 
avoid  being  summoned  as  for  the  purposes 
of  his  trade.  He  had  been  accompanied 
by  no  other  parties,  and  had  borne  the 
whole  expense  himself.  He  had  returned 
on  the  2(Hh  of  April  last,  but  had  no  in. 
lention  to  violate  the  privileges  of  the 
House.  The  second  jpetition  was  from 
Arthur  Bott  Cooke,  who  also  asserted  his 
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out  of  the  way,  and  expressed  bis  ooofi- 
denoe  in  the  mercy  of  the  Houses  The 
third  petition  was  from  R.  B.  Clamp,  who 
likewise  entreated  the  forbearance  of  the 
House,  on  the  ground  of  igoonaiee* 

An  Hon.  Member  bore  testimony  to  the 
good  character  of  the  last  petitioner.  Np 
man  ever  bore  a  better  character  for  agreat 
many  years  than  Mr.  Clamp. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  presented  a  Pe- 
tition from  Mr.  O'MaUey,  the  barrister, 
which  stated  that  he  had  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Ipswich  election  until  two 
days  before  the  meeting  of  the  Committee, 
when  he  was  retained  as  counsel.  The 
only  interview  he  had  with  Pilgrim  was 
at  the  instance  of  the  latter,  who  wished 
to  consult  him  about  his  own  affidrs  with 
Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake.  Pilgrim  was 
then  about  to  quit  London,  and  for  the 
sake  of  furthor  consaltation  he  (Mr* 
O'Malley)  had  accompanied  Pilgrim  in  a 
hackney  coach  to  the  plaoe  from  which  the 
«tage  started.  The  petitioner  admittiMi 
that  he  knew  Pilgrim  was  then  avoiding 
the  summons  of  the  Committee,  but  denied 
that  he  had  given  him  any  advice  to  ab- 
scond. The  petitioner  asserted  that  hehad 
no  intention  to  violate  any  of  the  pivilem 
of  the  House,  and  added,  that  ma  health 
was  so  delicate  that  he  had  only  been 
able  to  pursue  his  profoipon  at  intervals* 

The  Petition  was  brooght  up  and  read* 

Mr.  Gisbome  did  not  know  how  many 
other  petitions  remained  to  be  presented, 
but  he  was  sure  that  where  he  sat  not  one 
word  of  the  contents  of  those  already  laid 
upon  the  Table  had  been  heard*  At  any 
rate  it  was  the  case  with  himself,  and  he 
was  imt  sitting  near  the  end  of  the  House* 
He  had  harcQy  heard  a  single  word  of 
either  of  the  petitions.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  it  would  save  time  to  have  the  petitiona 
printed  at  once,  and  wait  until  they  were 
m  the  hands  of  Members  before  disruising 
the  prayer  of  them. 

Mr.  WUUams  Wynn  said,  that  if  the 
Motion  was,  that  these  peiaons  continue  in 
custody  or  be  dischargee^  he  shcwld  a^cee 
with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  propriety 
of  the  course  hehad  proposed;  but  standing 
as  the  House  did  in  a  judicial  capacity,  and 
these  persons  beinir  beiore  it  for  the  purpose 
of  rec^ving  judgLnt,  it  waathe^tVcl 
the  House  to  heu  their  petitions.  Bcme 
they  proceeded  to  jodoe  these  persons,  it 
was  right  that  hon.  Members  should  hear 
what  they  had  to  say  in  extenuation  of 
their  conduct ;  and  if  the  petitions  had  not 
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be  read  affuii^  ao  tbat  every  lion.  Member 
might  be  aware  of  tbeir  oontents.  Here 
were  individuals  who  had  been  accused  of 
a  serious  o0ence>»  and  they  coidd  not 
pn^erly  be  either  committed  to  custody  or 
disdiarged  until  they  had  been  heard.  He 
was  sure  that  as  the  petitions  had  not  been 
heard,  the  House  would  give  them  its 
strict  attention  while  they  were  being  read 
over  by  the  Clerk. 

The  petitions  were  then  again  read  a;t 
length  by  the  Clerk,  and  were  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

An  Hon.  Member  presented  a  Petition 
from  John  Bury  Dasent,  who  stated,  that 
although  he  bad  been  guilty  of  the  o^noe 
of  absconding  to  avoid  the  service  of  the 
Speaker's  warrant  on  him,  yet  that  he  had 
afterwunLs  vduntarily  appeared  before  the 
Committee,  and  had  been  examined  at 
great  length,  and  had  given  the  fullest 
possible  evid^M^  and  no  evidence  had  been 
given  before  the  Committee  to  criminate 
him  in  the  slightest  deoreeu  He  therefore 
prayed  the  House  to  liberate  him  from  his 
present  very  painful  position. 

Petition  read. 

Mr.  Walter  Campbell  stated,  that  be  had 
received  last  ni^ht  a  letter  from  this  pe- 
titioner, remarking  that  an  expression  made 
use  of  by  him  on  aformer  occasion  was  not 
correct.  The  words  complained  of  were, 
that  the  petitioner  had  been  the  dupe  of 
Mr.  Kelly,  It  i^ipeared,  however,  that  he 
had  not  acted  under  the  instruotknis  of 
that  gentleman,  whose  pupil  he  had  for- 
merly been,  but  had  fallen  into  error  from 
an  anxiety  to  support  the  cause  of  his 
friend.  He  felt,  fuao,  bound  to  say  that  at 
the  time  he  was  absent  he  was  so  without 
the  kno%yledge  or  approbation  of  Mr.  Kelly. 
Again,  in  the  most  generous  manner  the 
petitioner  declared  that  although  he  had 
been  guUty  of  some  acta  of  bribery,  it  had 
been  done  without  the  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Kelly.  He  had  felt  bound,  as  a  Judg^  to 
concur  in  the  Report  that  had  been  made 
to  the  Home  respecting  the  conduct  oi  the 
petitioner ;  but*  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  tbat  Gentleman  had  acted  in  the 
manner  he  had  from  a  feeling  of  ehivabous 
friendship.  He  had,  possibly,  made  him- 
sdf  liable  to  some  punishment  for  having 
been  guilty  of  bribery,  but  he  had  then 
been  brou^t  forward  for  absenting  himself 
from  the  service  of  the  Speaker's  warrant. 
Although  he  did  this  at  first,  yet  afterwards 
he  had  come  forward  and  ^ven  evidence. 
He  therefore  thought  that  the  petitioner 
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those  persons  who  did  not  appear  before 
the  Comnuttee.  It  was  the  unanimous 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  that  he 
should  be  treated  with>  greater  leniency 
than  the  other  persons  implicated.  He 
believed  that  the  recommendations  of  juries 
in  Common-law  Courts  were  uniformly 
attended  to,  and  he  did  not  think  that  he 
was  arrogating  for  the  Committee  too  much 
in  asking  that  their  suggestion  should  be 
attended  to.  He  trust^that  a  jpeprimand 
would  be  thought  sufficient  after  the  in- 
carceration this  gentleman  had  suffered. 

Sir  Henry  Mardwge  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Memte:  whether  this  individual  did 
not  state  in  evidence  on  oath  that  Mr. 
Kelly  had  no  knowledge  of  any  act  of 
bribery  committed  by  him  ? 

Mr.  Walter  Campbell  replied,  that  it 
certainly  was  the  case*  The  witness  ob- 
served Uiat,  although  he  had  been  guUty 
of  bribery,  yet  that  he  had  done  so  spon. 
taneously,  and  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  canmdates. 

The  petition  to  lie  on  the  TaUe. 

Lord  Ebrington  presented  a  Petition 
from  John  Clipperton,  of  similar  import. 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Gisbome  said,  that  as  it  had  been 
announced  that  the  several  persons  ordered 
to  be  taken  into  custody  on  Friday  last 
were  now  in  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms,  it  became  his  duty  to  suomit  a 
Motion  to  the  House  as  to  the  manner  they 
should  be  dealt  with.  He  had  said  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  it  was  open  for  the 
House  to  pursue  one  of  two  courses*  They 
might  assume  the  guilt  of  the  parties  from 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  and  the  evi« 
dence  taken  before  it,  or  they  might  pro- 
ceed to  give  the  parties  a  bearing,  between 
these  two  courses  no  intermediate  line 
could  be  dravm.  He  waa  of  opinion  that 
it  was  most  expedient  to  pursue  the  first  of 
the  iwo  courses  ;  and  he  waa  happy  to  find 
that  the  opinion  which  he  had  taken  up 
had  been  fortified  by  a  number  of  cases  to 
which  he  had  referred.  He  found  tha^ 
with  only  two  exc^^ons  the  House  had 
never  called  a  person  to  the  Bar,  or  in  an^ 
manner  listened  to  what  he  had  to  say  in  his 
defence,  after  he  had  been  zqported  guilty 
of  a  breach  of  privilege,  but  had  been  treated 
as  a  guilty  person.  He  would  state  to  the 
House  some  of  the  cases  to  whidi  he  had 
referred.  He  would^  however,  previously 
observe,that  he  was  satisfied  that  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  hearing  an  explanatioB 
ficom  any  of  those  persons  at  theBar  without 
giving  tbesi  9  &»  «iialr«>t)iqr  uuisl  alloir 
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them  to  call  witnesses,  and  j^ve  them  all 
the  fonnalities  of  a  triaL  The  first  case 
to  which  he  should  refer,  was  that  of 
Tregony,  in  the  year  1813,  when  Thomas 
Croggon  was  reported  against  hy  the 
Election  Committee,  and  was  ordered  to 
be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms,  and  was  then  committed  to  New- 
gate, and  was  not  brought  to  the  Bar  until 
some  time  afterwards,  when  he  was  repri- 
manded and  discharged.  Another  case  was 
that  of  the  Camelrord  election,  to  which 
such  frequent  allusion  had  been  made  on  a 
former  night,  when  Mr.  Hallett  was  com- 
mitted for  having  wilfully  absconded  to 
avoid  the  Speaker's  warrrant.  This  person 
was  afterwards  committed  to  Newgate,  and 
was  subsequently  brought  to  me  Bar, 
reprimanded,  and  discharged.  The  ne^t 
case  was  the  Grantham  election,  where  Sir 
William  Manners  and  A.  Jarvis  were 
reported  against  by  the  Committee  for 
having  absconded  to  avoid  the  Speaker's 
warrant,  and  they  were  ordered  to  be 
committed  to  Newgate  without  being 
brought  to  the  Bar.  Shortly  after  this 
case,  there  was  that  of  Mr.  Stansbury,  in 
connexion  with  the  Penryn  election,  when 
that  person  was  committed  to  Newgate. 
There  were  eight  other  cases  of  the  same 
kind  between  the  years  1802  and  1807^ 
and,  with  only  one  exception,  the  persons 
complained  against  were  taken  and  com- 
mitted to  Newgate.  There  were  also  other 
cases  which  he  could  quote  of  the  same 
kind,  which  tended  to  show  the  uniform 
practice  of  the  House.  Before  he  pro. 
ceeded  to  notice  the  two  cases  on  the  other 
side,  he  would  merely  allude  to  the  Ayles- 
bury election,  where  a  person  was  ordered 
by  the  Committee  into  the  custody  of  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms,  and  this  order  was  after- 
wards confirmed  by  the  House  without 
opposition;  the  person  was  afterwards 
brought  to  the  Bar  of  the  House,  and  repri- 
manded. Again,  in  the  Camelford  case,  a 
witness  was  committed  by  the  Committee 
ibr  prevarication,  and  this  order  was  at 
once  confirmed  ly  the  House.  The  only 
two  exceptions  to  the  rule  he  had  stated  were 
in  the  case  of  a  witness  in  the  Soutliwark 
election  in  179^,  who  was  brought  by  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms  to  the  Bar,  and  was  re. 
primanded,  and  then  sent  to  Newgate ;  and 
also  in  the  Dumfermline  election  case,  the 
dicumstances  were  nearly  similar.  In 
every  instance  that  he  had  referred  to,  with 
the  exception  of  these  two,  the  other  ooune 
had  been  invariably  followed.  Tn  accord- 
aooe  then  with  Uie  principle  he  contended 


for,  he  should  move,  that  the  parties  now 
in  custody  should  be  forthwith  committed 
to  Newgate.  The  House  was  aware  that 
th^re  was  a  great  difference  between  these 
cases ;  some  of  the  parties  had  been  guilty 
of  absconding  to  avoid  the  Speaker's  war^ 
rant,  and  others  were  charged  with  udin^ 
assisting,  and  counselling  them  in  their 
flight  Now,  he  did  not  know  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  put  the  question 
individually  in  each  case,  but  at  all  events 
it  would  be  necessary  to  place  them  in  two 
classes.  He  intended  to  move,  that  all 
the  parties  against  whom  the  accusation 
was  brought  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, should  be  sent  to  Newgate.  He 
knew  that  it  had  been  held  by  Lord 
Chatham,  Burke,  and  Fox,  and  many 
other  eminent  statesmen,  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  apply  to  a  Court  of  Law 
respecting  any  offence  under  its  cognisance, 
but  examine  into,  and  proceed  to  punish- 
ment. This  doctrine  was  not  so  much 
contended  for  at  the  present  time,  but  he 
thought  that  a  much  sounder  principle  was 
now  maintained,  namely,  that  the  House 
should  only  use  their  power  of  punishment 
when  the  ofienoes  complained  of  could  not 
be  proceeded  against  in  the  Courts  of  Law. 
He  thought  that  the  minds,  even  of 
offenders,  should  be  convinced  of  the  pro- 
priety of  the  course  pursued  towards  them. 
It  had  been  clearly  shown  that  the  House 
could  not  afiferd  security  to  the  ends  of 
justice  if  they  did  not  punish  those  who 
threw  impediments  in  the  way  of  inquiry 
before  an  Election  Committee.  It  was 
admitted,  that  no  person  could  be  punished 
by  a  Court  of  Law  for  absconding  from 
the  service  of  the  warrant ;  it  was,  there- 
fore utterly  useless  to  resort  to  one  of  these 
tribunals;  there  was  therefiire  no  other 
course  open  to  them,  than  to  do  that  whidi 
they  had  invariably  done  in  similar  cases  of 
the  kind.  It  was  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  these  persons  ought  to  be 
punished;  he  should  therefore  move, 
'^  That  John  Bond  be  committed  to  the 
gaol  of  Newgate." 

The  Speaker  suggested,  that  before  this 
Motion  was  put,  the  Report  of  the  Ipswich 
Election  Gmimittee  should  be  read,  and 
afterwards,  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
move,  that  the  persons  named  in  it  weire 
guilty  of  a  breadi  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gisbome,  the 
Clerk  read  the  Report  of  the  Election  Com* 
mittee. 

Mr,  Gisbome  then  moved^  ^  That  John 
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Bond  having  absconded  from  the  service  of 
the  Speaker  s  warranty  had  been  guilty  of 
a  bresich  of  the  privileges  of  the  House." 

Mr.  WUUavM  Wynn  said,  that  this  was 
a  charge  against  parties  which  in  itself 
amounted  to  a  high  contempt  for  the  au* 
thority  of  that  House.  He  could  not 
imagine  that  upon  that  question,  there 
could  be  a  dissentient  voice.  The  most 
important  privileges  of  that  House  were  its 
inquisitorial  functions ;  and  if  any  persons 
should  obstruct  those  functions  by  abscond- 
ing, to  avoid  giving  evidence  before  a  Com. 
mittee,  or  by  instigating  and  persuading 
any  persons  to  abscond,  he  should  appre- 
hend that  such  an  offence  would  call  for 
the  most  severe  exercise  of  the  power  of 
the  House.  The  immediate  question,  how- 
ever, before  the  House,  was  in  what 
manner  they  were  satisfied  that  the  offence 
charged  to  these  parties  had  been  com- 
mitted. The  question  was,  in  what  manner 
they  should  proceed  to  satisfy  the  jus- 
tice of  the  case.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Report  of  a  Committee  with  respect  to 
any  such  conduct  as  these  persons  were 
alleged  to  be  guilty  of,  was  good  evidence ; 
above  all,  such  was  the  case  with  respect 
to  some  dT  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  in  which  it  appeared  the  wit- 
nesses prevaricated  before  the  Committee, 
for  the  House  could  not  judge  of  their  con- 
duct, or  of  the  bearing  of  their  evidence. 
With  respect  to  the  cases  of  absconding,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  such  conduct  was. 
calculated  to  throw  insurmountable  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  any  inquiry  before  a 
Committee,  and  it  became  the  duty  of  the 
House,  without  further  ceremony,  to  give 
orders  that  the  persons  guilty  of  such  con« 
duct  should  be  taken  into  custody.  After 
this  had  been  done,  it  became  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  make  itself  acquainted  with 
the  bearing  of  the  case  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and*  to  inflict  punishment  on  the 
offender  according  to  the  d^ree  of  his 
euilt.  He,  therefore,  thought  that  the 
House  should  have  the  evidence  bdore  it, 
when  it  might  judge  with  propriety  all  the 
circumstances,  either  in  aggravation  or  ex- 
tenuation. '  Until  he  had  seen  the  evi- 
dence, he  should  be  unable  to  ju^e  what 
degree  of  punishment  might  be  inmcted  as 
expiative  of  the  offence.  He  knew  nothing 
whatever  of  the  case  until  he  came  into  the 
House,  and  he  was  totally  and  entirely 
ignorant  of  the  circumstances  of  it.  It 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  that  there  were  discriminating 
circumstances  in  the  case,  and  that  some 


of  the  parties  ought  not  to  be  punished 
with  the  same  severity  as  others.  There 
were  strong  circumstances  in  favour  of  one 
party.  They  could  have  no  difficulty  in 
referring  to  the  preliminary  resolution  with 
respect  to  every  one  of  the  parties,  in  satis- 
fying themselves  that  every  one  of  them 
was  guilty  of  the  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House ;  because  they  each,  in  their 
petitions,  severally  confessed  that  they  did 
abscond  to  avoid  giving  evidence.  There 
could  be  no  doubt,  therefore,  of  the  matter, 
so  far  as  the  resolution  went  to  affect  par. 
ties  absconding,  but  with  reference  to  the 
nature  of  the  punishment,  (for  all  these 
parties  were  to  be  committed  to  Newgate), 
it  was,  and  always  had  been  determined  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  case ;  supposing, 
for  instance,  that  the  House  really  did  be- 
lieve that  one  party  offending  had  taken 
the  earliest  possible  opportunity  of  making 
reparation  for  his  offence,  the  Committee 
having  declared,  too,  that  he  gave  his  evi- 
dence fairly.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  this 
as  an  absolute  defence,  but  it  amounted  to 
a  degree  of  expiation  of  his  offence,  which 
the  House  ought  to  consider  when  it  should 
come  to  deal  with  the  subject.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  would 
state  within  what  period  the  evidence 
could  be  printed ;  be<^use  he  thought  they 
ought  to  give  credit  to  the  sentiments  con. 
tained  in  the  petitions,  and  there  were  one 
or  two  cases  in  which  he  should  feel  great 
objection  to  sending  the  parties  for  Uuree 
weeks  to  Newgate,  tor  that  would  be  about 
the  period  which  would  be  required  to 
have  the  whole  of  the  evidence  nrinted. 
He  might  say,  by  the  way,  that  he  was 
sorry  the  proceeding  had  not  been  adopted 
which  was  acted  upon  in  the  Weymouth  case, 
when  the  evidence  was  referred  back  to  the 
Committee,  that  they  might  select  that  part 
of  the  evidence  which  bore  on  a  particular 
part  of  the  subject,  and  was  by  mem  laid 
before  the  House  without,  waiting  for  the 
whole  mass  of  the  evidence.  But  it  seemed 
to  him,  that  as  in  the  Court  of  King^s 
Bench,  when  a  conviction  by  a  Jury  took 
place,  there  were  also  affidavits  allowed  to 
be  made,  and  statements  received  in  mitiga. 
tion  or  ii^ravation  of  punishment,  therefore 
the  House  ought  to  proceed  to  punish  on  the 
same  principle.  The  House  should  consider 
whether  these  parties  might  not  be  dis- 
missed, and  ordered  to  attend  on  a  future 
day,  by  which  time  that  part  uf  the  evi- 
dence relating  to  their  case  might  be 
laid  before  the  House.  The  sense  in  which 
the  Report  was  to  be  taken,  in  regard  to 
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certain  of  these  parties^  was  somewhat 
doubtful.  If  it  meant  that  they  had  in- 
stigated^ or  induced  these  other  persons  to 
abscond,  their  offence  was  much  greater 
than  that  of  the  other  parties,  and  it  Was 
necessary  to  deal  with  them  more  severely. 
But  he  should  be  unwilling  to  come  to  the 
determination  to  commit  these  parties  to 
Newgate  until  the  printed  evidence  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members.  In  all 
cases,  it  was  much  better  that,  before  sen- 
tence was  passed,  they  should  be  in  com- 
plete possesidon  of  the  evidence;  and  he 
could  not  see  any  inconvenience  likely  to 
arise  from  such  a  mode  of  proceeding.  It 
was  said,  that  if  they  dismissed  these  per* 
sons,  they  would  again  abscond ;  but,  if  a 
person  banished  himself  from  England, 
that  punishment  was  not  a  light  one.  He 
could  not  look  lightly  on  the  circumstance, 
that  these  persons  had  surrendered  them- 
selves voluntarily,  and  he  could  not 
imagine  they  would  expose  themselves  to  a 
second  order  for  their  apprehension,  for 
then  they  would  be  dealt  with  more  se- 
verely. But  then  he  heard  hon.  Gentlemen 
say,  that  if  the  Session  were  at  a  dose,  there 
would  be  no  doubt  that,  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  Session,  the  parties  would  be  set  at 
liberty,  before  they  nad  suffered  what  the 
House  thought  adequate  to  the  offence. 
There  were,  bowever,  instances  on  record, 
in  which  a  second  order  had  been  made  in 
a  second  Session.  There  could  be  no  danger 
of  any  parties  escaping  from  punishment. 
At  all  events,  he  hoped  that  the  Gentlemen 
who  had  formed  the  Committee  would 
know  what  waa  the  offisnce  which  had 
been  imputed  to  these  parties— what  ex- 
tenuating circumstances  there  were  which 
ought  to  have  weight;  and,  when  such 
extenuating  circumstances  existed,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  give  the  individuals  the 
full  benefit  of  them. 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Siervart  said,  that  four 
out  of  these  seven  persons,  respecting  whom 
the  Special  Report  had  been  made,  were 
guilty  of  the  charge  of  absconding,  the 
other  three  with  aiding  and  abetting  them' 
therein.  With  respect  to  Sparrow,  it  was 
admitted  that  he  was  not  a  mere  partisan, 
but  an  active  agent  of  the  Members,  and 
was  perfectly  aware  of  all  the  plans  going 
forward.  Mr.  Cook,  one  of  the  solicitors, 
consulted  Pilgrim  on  the  subject  of  his 
flight,  and  Sparrow  wrote  to  Mr.  Clipper, 
ton,  who  acted  as  the  solicitor  to  the  late 
Members.  At  his  house  the  evasion  was 
arranged,  and  false  names  with  correspond- 
ing initials  substituted  for  the  names  of  the 


parties,  to  each  of  whom  40/*  was  after, 
wards  remitted  abroad.  With  regard  to 
OMalley,  his  offence  was  confined  to  his 
collusion  with  Pilgrim.  But  though  his 
offence  was  limited  in  point  of  numbsr,  he 
did  not  consider  it  at  all  so  in  character. 
O'Malley,  sitting  at  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee,  held  conference  with  the  fugi- 
tive Pilgrim,  with  whom  he  drove  in  a 
hackney.coadi  to  Uxbridge.  These  were 
the  three  cases  of  aiding  and  abetting,  and 
although  the  charge  in  itself  was  not  easily 
fixed  or  defined,  if  ever  it  was  conclusive  u 
was  in  the  present  instance.  The  onlv  ex« 
tenuating  case  appeared  to  be  that  of  Mr. 
Clipperton.  He  acted  merely  in  a  nrofes- 
nonal  capacity,  and  he  ought  not  to  oe  left 
to  undergo  the  denouncement  of  that 
House,  and  the  heavy  consequences  to 
which  he  was  subject. 

Mr.  WiUiams  Prynn  asked,  if  there  were 
not  extenuating  circumstances  In  favour  of 
the  other  four  individuals  ? 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stewart  said,  there  were 
extenuating  circumstances  in  favour  of  M. 
Dasent.  He  acted  voluntarily  throughout, 
and  came  before  the  Committee  with  all 
the  appearance  at  least  of  doing  so  without 
compulsion,  and  readily  gave  fiu  evidence. 
Neither  did  he  receive  or  give  monj^.  All 
the  other  persons  were  sent  off  undet 
feigned  name»-~PiIgrim  assuming  that  of 
Pfllmer. 

Mr.  David  Barclay  believed  that  in  no 
instance  was  injustice  more  likely  to  be 
committed  on  individuahi  than  when  their 
case  was  heard  at  the  Bar  of  that  House. 
But  oh  this  occasion  all  the  parties  acknow* 
ledsed  their  guilt  The  case  was  one  in 
which  there  was  gross  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion, which  he  for  one  reprobated,  and 
would  punish  to  the  utmost.  He  would 
therefore  suf^rt  the  Motion  of  the  Hon* 
Member  for  Derbyshire. 

Mt.Ireland  Blackburne  6sdd,that  the  hon* 
Member  for  Derbyshire  had  ad^ed,  whether 
there  was  any  difference  in  the  deeree  of 
miilt  charged  against  the  parties.  He  held 
there  undoubl^y  was,  in  favour  of  the 
four  who  confessed  their  error.  The  case 
against  the  other  three  he  thought  much 
stronger,  particularly  as  respected  Clipper- 
ton,  at  whose  ofhce  the  parties  attended. 
But  on  what  grounds  the  House  could  as- 
sume that  Sparrow  was  equally  culpable  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  He  denied  that 
Sparrow  was  agent  to  the  Members.  He 
acted  gratuitouslv  during  the  election  ;  six 
weeks  after  which  the  parties  absconded. 
Was  there  a  tittle  of  evidence  to  show  that 
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Spatfow,  by  adviee  or  otherwise,  abetted 
the  flight  of  the  parties  ?  There  was  not. 
One  material  fact  was  elicited,  that  Pil- 
grim was  introduced  to  Clipperton  by  a 
letter  from  aiMlidtor  in  Norwich,  named 
Sanders,  and  that  the  result  of  the  inter* 
view  was  Pilgrim's  departure  for  abroad. 
He  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire,  but  he 
was  of  opinion  that  under  all  the  circum. 
stances  the  House,  before  proceeding  fur- 
ther, ought  to  be  in  possession  of  the  evi- 
dence, in  order  to  judge  rightlj  of  the 
case. 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stewart  said;  he  was  not 
astonished  that  there  should  be  a  misunder- 
standing as  to  Sparrow's  evidence,  for  he 
never  saw  greater  dexterity  exhibited  by 
any  witness.  They  had  evidence  of  Spar- 
row's agency,  and  of  his  being  agent 
throughout  the  election,  and  they  had  like- 
wise evidence  that  Pilgrim  was  referred  by 
Sparrow  to  Clipperton. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gisbome  then  moved — "  That  John 
Bond,  being  guilty  of  the  said  Breach  of 
Privilege,  be  committed  to  Newgate." 

Sir  Geortte  Clerk  begsed  to  call  the  at« 
tention  of  tne  House,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derbyshire,  to  the  petition  which  he 
had  presented  from  the  party,  detailing 
many  circumstances  which  he  hoped  would 
be  considered  of  an  extenuating  character. 

Mr.  Oubome  said,  he  had  all  through 
carefully  avoided  any  allusion  to  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee.  He 
grounded  his  proceeding  entirely  on  the 
Report  presented  to  the  House,  and  his 
object  in  moving  that  the  parties  be  com. 
mitted  to  Newgate,  in  preference  to  the 
custody  of  the  Seijeant-at-Arms,  was,  that 
the  former  was  less  expensive.  The  ex- 
tenuating circumstances,  he  thought,  could 
be  best  explained  and  considered  hereafter 
in  Committee. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  It  is  not  toy  intention 
to  offer  any  decided  opposition  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  at  the 
same  time  I  must  repeat,  that  instead  of 
adjudicating  on  the  cases  of  these  parties, 
and  committing  them  to  Newgate  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  and  without 
affording  them  the  opportunity  of  being 
heard,  it  would  have  been  more  satisfactory 
to  me — first,  to  have  read  the  evidence  on 
which  the  charge  is  founded ;  and,  secondly, 
to  have  given  them  an  opportunity  of  say- 
ine  a  word  in  their  defence.  I  do  not 
think  it  satisfactory  to  hear  the  opinions 
merely  of  individusd  Members  on  this  case 


^— ftr  fkom  it;  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say, 
that  if  what  has  been  asserted  be  substan. 
tiated—* if  these  parties  have   aided   and 
abetted  in  keeping  witnesses  out  of  the  way 
»«-they  have  been  guilty  of  a  great  offence. 
It  is  very  difficult,  I  know,  to  take  a  part 
in  this  case  which  will  not  subject  me,  out- 
of-doors,  to  the  imputation  of  desiring  to 
screen  the  individuals  implicated;  but  I 
know  nothing  of  them,  and  under  no  cir- 
cumstances shall  such  a  consideration  deter 
me  from  saying  that  the  course  we  are  now 
about  to  pursue  is  not  quite  consistent  with 
the    comprehensive    principles    of  justice. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  says— 
'^  Let  the  House  print  the  petitions,  and 
consider  whether  they  make  out  a  case  of 
extenuation ;"  but  I  beg  to  ask  how  can  we 
judge  whether  or  not  these  petitions  state 
any  drcumstances  of  extenuation,  unless 
we  read  the  evidence  ?     Can  I,  on  reading 
a  petition,  receive  the  mere  ipse  dixit,  and 
judge  whether  it  purify  the  petitioner  from 
a  charge,  or  not,  unless  the  evidence  also  i« 
beside  me,  so  that  I  may  refer  to  it  and  as- 
certain what  the  charge  is  ?    These  seven 
persons,  so  far  as  I  understand  the  eaae,  are 
all  involved  in  one  conomon  ofi^oe.     I 
certainly  think  both  the  abetting  and  the 
abscon^ng  a  breach  of  the  privilq^ea  of  the 
House ;  but  when  I  come  to  apportion  the 
punishment,  and  determine  whether  one 
shall  be  imprisoned  for  a  fortnight,  and 
another  for  a  month,  it  is  not  satisraotory  to 
me  to  adjudicate  in  the  case  without  seeing 
what  the  circumstances  are.    I  cannot  un« 
derstand   how    the  hon.  Gentleman    can 
move,   to-morrow,    that  any  one  of  the 
parties  be  dischar^  on  any  allegation  con^ 
tained  in  his  own  petition,  without  our  hav« 
ing  the  evidence  before  us.    With  respect  to 
Dasent,  so  far  as  individual  testimony  is 
concerned,  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyleshire  appears  to  be  strongly  in  his 
favour;  but  I  protest  against  our  xeceivinff 
it*    The  hon.  Member  has  certainly  had 
better  means  of  judging  of  the  case,  (the 
evidence  having  been  given  in  the  presence 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman)  than  I  can  have; 
but  I  must  repeat  that  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  to  me  to  read  the  evidence  in 
the  first  instance,  than  to  vote,  now,  that 
the  parties  be  sent  to  Newgate,  which  ini- 
poses  the  obligation  of  confining  them  in 
Newgate  till  the  evidence  shall  have  been 
seen,  or  till  it  shall  have  been  ascertained 
whether  the  evidence  will  justify  the  course 
taken. 

Mr.  Walter  Campbell  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  forget  that  the 
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Bqport  on  which  the  proceeding  were 
founded,  wbs  the  Report  of  eleven  indepen- 
dent Members  of  this  House^  acting  on 
their  oaths.  Being  independent  Gentlemen^ 
hound  by  their  oaths  to  judge  impartially^ 
he  trusted  the  Report  would  be  considered 
worth  something.  The  right  hon.  Gentle. 
man  declared  that  he  would  not  take  my 
testimony,  or  that  of  other  hon.  Members. 
It  was  true  he  was  not  on  his  oath  at  present, 
and  he,  therefore,  could  not  claim  for  his 
statements  any  more  consideration  than  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  like  to  give  them, 
hut  he  would  nevertheless  mention,  that 
one  and  all  of  the  Committee  were  of 
opinion,  that  Dasent  deserved  more  lenity 
than  any  of  the  others.  That  Report  the 
Committee  gave  on  oath,  as  Gentlemen  and 
Members  of  Parliament,  deputed  to  pursue 
this  inquiry*  They  had  sat  for  forty^one 
days  in  the  Committee,  and  I  claim  for  that 
Report  some  weight,  it  being  a  Report 
made  by  us;,  as  we  judges  appointed  by 
you. 

Sir  Roberi  Peel:  Certainly  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  completdy  mistaken 
the  part  I  took— at  least,  he  mistook  my 
intention.  I  have  so  much  deference  for 
the  Report,  that  I  am  ready— -without  the 
evidenoe-^to  admit  that  a  breach  of  privL 
lege  has  been  committed ;  but  if  a  Rqx)rt, 
containing  a  charge  asainst  seven  indivi- 
duals, makes  no  discnmination  and  dis- 
tinction between  their  cases ^and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  declares  that  some  dis- 
tinction (is  necessary— >then,  I  say,  that  I 
wish  to  judge  of  the  relative  extent  of  their 
oflSmces  by  a  reference  to  the  evidence,  and 
not  from  the  immnession  on  the  mind  of 
eadi  individual  Gentleman  of  the  Com- 
mittee,—- and  for  this  reason,  that  it  is  pos- 
sible that  each  of  them  may  take  a  different 
view.  Without,  therefore,  the  slightest 
diararoect  for  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, f  protest  against  being  concluded  by  a 
construction  put  on  the  evidence  by  my 
ban.  Friend,  as  I  equally  object  to  a  con- 
struction being  put  on  it  by  any  other 
Member  of  the  Committee— my  wish  is  to 
see  the  evidence*  when  I  am  called  on  to 
award  punishment. 

Lord  John  Bussell  begged  to  be  allowed 
to  state  in  a  few  words  the  erounds  on 
which  he  should  give  his  vote.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  precisely 
aware  of  the  Question  before,  the  House, 
because  they  were  not  now  apportioning 
the  degree  of  punishment.  It  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  House  to  say  that  one  of 
the  uffimders  should  be  sent  to  Newgate  for 


a  fortnight,  and  another  for  a'  month:  it 
was  only  in  the  power  of  the  House,  on 
ascertaining  that  a  breach  of  its  privileges 
had  been  committed,  to  commit  the  parties 
to  Newgate.  Suppose  the  House  so  to 
commit  them,  then  the  question  of  extenu- 
ation would  arise :  the  question  as  to  how 
much  punishment  should  be  inflicted  on 
the  parties  would  be  entertained  hereafter, 
but  was  certainly  not  now  before  the  House. 
The  Question  now  before  them  was  this — 
whether  it  was  best  to  take  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  this  subject,  or  to  refer 
to  the  evidence  to  form  their  own  judgment 
upon  it?  The  precedents  were  almost 
uniformly  in  favour  of  taking  the  Report 
of  the  Committee.     But  he  would  not  relv 
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solely  on  the  ground  of  the  precedents  ;  if 
he  thought  them  unreasonable  he  would  be 
ready  to  vote  against  them,  and  in  favour 
of  a  better  course.  He  thought,  however, 
that  the  course  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derbyshire  now  proposed  was  preferable  to 
any  other.  The  Committee  had  attended 
most  laboriously  to  the  investigation  of  this 
subject,  and  after  bavins  taken  their  oath 
that  they  would  form  theu:  opinion  accord, 
ing  to  the  best  of  their  judgment  on  the 
evidence  brought  before  tnem,  had  done  so^ 
and  reported  that  opinion  to  the  Housew 
The  power  the  House  delegated  to  its  Com« 
mittees  was  often  very  great.  They  were 
the  only  tribunals  that  nad  the  power  of 
depriving  Members  of  their  seats  in  this 
House.  When  the  House  was  told,  not  by 
the  speeches  of  individual  Members,  but 
when  it  was  told  by  a  solemn  Report  from 
a  Committee,  that  certain  parties  had  ab- 
sconded to  avoid  the  service  of  a  summons 
to  attend  the  House,  and  that  others  had 
aided  and  abetted  that  absconding,  he  did 
think  they  had  the  best  ground  on  which 
to  proceed.  Let  them  suppose  a  contrast  to 
this  case.  In  three  or  four  days  the  whole 
of  the  evidence  would  be  printed.  Would 
any  man  say  that  the  various  Members  of 
this  House,  when  their  numerous  employ- 
ments were  considered,  would  be  able  to 
judge  the  evidence  with  as  much  discri- 
mination, and  with  as  much  chance  of 
justice  being  done,  as  belonged  to  thoae 
who  had  heard  the  evidence  as  it  was 
delivered,  and  who  had  eiven  to  it  their 
most  deliberate  consideration?  He 
thought,  then,  that  they  would  be  acU 
ing  both  according  to  precedent  and  in  om- 
formity  with  reamm,  if  they  adopted  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  should  be 
ready  to  consider  hereafVer,  any  circum- 
stances of  mitigation  that  might  be  brought 
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forward.  The  offences  of  the  parties  he 
must  say,  though  greats  would  not  be  of 
so  much  importance  as  a  wrong  decision  of 
the  House. 

Sir  William  Follett  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  they  were  called  on  to  pronounce 
j  udgmen  t  before  the  case  was  heard.  It  being, 
however,  the  feeling  of  the  House  that  they 
should  do  so,  he  would  not  oppose  his  opinion 
to  it.  But  he  would  say,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  answered  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  they 
were  not  then  called  on  to  pronounce  judg- 
ment on  the  parties.  He  asked  the  House 
if  that  were  the  case,  when  were  the 
parties  to  be  sentenced? — [^o,  iVb.] — 
Suppose  the  evidence  was  to  be  examined, 
were  the  parties  to  be  kept  in  prison  until 
the  evidence  was  printed,  the  printing  of 
which  might  occupy  a  month  ?  If  so,  and 
at  the  end  of  that  time,  the  House,  after 
inquiry,  were  of  opinion  that^  as  reported 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire,  one 
of  those  parties  ought  to  receive  only  slight 
punishment,  would  not  that  be  a  hardship 
inflicted  on  the  individual?  Were  they 
notlUcely  to  do  that  by  the  course  they 
were  talong  ?  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
fairer  course  would  De  to  examine  the  evi^ 
dence  in  the  first  instance.  The  House 
might  be  satisfied  the  parties  would  not  ab- 
scond a  second  time.  Why,  it  was  not 
probable  that  they  would  do  so,  for  if  ever 
they  returned  to  this  country  they  would 
be  liable  to  all  the  consequences.  Before 
the  punishment  was  pronounced  the  evi- 
dence ought  to  be  heard.  There  was  one 
Srticular  feature  in  the  case  which  the 
ouse  would  bear  in  mind,  that  although 
the  witnesses  were  known  to  have  abscond- 
ed durine  the  sitting  of  the  Committee,  no 
report  oi  that  circumstance  was  made  to 
the  House  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee. There  was  also  another  point  for 
consideration — O'Malley,  Clipperton,  and 
Sparrow  were  charged  with  abetting  and 
aiding  in  the  absconding  of  the  other 
parties.  Now  he  understood  O'Malley's 
offence  was  committed  after  Pilgrim  re- 
turned to  this  country.  Such  points  were 
strong  grounds  of  distinction,  and  rendered 
it  imperative  that  they  should  be  careful  in 
the  course  they  would  take. 

Mr.  CfUlar  FergusMon  said,  hon.  Gentle- 
men laid  great  stress  on  the  necessity  that 
there  was  for  the  evidence,  but  they  ap- 
peared to  lose  sight  of  the  fact,  that  the 
offence  with  which  the  parties  were  charged 
was  admitted  by  thero.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  petition  which 
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had  been  presented  by  Mr.  Dasent,  in  which 
he  acknowledged  that  he  had  committed  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House ;  and 
he  asked  was  that  the  man  whom  they  were 
to  discharge  at  once?  It  was  their  bounden 
duty  to  guard  against  the  violation  of  their 
privileges ;  and  in  the  exercise  of  that  duty 
they  were  called  upon  to  commit  the  indL 
viduals  in  question.  He  did  not,  therefore, 
see  that  there  was  any  other  course  which 
they  could  pursue  than  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire.  Indeed 
the  House  had  voted,  that  a  breach  of  pri- 
vilege had  been  committed,  and  was  the 
House  not  to  punish  that  ? 

Mr.  OConnell  was  anxious  that  nothing 
should  be  done  at  the  outset  to  mystify  the 
case,  or  to  prevent  its  being  examined.  It 
was  one  perfectly  plain  in  point  of  law. 
The  Committee  had  jurisdiction,  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  try  the  principal 
matter  of  election  or  no  election,  and  they 
had  necessarily  a  jurisdiction  incidental  to 
that,  which  should  enable  them  to  take 
care  that  the  inquiry  went  on  well  £»r  the 
purposes  of  justice,  and  whic^  should  apply, 
whether  it  were  intemipted  by  force,  or 
whether  it  were  intemipted  by  fraud.  The 
tribunal  possessmg  this  authority  had  tried 
the  main  facts,  and  had  also,  in  deciding 
the  collateral  matter,  given  in  a  judgment 
on  oath  to  the  House,  to  the  effect  that 
there  had  been  a  fraud  oommitt^  on  the 
Committee  and  on  their  jurisdiction*  The 
parties  in  question  had,  therefore,  been 
actually  found  guilty  of  a  contempt,  and 
his  le^  education  told  him  that  the  first 
step  in  that,  as  in  evezy  case  of  contempt 
of  Court,  was  to  put  the  culprits  in  custody, 
and  then  examine  the  new  question  which 
arose,  as  to  the  amount  of  punishment 
which  ought  to  be  awaided.  The  parties 
might  then  come  forward  and  petition  die 
House,  either  that  they  should  be  dis. 
charged,  or  be  subjected  to  a  light  punish- 
ment.  Was  it  one  of  the  privileges  of 
criminality  in  this  country  that  a  guilty 
man  should  be  at  once  discharged  ?  Those 
privileges  were,  he  knew,  large ;  bat  surely 
they  did  not  extend  quite  so  far.  Let  the 
House  look  to  what  had  since  taken  place 
in  the  very  borough  to  which  these  pro- 
ceedings had  reference,  upon  the  subject  of 
them  itself.  It  appeared  from  the  news- 
papers, that  in  Ipswich,  the  very  town  of 
which  Mr.  Spanow  wiu  town-clerk— the 
only  legal  officer-^a  meeting  had  been  held 
by  certain  parties  to  celebrate  what  they 
called  the  honourable  victory,  which  they 
had  obtained  in  opposition  to  the  petition 
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which  had  unseated  the  late  Members. 
One  gentleman  spol^e  of  their  being  com- 
pelled to  fight  the  same  battle  over  again^ 
which  they  had  before  won  fairly  and 
honourably  and  straightforwardly ; "  but  let 
us,"  he  continued,  *'  give  them  as  grand  a 
charge,  as  Wellington  did  at  Waterloo — 
let  us  adopt  the  same  honourable  measures 
as  we  before  followed."  Right  honourable 
measures,  indeed !  Let  them  but  adopt  the 
same  judicious  measures  as  before,  and  they 
think  that  surely  they  will  be  crowned  with 
the  same  success.  It  was  judicious  to  be  sure, 
to  send  witnesses  out  of  the  way, — to  com- 
mit bribery  and  corruption,  covered  and 
protected,  as  it  must  have  been,  by  perjury; 
and  it  was  judicious  too,  after  a  Committee 
had  reported  to  the  House  that  the  election 
had  been  conducted  with  gross  bribery,  and 
that  punishments  should  be  awarded  to  the 
principal  instigators,  that  one  of  those  indi- 
viduals should  have  the  resolution — ^he 
would  not  say  the  audacity— to  be  present 
at  the  meeting  to  which  he  alluded,  and  to 
cheer  at  the  ''honourable  and  judicious" 
meaMires  which  they  had  pursued.  These 
bribers  actually  dared  the  House — they 
challenged  its  power.  Did  they  suspect  that 
they  they  had  any  bacHnff— any  protectors 
there  ?  The  House  would  teach  them  that 
that  was  an  unfounded  supposition.  It 
would  be  seen  that,  however  hon.  Members 
might  differ  on  politics,  there  was  no  man 
among  them  who  would  stand  up  to  justify 
bribery.  Much  had  been  said  to  distinguish 
the  case  of  Mr.Dasent  from  the  cases  of  the 
other  parties  implicated-— that  gentleman 
who  did  not  bribe  at  the  instigation  of  Mr. 
Kelly,  but  who  bribed  for  the  love  of 
heaven — ^for  the  sake  of  charity.  The  high 
and  hon.  profession  to  which  he  belonged 
was  a  crime  in  him.  Were  those  who  com- 
posed that  profession  to  bribe  ?  was  it  part 
of  the  duty  of  a  barrister  to  bribe  ?  Some 
of  the  first  men  in  the  universe  were 
members  of  the  English  bar,  to  which  Mr. 
Dasent  was  attached.  There  were  many 
such  in  that  House ;  and  instead  of  counte. 
nancing  the  proceedings  of  that  individual 
the  blush  of  shame  ought  to  come  on 
their  cheeks  Ihat  there  should  be  found, 
such  a  man  at  the  English  bar.  What  was 
to  become  of  the  Society  of  Lincoln's-inn 
and  the  Benchers  now  ?  Would  they  in- 
quire into  the  matter?  Where  would  be 
the  base  calumniators  that  wrote  in  the 
legal  reviews  ?  Would  they  show  how  the 
English  bar  was  not  to  be  tainted,  and  with 
a  man  who  volunteered  bribery,  and  was 
guilty  of  a  contempt  of  the  House  of  Com- 


mons ?  No:  justice  was  not  to  be  in  this 
instance  defeated ;  bribery  and  corruption, 
such  as  were  practised  in  the  most  rampant 
days  of  ancient  Toryism,  had  been  revived, 
and  ought  to  be  subjected  to  condign  punish- 
ment. If  the  present  matter  were  sifted 
to  the  bottom,  they  would  have  much  more 
than  the  public  had  knowledge  of;  and  he 
trusted  thiat  it  would  be  so  siued,  although 
some  might  find  it  quite  convenient  to 
mystify  the  case  at  the  beginning  and  pre- 
vent its  being  fully  (examined.  He  called 
upon  them,  uierefore,  to  do  their'  duty  to 
God  smd  their  country,  on  this  subject,  and 
to  discountenance  that  bribery  which  men 
might  possibly  avail  themselves  of,  but 
which  none  except,  the  men  of  Ipswich, 
could  be  found  bold  enough  to  call, 
"  honourable  and  judicious." 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had 
pronounced  a  severe  censure  upon  a 
member  of  the  profession  of  the  law  in 
England;  but  it  behoved  him  to  look  a 
little  at  home  before  he  dealt  around  him 
such  unqualified  and  unmeasured  condemn* 
ation.  A  leambd  gentleman  bad  recently 
been  appointed  in  Ireland  to  a  situation  of 
great  confidence  and  conriderable  power  in 
that  country ;  that  appointment  was  made» 
if  not  at  the  direct  instance  and  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  at  least  with  his  full 
acquiescence  and  approval  Now,  it  did  so 
happen  that  the  learned  person  who  thus^ 
as  it  appeared,  enjoyed  the  patronage  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  had 
himself  been  guilty  of  the  very  offence 
which  they  had  just  heard  so  indignantly 
denounced  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
The  Gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded  was 
Mr.  Hudson^  a  member  of  the  Irish  bar ; 
the  situation  to  which  he  had  been  recently 
appointed  made  him  one  of  the  confidential 
advisers  of  the  Government;  and  if  the 
view  taken  of  the  conduct  of  the  memben 
of  the  English  bar  concerned  in  this  matter 
were  correct,  nothing  could  be  more  obvious 
than  that  Mr.  Hudson  came  completely 
within  the  scope  of  all  the  censure  that  had 
fallen  from  the  lips  of  that  very  individual 
through  whose  countenance  he  was  pn>* 
moted  to  so  confidential  a  situation  in 
Ireland — for  the  warm  culogium  very  lately 
pronounced  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem* 
ber  for  Dublin  upon  all  the  Irish  appoint* 
ments  must  be  full  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House:  according  to  his  judgment,  that 
learned  person  should  be  instantly  removed 
from  the  select  and  limited  society  of  tbe 
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hax.  The  benchers^  they  were  toU^  ought 
with  the  utmost  haste  to  jxoceeSi  to  con- 
Yict  and  condemn  him^  the  gentlemen  im- 
plicated in  the  Ipswich  case,  and  he,  should 
be  pursued  unrelentingly  by  the  contempt 
of  society  at  large.  But  he  would  beg  to 
ask  how  the  Government  had  treated  a 
member  of  the  same  profession  who  had 
been  convicted  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  of  bribery?    Why,  they  had  ap- 

?ointed  him  to  an  office  of  great  trust  m 
reland.     This,  to  be  sure,  was  but  fol- 
lowing out  their  own  principle^  for  they 
had  made  a  baronet  of  one  of  the  parties 
who  lost  his  seat  for  bribery  (Sir  R.  Harty), 
and  the  other  was  the  present  Attorney. 
General  for  Ireland.    Considerable  stress 
had  been  laid  upon  the  circumstance  of  one 
of  the  persons  concerned  in  the  affair  at 
Ipswich  being  a  member  of  the  bar ;  he  was 
informed  that  the  person  in  question  was 
only  a  student  preparing  to  go  to  the  bar. 
t"  He  U  a  barrister:'^    Well,  he  might  be 
a  barrister,  but  at  least  he  was  a  very  junior 
barrister;  however,  the  question  to  which  he 
desired  more  particularly  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  was  the  conduct  and  character 
of  Mr.  Hudson,  who  now  filled  the  office 
called  the  Attorney-General's  devil.  As  far 
as  his  judgment  went,  that  was  an  office  of 
considerable  importance,  and  one  which  no 
man  should  hold  who  did  not  in  all  respects 
deserve  to  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  which  he  was  connected. 
The  House  would  judge  whether  a  person 
convicted  before  a  Committee  of  the  offence 
of  bribery  deserved  the  censure  just  pro- 
nounced,  and  they  would  most  probably 
consider  that  he  deserved  it  equally,  whether 
he  was  connected  with  the  Liberal  or  with 
the  Conservative  party.    [Mr.  OConneU 
rose  to  **  ordef^'  hut  tat  downJ]    He  con-* 
fessed  he  could  not  understand  why  such 
unqualified  condemnation  should  be  pro- 
nounced upon  a  man  merely  because  he 
might  be  called  one  of  the  Tories.    If  the 
act  were  disgraceful  in  the  one,  it  could  not 
be  less  so  in  a  person  belonging  to  the  other 
party.     If  the  Tories  were  to  be  eternally 
disgraced  by  what  had  happened  at  Ipswich^ 
was  it  to  be  endured  that  a  person  not  less 
guilty  should  be  recommended  to  discharge 
the  duties  appertaining  to  a  situation  of 
great  trust  in  connection  with  the  present 
Attomey-General  for  Ireland  ?     He  should 
now,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
state  a  few  faets:  he  did  not  mean  such 
staiements  as  sometimes  went  by  the  name 
of  facts,  but  meant  that  he  was  enabled  to 
lay  before  the  House  one  or  two  particulars 


which  really  were  statements  of  fact,  and 
did  not  hesitate  to  challenge  contradiction. 
On  the  sad  of  August,  1831,  Mr.  Robert 
Gordon  (he  might  now  mention  his  name, 
as  it  was  matter  of  history),  as  chairman  of 
the  Dublin  Election  Committee,  which  un- 
seated Messrs.  Perrin  and  Harty  for  bribery, 
undue  influence,  &c.,  rose  to  bring  forward 
the  matter  contained  in  the  special  report 
of  the  Committee  before  the  House,  and 
having  detailed  the  nature  of  the  evidence 
to    the    House,    he    proceeded    thus: — 
'' Having  said  so  much  of  the  scene  of 
action,  I  come  now  to  the  actors,  and  we 
come  first  to  inquire  who  were  the  givers 
and  who  were  the  receivers  of  the  bribes. — 
The  principal  giver  appears  to  have  been 
Counsellor  Hudson.    He  was  assisted  by  a 
person  named     HitchcocJc,    an    attorney. 
These  were  the  principal    purse-bearers. 
When  these  events  became  matter  of  history, 
for  I  trust  we  shall  have  no  more  bribery 
when  the  Reform  Bill  passes,  no  doubt  the 
gentlemen  whose  names  I  have  mentioned 
will  bear  a  conspcuous  part,  as  being  the 
last  agents  in  the  great  work  of  bribery  at 
elections."    The  evidence  distinctly  showed 
that  Hudson  was  the  person  through  whom 
the  grossest  bribery  was  effected ;  and  Mr. 
Gordon  described  it  ''  as  an  expoaufo  of  as 
gross  a  system  of  bribery  and  corruption  as 
ever  disgraced  those  who  misused  the  elec 
tive  franchise.    In  my  opinion  (he  says), 
the  people  of  England  would  laugh  us  to 
scorn  if  we  should  let  this  opportunity  pass 
without  strongly  stating  our  opinions  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Dublin  election,  and 
putting  an  end  to  that  infamous  system  of 
bribery  which  is  twice  cursed,  for  it  curseth 
him  that  gives,  as  well  as  him  that  takes: 
All  must  admit  that  moral  as  well  as  legal 
guilt  attaches  to  bribery."     The  House 
was  now    in  possession  of   the  opinion 
entertained  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Crick, 
lade,  and  of  the  Committee  of  which  he 
was  Chairman,  of  the  conduct  of   Mr. 
Hudson,  and  surely  they  would  agree  with 
him,  that  that  which  was  base  and  gross  and 
Scandalous  in  a  Tory  could  not  change  its 
character  when  it  came  to  be  practised  by 
one  who  fell  within  the  designation  of  a 
Liberal.    He  would  ask  the  House,  did 
they  think  that  such  men  ought  co  receive 
political  appointments  from  any  govern- 
ment?    Was  it  not  the  fact    that   Mr. 
Hudson  had  received  the  appointment  he 
had  mentioned? — Perhaps,  some  time  or 
other,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  would  '*  let  the  cat  out  oS  the  bag," 
and  explain  to  the  House  the  extent  to 
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which  he  had  acquiesced  in^  if  not  sanc- 
tioned or  dictated^  the  appointments  in 
Ireland.  He  should  beg  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  another  authority  upon  this 
subjectj  that  of  Dr.  Lushington,  the  present 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  On  the 
2Sd  of  August,  1831,  the  hon.  and  learned 
gentleman  said,  ''  the  perjury  and  bribeiy 
at  the  Dublin  election  was  certainly  most 
disgraceful,  but  it  is  not  the  poor  parties 
voting  that  ought  to  be  prosecuted,  for  the 
paid  agent  is  the  party  against  whom  the 
law  ought  to  be  let  loose  in  all  its  severity. 
I  consider  that  the  person  who  offers  a 
bribe  assails  the  very  foundation  of  the 
morals  of  the  poorer  voters,  and  is  guUty  of 
a  trespass  on  all  the  laws  of  justice  and 
honour.  It  is  upon  the  tempter,  and  not 
the  tempted  that  the  House  should  wreak 
its  vengeance."  Earl  Spencer,  being  then 
a  Member  of  that  House,  said, ''  it  appears 
from  what  has  been  said  on  all  sides  <n  the 
House,  that  there  is  a  marked  distinction 
with  regard  to  the  offences  and  the  of- 
fenders, and  it  seems  to  be  agreed  that 
the  corrupter  is  a  much  more  guilty  party 
than  the  poor  receiver  of  the  bnbe."  And 
Lord  John  Russell  on  the  same  occasion 
gave  an  opinion  to  which  he  could  not  help 
particularly  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House:— '^ No  man  can  doubt,  that  in 
either  giving  or  receiving  a  bribe,  he  is 
committing  an  offence  both  against  the 
Constitution  and  against  morals."  Those 
were  the  opinions  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site, and  they  were  opinions  which  he  was 
not  disposed  to  gainsay.  Neither  had  he 
stood  up  for  the  purpose  of  differing  from 
the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin.  He  con- 
curred with  that  Gentleman  in  thinking 
that  persons  convicted  of  bribery  were 
worthy  of  condemnation,  and  he  therefore 
assented  to  much  that  had  fallen  from  him ; 
but  had  Ireland  to  expect  when  a  man, 
with  a  character  disgraced  by  that  offence, 
was  promoted  to  a  confidentiid  office— when 
an  individual,  convicted  by  the  report  of  a 
Committee  of  that  House,  was  an  adviser 
of  the  Irish  Government. 

Mr.  OConndl  said,  that  there  never  was 
a  more  unfair  statement  than  that  which 
the  House  had  just  heard  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Sligo. 

Colonel  Perceval:  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  mean  to  say, 
that  I  have  laid  before  the  House  a  dis- 
honest or  dishonourable  statement  ? 

Mr.  0*Connell:  No,  but  that  certain 
charges  were  made  in  a  manner  in  which 


they  ought  not  to  be  made,  and  which 
charges  he  would  prove  to  have  been  un. 
founded.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  imputed  the  offence  of  bribery  to  an 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  of  his — the  At. 
tomey-General  for  Ireland.  ["  No,  no," 
from  Colonel  PercevaL^  Then  let  it  be 
distinctly  understood  that  no  such  chaige 
was  made.  Did  any  man  assert  that  Mr. 
Perrin's  character  was  implicated  in  that 
transaction  ?  Was  there  any  Special  Re- 
port in  the  case  ?  ["  Yes*'l  He  knew  there 
was,  and  he  desired  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  fact,  that  the  name  of 
Mr.  Hudson  was  never  once  mentioned  in 
that  Report.  It  happened  that  a  Motion 
was  made  in  that  House  to  instruct  the 
Attorney-General  to  prosecute  the  offenders 
at  the  election  in  question.  Now,  what 
was  the  fact  with  respect  to  his  own  con- 
duct in  that  matter  ?  He  voted  for  that 
Motion;  was  it  not,  then,  too  bad  to  charge 
him  with  having  sanctioned  or  countenanced 
bribery?  As  to  Mr  Hudson,  he  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  owed  him  no  obligation ;  on 
the  contrary,  Mr.  Hudson  had  refused  to 
be  employed  as  counsel  for  him ;  but  he 
felt  bound  to  bear  testimony  in  his  favour. 
The  Committee  could  not,  of  course,  be  ao- 
qufunted  with  the  character  of  Mr.  Hud- 
son; ihey  acted  upon  the  representation 
made  to  them,  and  a  prosecution  was  ac- 
cordingly instituted.  Bills  were  sent  up 
to  the  Grand  Jury  for  the  dty  of  Dublin. 
The  same  witnesses  were  examined  before 
the  Grand  Jury  that  were  examined  before 
the  Committee.  The  witnesses  who  were 
unknown  here  were  examined  before  the 
Grand  Jury,  who  knew  their  characters 
well,  and  the  result  was,  that  the  Grand 
Jury  unanimously  ignored  the  lull  against 
Mr.  Hudson;  and  there  was  no  one  who 
had  the  least  knowledge  of  the  character 
and  political  principles  of  the  persons  gene* 
rally  composing  that  Grand  Jury,  who 
would  not  readily  give  them  credit  for  a 
disposition  far  from  favourable  to  Mr.  Hud* 
son,  and  yet  they  ignored  the  bill.  He  re- 
collected perfectly  being  in  the  hall  of  the 
Four  Courts,  near  the  Rolls  Court,  the  day 
the  bills  against  Mr.  Hudson  were  ignored, 
and  heard  that  gentleman  congratulated 
upon  the  event  Now,  he  would  appeal  to 
every  man  of  feeline  in  the  House,  at  least 
to  every  man  whase  feelings  were  not  blinded 
by  party  spirit,  to  say,  would  it  not  have 
been  fair  in  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  when  he  was  stating  one  fact  to 
have  accompanied  it  with  the  statement  of 
the  other  ?     He  should  be  glad  to  know  if 
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the  character  of  the  persons  ooncemed  in 
the  Ipswich  Election  would  have  stood  such 
a  test  as  that  to  which  the  character  of  Mr. 
Hudson  was  exposed  ?  If  Bills  of  Indict* 
ment  had  heen  preferred  ^gainst  them^  did 
any  one  suppose  that  any  Grand  Jury,  and 
least  of  all^  that  a  Grand  Jury  politically 
adverse,  would  have  thrown  out  the  hills  ? 
If  he  had  impeached  Mr.  Dasent  upon  no 
stronger  grounds  than  those  upon  which 
the  charge  against  Mr.  Hudson  rested,  he 
was  willing  to  he  considered  a  hase  calum- 
niator,  and  to  allow  that  stigma  to  attach 
to  his  name  out  of  the  House.  Let  Mr. 
Dasent  so  hefore  a  Grand  Jury — let  that 
Grand  Jury  ignore  the  hiU,  and  if  after 
that,  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  were  found  to 
impeach  the  character  of  that  gentleman, 
let  him  he  looked  on  as  a  hase  calumniator. 
He  would  solemnly  declare  that  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  not 
cognizant  that  Mr.  Hudson  had  heen  pro- 
secuted, and  that  the  hill  against  him  had 
heen  ignored.  As  for  the  impromptu  with 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
assailed  him,  he  could  only  congratulate 
him  on  the  skill  with  which  it  had  heen  so 
leisurely  concocted,  and  the  happy  miracle 
hy  which  those  extracts  from  the  reported 
debates  in  Parliament  had  so  opportunely 
slipped  into  his  pockets — ^for,  to  him  it  did 
seem  rather  miraculous.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  hefore  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman brought  such  another  accusation 
against  a  youne  man  who  was  striving  to 
raise  hirasdf  in  nis  profession,  he  would  be 
cautious  of  taunting  him  with  the  guilt  of 
that  bribery  of  which  he  had  been  ac- 
quitted. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  that,  till  this  mo- 
ment, he  had  not  known  that  the  bill  in 
question  had  been  sent  before  the  Grand 
Jury  \  and  he  appealed  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Bandon- 
bridge  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson),  whose 
practice  had  been  extensive  at  the  Irish 
bar,  as  to  whether  he  had  ever  heard  of 
the  fact.  He  repeated,  that  he  himself 
had  never  before  heard  of  it.  [^Cries  of 
"Ok,  oA."] 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  when  an 
hon.  Member  had  asserted  so  solemnly  as 
tike  gallant  Colonel  had  asserted,  that  he 
never  heard  of  a  particular  circumstance 
till  the  present  time,  it  was  not  becoming 
for  any  one  to  appear  to  doubt  his  state- 
ment. He  did  consider  that  that  course 
was  80  extremely  ungentleman-like. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  that  he  never  re* 
nembered  an  occasion  on  which  the  as* 


sertion  of  any  hon.  Member  had  been 
questioned  in  a  manner  in  which  that  of 
Uie  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  appeared 
to  have  been  doubted.  For  his  part,  he 
begged  to  say,  that  he  should,  in  a  similar 
case  regarding  himself,  instantly  desire  the 
person  so  expressing  a  doubt  of  his  asser- 
tion, to  step  forward,  and  show  who  he 
was. 

Colonel  Perceval  repeated  his  assertion 
and  expressed  his  confident  conviction,  that 
every  respectable  Member  of  that  House 
would  give  full  credit  to  it. 

Sir  John  WroUesley  said,  that  he  had 
been  one  of  those  who  had  expressed  some 
disapprobation  when  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  made  the  assertion  in  question. 
He  did  so,  not  because  he  for  one  moment 
doubted  the  truth  of  what  he  stated,  but 
because,  being  strongly  impressed  with  the 
feelings  of  the  moment,  he  gave  vent  to  the 
great  surprise  which  he  felt,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  should  have  made  a 
charge  of  the  kind  which  he  did  bring  for- 
ward, particularly  against  an  individual 
whose  prospects  in  life  were  so  peculiarly 
liable  to  be  injured  by  it,  without  having 
made  those  necessary  inquiries,  in  the  ab« 
sence  of  which,  he  (Sir  John  Wrottesley) 
would  put  it  to  his  candour,  his  honour, 
and  his  better  judgment,  whether  he  ought 
to  implicate  any  individual. 

Mr.  Hardy  wished  to  remind  the  House 
that  the  question  before  it  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Dublin  Election  and  Mr.  Hud- 
son. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  that,  as  he 
had  been  appealed  to  by  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend,  the  Member  for  Sligo,  he  felt 
it  a  point  of  honour  to  state  to  the  House, 
with  respect  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  that, 
though  practising  at  the  bar  in  Dublin,  he 
bad  never  heard  of  the  fact  of  bills  being 
preferred  agaiust  Mr.  Hudson,  and  ignored 
by  the  city  of  Dublin  Grand  Jury.  But 
he  took  it  for  granted  that  it  was  so,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  slated  it 
to  be  within  his  own  knowledge.  Of  course, 
if  it  were  not  a  fact,  it  would  not  be  so 
stated  by  him.  With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  he  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson)  thought  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  had  made  as  unfair  and 
as  ungenerous  a  speech  in  aggravation  of 
punishment,  to  influence  the  feelings  of  the 
House  against  individuals,  and  especially 
against  a  member  of  his  own  honourable 
and  learned  profession,  as  had  ever  been 
made  within  its  walls ;  for  he  confounded 
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all  the  aggreiBors  in  one  undistin^uishable 
mass,  and  made  not  the  slightest  distinction 
between  their  several  degrees  of  guilt.  To 
effect  that  purpose  the  more  com]^etely)  he 
introduced  a  speech  from  a  newspaper^  re. 
ferrine  to  something  which  was  stated  to 
have  happened  since  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  and  the  implication  of  the  ac« 
cused.  Mr.  O'Malley,  then  in  custody  of 
the  Sergeant-at^Arms,  was  a  member  of  the 
same  profession  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself^  at  the  English  bar, 
and  a  native  of  the  same  country  as  he  was. 
He  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson)  did  not  know 
Mr.  O'Malley  himself,  but  he  knew  his 
family  to  be  highly  respectable.  That  Gen- 
tleman had  petitioned  the  Houses  stating 
in  his  petition,  that  he  had  not  been  en. 
ga^cd  in  the  case  until  two  days  previous 
to  Its  trial,  and  that  he  had  had  only  one 
interview  with  Pilgrim.  All  ibis  he  offered 
to  prove,  and  prayed  to  be  allowed  to  put 
in  bail  for  that  purpose.  He  further  stated, 
that  he  had  acted  solely  under  the  direction 
of  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake,  his  employers. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  that  noble  Lord  was 
in  the  House  who  was  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land at  the  time  of  the  transaction  in  ques. 
tion,  when  the  House  had  directed  Hudson, 
and  those  persons  mentioned  in  the  Report, 
to  be  prosecuted,  and  he  could  probably 
confirm  the  statement  which  had  been 
made. 

Sir  Edward  KnatchbuU  had  understood 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
stated  that,  of  his  own  knowledge,  he  knew 
the  bills  to  have  been  presented  and  ignored. 

Mr.  Skarv  said,  that  after  the  unqualified 
assertion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  DuUin  to  the  contrary,  and  wishing  to 
speak  with  every  delicacy  and  caution  on  a 
question  of  fact  affecting  the  personal  cha- 
racter of  others^  yet,  in  vindication  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Perceval), 
he  (Mr.  Shaw^  must  state  to  the  House 
his  confident  b^ief  that  no  bill  of  indictment 
whatever  had  been  sent  up  against  Mr. 
Hudson.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  not  had  his 
xecollection  lately  called  to  the  facts  or  cir. 
cumstances  of  the  case,  and  he  would  not, 
therefore,  speak  with  positive  certainty; 
but  he  was,  at  the  time,  a  party  concerned, 
having,  both  before  and  after  the  decision 
of  the  Election  Committee  in  question^  sat 
for  the  city  of  Dublin.  He  did  not  think 
such  a  bill  of  indictment  could  have  been 
preferred  without  his  having  heard  of  it ; 
and  to  correct  his  own  impression,  and  fear* 
fill  of,  in  the  slightest  degree,  overstating 
in  8udi  a  case,  he  hoped  there  would  be  no 


indelicacy  in  his  referring  to  the  circttm* 
stance.  He  within  the  last  few  minutes  had 
communicated  with  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Perrin^  on  the  subject, 
and  his  (Mr.  Perrin's)  recollection  concurred 
with  his  (Mr.  Shaw's),  that  no  bill  of  in. 
dictment  had  been  sent  up  against  Mr. 
Hudson.  He  believed  the  case  had  been 
simply  this  :<— the  Government  of  the  time 
had  not  boen  very  anxious  to  prosecute. 
The  parties  unseated  on  the  ground  of 
bribery  having  been  their  own  friends,  and 
the  opposite  party  being  satisfied  with  their 
success,  did  not  press  ihe  matter  further, 
and  so  it  was  let  to  drop.  The  important 
fact,  however,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was^  that  no  such  bill 
of  indictment  as  he  relied  upon  had  ever 
been  preferred  against  Mr.  Hudson,  and 
consequently  never  could  have  been  ignored. 
What,  then,  became  of  the  hon.  Member*a 
attack  on  the  witnesses  who,  he  said,  had 
bc^n  disbelieved  when  they  were  known, 
and  on  his  gallant  Friend  ?  the  whole  at- 
tack and  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Connell)  having  rested 
on  the  statement  of  that,  as  a  fact,  which 
he  verily  believed  had  never  occurred. 

Mr.  (yConnell:  Nothing  could  bear 
out  more  strongly  the  case  which  he  stated 
to  the  House  than  the  assertiona  just 
made  by  the  bon.  and  learned  Member. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  admitted 
that  certain  persons  were  to  have  been 
prosecuted;  tie  acknowledged  that  bills 
of  indictment  were  preferred  against  some 
of  the  parties. — Then,  whether  a  bill  wtta 
or  was  not  preferred  against  Mr.  Hudson 
was  a  matter  of  no  consequence.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  bills  against  the 
other  parties  were  ignored;  and  Mr. 
Hudson,  who  was  one  of  those  referred 
to  by  the  House,  was  surely  entitled  to  the 
acquittal  implied  by  the  fact  of  those  bills 
having  been  ignored  by  the  Grand  Jury. 
The  effect,  then,  of  the  proceedings  in 
Dublin  was  exactlv  the  same,  whether 
this  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  or  his  account  were  taken  into 
consideration,  though  he  certainly 
was  under  the  impression,  from  the  fact 
of  his  being  present  when  Mr.  Hudson 
was  congratulated  upon  the  throwing  out 
of  the  bills,  that  one  of  them  had  been 
preferred  against  that  gentleman. 

Mr.  Jackson  understood  the  boo.  and 
learned  Member  to  state  as  a  diatinct  fact, 
that  a  bill  of  indietmeat  bad  bean  iuit  vp 
againit  Mr.  Hudion. 
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Mr.O*C0nne/2;  And  that  is  still  my 
conviction. 

Mr.  Jackson  resumed — And  upon  that 
fact  he  grounded  one  of  the  strongest 
personal  allusions  ever  made  in  that 
House.  Did  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  state^  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Hudson,  that  the  very  same  witnesses 
whose  evidence  succeeded  in  getting  him 
implicated  in  the  offence  of  bribery  before 
the  Committee,  were  examined  before  the 
Grand  Jury,  and  failed  to  establish  in  the 
minds  of  the  persons  composing  that 
tribunal  any  impression  of  the  guilt  of 
this  gentleman. 

Sir  Frederick  Pollock  entirely  agreed  in 
the  propriety  of  those  expressions  of 
strong  reprobation  of  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion which  had  been  made  use  of  so  pro- 
fusiely  that  night*  He  doubted,  however, 
whether  they  had  not  induced  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  wander  somewhat  from  the  pre- 
cise Question  before  the  House.  The 
Question  before  the  House  was,  whether, 
having  voted  a  certain  ofience  a  breach 
of  privilege,  they  were  prepared  to  order 
those  who  by  a  Report  of  the  Committee 
had  been  found  guilty  of  it,  to  be  con- 
fined in  Newgate.  In  examining  this 
question,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  digressed  to  a  Dublin  case,  in  which 
proceeding  he  should  not  follow  him  fur- 
ther than  to  remark,  that  the  facts  which 
had  been  stated  with  respect  to  a  gentle- 
man in  that  case,  showed  how  extremely 
cautious  the  House  should  be  how  they 
acted  on  the  Report  of  a  Committee,  with- 
out all  the  evidence  before  them,  and 
without  allowing  the  parties  affected  by 
that  evidence  to  be  heard  by  Counsel. 
The  case  of  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
allowing  it  to  be  exactly  true,  proved  this 
— *that  a  Report  was  made  by  a  Committee 
of  that  House,  which  was  afterwards  as- 
certained to  be  altogether  unfounded. 
He  should  not  however  offer  any  opposition 
to  the  passmg  of  this  Resolution,  but  he 
thought  that  the  House  ought  to  have 
before  it  the  proceedings  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that,  when  it  had  got  them, 
it  should  be  cautious  how  it  took  mea- 
suresy  which  not  only  infringed  on  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  but  also  impugned 
the  character  of  individuals. 

An  hon.  Member  said,  that  he  had  not 
ieen  the  Ipswich  paper  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had  re- 
fisrred  s  but  he  bad  seen  another  Ipswich 
paper,  in  which  the  editor  stated  that  one 


of  the  petitioners  a^inst  the  late  return, 
and  one  of  the  canaidates  at  the  present 
election,  had  spoken  of  several  of  the 
most  respectable  inhabitants  of  Ipswich 
in  language  so  calumnious  that  he  had 
not  dared  to  report  it ;  and  that  candidate, 
be  it  recollected,  was  a  lawyer. 

The  Resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gisbome  said,  that  he  would 
move  the  same  Resolutions  one  by  one 
against  each  of  the  other  parties,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place  upon  Bond's  case  would  pre- 
clude the  necessity  of  a  discussion  upon 
the  others.  Re  then  moved  against 
Arthur  Bott  Cooke  the  same  Resolutions 
which  had  just  been  carried  against  John 
Bond. 

Mr.  George  JP.  Young  perfectly  con- 
curred in  the  course  which  had  been 
adopted  by  the  House.  The  House,  how- 
ever, if  it  did  not  take  care,  would  place 
itself  in  a  situation  of  some  hardship  with 
respect  to  individuals.  We  have,  said  the 
hon.  Member,  not  the  evidence  before  us, 
and  we  cannot  have  it  printed  for  three 
weeks  or  a  month.  If  we  determine  to 
follow  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  and  pro- 
ceed to  punish  the  parties  according  to 
their  more  or  less  guiltiness,  we  may  per- 
haps find,  after  the  parties  had  been  in 
custody  for  that  time,  that  we  have  in- 
flicted in  that  imprisonment,  a  punish- 
ment more  than  commensurate  with  their 
offence.  He  threw  out  this  suggestion 
in  order  that  it  might  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  to  select  and  print  such  parts 
of  the  evidence  as  bore  on  the  case  of 
each  of  these  individuals.  By  so  doing 
they  should  have  something  whereby  to 
determine  the  minimum  or  mcucimum  of 
punishment  to  be  inflicted  on  each  indi- 
vidual. 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart  would  jutt  tell 
the  House  the  situation  in  which  it  would 
be  placed,  if  it  listened  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member.  The  Committee, 
when  asked  to  return  an  abstract  of  the 
evidence  furnished  by  Arthur  Bott  Cooke 
would  have  to  return  an  answer  of  m/,  for 
his  offence  was  absconding  to  avoid  giving 
evidence.  He  had  never  appeared  before 
the  Committee,  and  the  Committee  had 
therefore  never  had  an  opportunity  of 
examining  him.  He  had  now  appeared 
and  expressed  his  contrition.  The  same 
observation  applied  also  to  Bond  aad 
Claapi 
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The  Resolutions  were  then  carried,  as 
were  similar  Resolutions  against  Arthur 
Bott  Cooke :  Robert  Beauchamp  Clamp, 
and  John  Bury  Dasent. 

Mr.  Oisbome  said,  that  he  now  came  to 
another  class  of  offenders.  He  should, 
therefore,  move  that  John  Eddowes  Spar- 
row having  aided  and  abetted  certain  per- 
sons in  keeping  out  of  the  way  to  avoid 
giving  their  evidence  before  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  try  and  deter- 
mine the  merits  of  the  petition  complain- 
ing of  an  undue  election  and  return  for 
the  borough  of  Ipswich,  was  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  th^  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  that  he  did 
not  rise  to  object  to  this  Motion ;  he  rose 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire 
whether  what  he  had  stated  respecting 
the  witness  Bond  applied  also  to  the  pre- 
sent witness  ?  He  asked,  whether  the 
evidence  which  applied  to  him  could  be 
laid  before  the  House :  because,  if  it  could 
be  laid  before  the  House,  without  wait- 
ing for  all  the  evidence,  it  would  be  de- 
sirable. This  had  been  done  before  by 
Election  Committees.  He  thought  that  it 
might  be  referred  to  the  Ipswich  Election 
Committee  to  read  over  the  evidence 
taken  before  them,  and  to  select  and  ex- 
tract such  portions  of  it  as  referred  to  the 
diflferent  parties  whom  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  call  before  the  House.  It  was 
only  right  that  thos^  who  had  to  appor- 
tion the  punishment  should  have  before 
them  the  evidence  that  was  necessary 
to  inform  them  how  they  should  apportion 
it. 

The  Resolution  was  agreed  to,  as  was 
another  Resolution,  that  the  said  John  Ed- 
dowes Sparrow  be  committed  to  Newgate 
for  the  said  breach  of  privilege. 

Similar  Resolutions  were  moved  against 
F.  O'Malley,  Esq. 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stewart  in  reference 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montgomeryshire,  (Mr.  Williams  Wynn,) 
observed,  that  it  would  require  three  weeks 
at  least  to  print  the  whole  mass  of  evi- 
dence, and  that  part  of  it  which  related 
to  the  scrutiny  was  perfectly  uninterest- 
ing. If,  however,  the  whole  mass  of  evi- 
dence was  to  be  printed,  it  might  be  as 
well  to  have  that  which  related  to  the  bri- 
bery printed  first,  and  that  which  related 
to  the  scrutiny  printed  afterwards. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  that  before 
they  decided  on  prosecuting  any  parties 


for  bribery,  they  must  have  all  the  evi* 
dence  taken  by  the  Committee  before 
them.  But  that  part  of  the  evidence 
which  related  to  the  misconduct  of  the 
parties  might  be  abstracted  without  much 
trouble  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  that  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  inconsistent  with  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  after  the  House  had  commenced 
the  consideration  of  a  transaction  of  this 
nature,  to  refer  it  back  ag^in  to  any  Com- 
mittee. The  Committee  on  the  Ipswich 
election  had  finished  its  proceedings,  and 
the  House  was  commencing  its  part  in 
them.  All  that  the  House  could  do  was 
to  accelerate  the  printing  of  the  evidence, 
so  that  it  might  be  submitted  to  the  general 
perusal  of  Members  and  enable  them  to 
form  their  judgment  upon  it. 
'The  Resolutions  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Cnsbome :  I  will  now  proceed  to 
the  case  of  John  Pilgrim. 

The  Speaker  said,  it  would  be  necessary 
first  to  ascertain  whether  he  were  in  cus- 
tody. 

Shortly  afterwards  the  messenger 
Mr.  Gifford,  appeared  at  the  Bar,  and  was 
examined  by  the  Speaker  and  several 
Members,  but  owing  to  the  confusion  in 
the  House,  and  the  low  tone  of  voice  io 
which  the  messenger  spoke,  we  can  only 
give  the  substance  of  the  examination 
and  that,  too,  without  any  great  confi- 
dence in  its  accuracy.  He  said,  that  he 
had  found  Pilgrim  in  custody  at  Norwich  ; 
that  he  had  brought  up  Pilgrim  in  his 
own  custody,  that  the  gaoler  had  not 
come  up  with  them,  but  that  he  had  in- 
sisted on  a  bond  being  signed  before  he 
allowed  Pilgrim  to  leave  the  gaol  with 
him  (Gifibrd).  He  had  heard  from  per- 
sons at  Norwich  that  Pilgrim  was  in  gaol 
on  a  charge  of  fraud,  he  believed  of  fe- 
lony. He  had  not  a  copy  of  the  warrant 
on  which  Pilgrim  was  in  custody  when  he 
found  him  at  Norwich.  He  had  no  other 
warrant  but  the  Speaker's  on  which  he 
took  Pilgrim.  The  gaoler  submitted  on 
his  showing  him  the  Speaker*s  warrant. 
It  was  in  the  gaol  of  Norwich,  where  PiL 
grim  was  in  custody  for  a  charge  of  felony » 
that  he  served  on  Pilgrim  the  Speak- 
er's warrant.  He  understood  that  Pilgrim 
was  in  custody  on  a  charge  of  embezzling 
the  sum  of  12/.  The  witness  was  or- 
dered to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Hume  moved  that  John  Pilgriia 
be  called  in. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  thought  that  tlift 
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House  ought  to  make  an  order  that  the 
varrant  committing  John  Pilgrim  to  his 
Majesty^s  gaol  at  Norwich  be  laid  before 
it.  In  the  mean  while,  til!  that  order  was 
obeyed,  the  House  should  make  an  order 
directing  that  John  Pilgrim  be  committed 
to  Newgate  for  safe  custody. 

Mr.  Patrich  M.  Stewart  said,  that  if 
there  was  any  doubt  respecting  the  cus- 
tody in  which  Pilgrim  then  was,  he  had  a 
petition  to  present  from  Pilgrim,  which 
would  remove  all  difficulties  upon  that 
head. 

Petition  presented  and  read  as  follows : 

**  That  the  petitioner  begs  leave  most  hum- 
bly and  sincerely  to  express  his  regret  at  the 
offence  he  has  committed  against  the  rules  and 
dignity  of  the  House;  that  the  petitioner 
having  been  clerk  for  upwards  of  thirty  years 
in  the  office  of  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Co.  solici- 
tors, Norwich,  felt  himself  under  their  entire 
control,  and  begs  to  assure  the  House  that  it 
was  by  the  direction  of  Mr.  John  Blake,  one 
of  the  said  firm,  that  the  petitioner  first  went 
to  Ipswich  to  assist  in  the  late  election ;  that 
after  the  said  election  the  petitioner  was,  at 
the  earnest  entreaty,  or  rather  direction  of  Mr; 
Thomas  Moore  Keith,  another  of  the  said  firm, 
induced  to  leave  Norwich  to  avoid  service  of 
the  Speaker's  warrant;  (that  Messrs.  Sewell 
and  Co.  previously  supplied  the  petitioner 
with  20/.  towards  his  expenses,  and  that 
shortly  before  the  petitioner  left  Norwich,  the 
said  Thomas  Moore  Keith  requested  the  peti- 
tioner to  write  him  a  note  under  the  colour, 
and  as  a  protection  to  him  in  case  of  necessity, 
asking  for  leave  of  absence,  which  the  peti- 
tioner did ;  that  during  the  petitioner's  absence, 
to  avoid  such  service,  he  believes  expressions 
were  casually  dropped  by  him,  tending  to 
shew  his  anxiety  of  returning  to  his  wife  and 
family,  and  such  expressions  might  obtain  cir- 
culation; the  petitioner  can  only  in  this 
manner  account  for  the  charges  of  embezzle- 
ment subHfquently  reported  and  afterwards 
made  against  him  by  Messrs.  Sewell,  Blake, 
Keith,  and  Blake,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
the  petitioner  to  remain  absent ;  that  the  peti- 
tioner in  the  evening  of  Wednesday  the  27th 
of  May  last,  returned  to  Norwich ;  that  the 
next  morning  about  eleven  o'clock  he  was 
served  with  a  summons  to  appear  and  be  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee  of  the  House 
then  sitting  upon  the  petitioner  against  the 
return  of  the  Members  of  Parliament  for 
Ipswich,  and  (he  petitioner  was  determined 
directly  he  received  such  summons  to  obey  the 
same,  and  was  about  to  leave  Norwich  for  that 
purpose  by  the  first  coach,  being  the  New- 
market mail,  which  started  for  London  at  five 
o'clock  on  the  afternoon  of  that  day,  and  as 
the  petitionerwas  proceeding  from  his  dwelling* 
*  house  along  the  public  street  to  the  said  coach, 
at  a  few  minutes  before  five  o'clbck,  he  was 
taken  into  custody  under  warrant  granted  by 


Samuel  Bignold  and  Edward  Temple  Booth, 
Ksquires,  two  magistrates  for  Norwich,  charg- 
ing him  with  said  embeszlement,  and  was 
committed  to  the  custody  of  the  high  con- 
stable of  Norwich,  and  taken  directly  before 
the  said  magistrates,  when  the  petitioner 
pressed  the  said  magistrates  directly  to  enter 
upon  the  said  charge,  or  take  bail  for  his  future 
appearance  before  them,  to  enable  him  to  obey 
the  said  summons,  but  the  said  magistrates 
refused  bul,  and  declined  then  to  enter  into 
the  casC)  but  appointed  one  o'clock  the  next 
day  to  enter  upon  the  same;  that  the  said 
magistrates  did  enter  upon  the  said  charges  on 
the  following  day,  Friday  the  29th  of  May 
last,  and  heard  the  same  m  part,  and  resumed 
the  same  investigation  on  the  day  after,  when 
all  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  prosecutors 
was  concluded,  and  the  petitioners'  examina- 
tions taken,  and  the  magistrates  then  adjourned 
their  proceedings  to  the  day  following,  being 
Sunday,  when  the  petitioner  was  taken  from 
Norwich  to  the  said  Committee,  in  pursuance 
of  a  warrant  granted  by  the  said  Chairman, 
directed  to  the  Norwich  gaoler,  to  whose  cus- 
tody the  petitioner  was  afterwards  delivered ; 
that  the  petitioner  then,  in  order  to  atone  to 
the  House  as  much  as  lay  in  his  power  for  the 
said  offence,  disclosed  to  the  said  Committee 
all  the  information  in  his  possession  relating 
to  the  matters  upon  which  he  was  examined, 
and  declined  all  privileges  of  communication 
which  the  petitioner  was  entitled  to ;  that  the 
petitioner  returned  to  Norwich  gaol  last  Thurs- 
day, and  has  been  in  custody  until  about  half* 
past  twelve  of  the  night  of  Sunday,  the  14th 
day  of  June,  1835,  when  the  said  magistrates 
admitted  him  to  bail ;  tliat  the  petitioner  has, 
therefore,  been  in  custody  ever  since  the  28  th 
of  May  last,  up  to,  and  including  the  14th  of 
June  instant,  upon  a  charge  which  the  peti- 
tioner can  most  satisfactorily  prove  has  not  the 
least  foundation ;  he  has  been  twice  to  the 
House  in  custody ;  he  has  a  wife  and  three 
children  depending  upon  him  for  support ; 
and  has  lost  his  situation  with  Messrs.  Sewell, 
Blake,  Keith,  and  Blake,  and  has  now  to  be 
tried  criminally  for  an  offence  which  has  no 
foundation ;  all  which  difficultiei  and  punish- 
ments  have  arisen  from  the  petitioner's  im- 
prudence in  obeying  the  wishes  and  directions 
of  his  employers,  Messrs.  Sewell,  Blake,  Keith, 
and  Blake,  first,  in  attending  at  the  Ipswich 
election,  and  next,  in  leaving  the  country; 
that  the  petitioner  prays,  and  hopes  the  House 
will  not  subject  him  to  imprisonment,  or  to  the 
payment  of  any  fines  or  fees ;  the  petitioner, 
therefore,  humbly  prays  that  the  House  will 
accept  his  assurances  of  contrition  and  regret 
for  his  offence,  and  dismiss  him  upon  admoni- 
tion, 

Mr.  Oisbonie  moved  that  John  Pilgrim 
be  committed  to  Newgate  for  safe  cus- 
tody. 

Mr.  Williams  Wjftm :  No,  not  for  safe 
custodyi  but  for  his  ofience.    As  Pilgrim 
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8  out  on  bail,  be  is  free  from  his  commit- 
inent  by  the  Magistrates  at  Norwich.  He 
iherelbra  stands  on  the  same  footing  with 
the  other  parties,  and  must  therefore  be 
committed  to  Newgate  for  his  offence. 

Mr.  Law  suggested  a  doubt  whether 
the  House,  without  the  consent  of  the 
Crown,  signified  by  his  Majesty's  Attor- 
ney-General, could  transfer  Pilgrim  from 
his  present  custody  to  that  of  the  keeper 
of  Newgate.  Pilgrim  was  now  under  a 
charge  of  felony,  and  had  been  admitted 
to  bail  upon  that  charge.  He  was  there- 
fore in  custody  of  his  bail.  He  had  been 
delivered  to  their  custody  in  order  that  he 
might  render  on  a  future  day  to  the  cus- 
tody of  the  gaoler  of  Norwich,  and  it 
would  therefore  be  a  substantial  change  in 
his  commitment  to  send  him  to  Newgate. 
The  object  of  the  House  would  be  an- 
swered by  committing  him  to  the  custody 
from  which  he  was  taken — namely,  that 
of  the  gaoler  of  Norwich. 

The  Aitomey^General  hoped  that  he 
should  never  be  found  backward  in  stand- 
ing up  for  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  and 
the  prerogatives  of  bis  office ;  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  there  was  any  such  right 
or  any  such  prerogative  as  that  for  which 
bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  contend- 
ing.  When  application  was  made  some 
years  ago  to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
to  permit  a  person  in  its  custody  upon  a 
criminal  charge  to  give  evidence  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  Court  directed  the  Attorney-General 
not  |o  give  his  assent  to  such  a  Motion, 
but  to  show  cause  why  such  permission 
should  not  be  granted.  The  Attorney- 
General  might  nave  shown  upon  affidavit 
that  the  party  for  whom  this  permission 
was  craved  was  committed  on  grave 
charges,  as  on  a  charge  of  murder,  for 
trial,  and  that  the  course  of  justice  woukl 
be  perverted  by  permitting  him  to  go  be- 
fore the  Committee.  The  Attorney*Gene- 
ral  might  also  have  refused  to  show  cause 
at  all,  and  if  he  had  so  done,  he  (the  At- 
torney-General) would  contend  that  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench,  proprio  vigore^ 
would  have  granted  the  alleged  criminal 
power  to  attend.  He  belieml  that  this 
power  belonged  to  the  other  courts  as 
well  as  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  and 
more  especially  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
When  the  Motion  was  made  in  the  King's 
Bench  to  bring  up  Pilgrim  by  writ  of 
Sab$a8  Corptu.  ha  nad  looked  into  all  the 
'  lutboritiesi  ana  he  wai  inclined  to  think' 


that  the  House  by  its  own  authority  might 
have  insisted  on  rilgriiu's  attendance,  al- 
though he  was  in  the  custody  of  the 
keeper  of  one  of  his  Majesty's  gaols.  He 
thought  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Recorder  mistaken,  and  he  meant  to  make 
no  opposition  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  had  no  doubt  that 
the  course  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  regular. 

Mr.  Harvey  thought  it  would  not  be 
just  to  send  Pilgrim  to  Norwich.  He  was 
a  man  that  ought  to  be  brought  to  the 
Bar.  He  believed  they  had  not  yet  got 
all  the  parties.  The  hon.  Member  ad- 
verted to  the  particulars  of  the  case  as 
given  in  the  evidence  and  petition  of  Pil- 
grim, and  expressed  his  hope  that  Pilgrim 
would  be  protected.  They  had  heard  of 
the  great  respectability  of  the  office  of 
Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake,  and  he  main- 
tained that,  admitting  'this,  the  fact  of 
Pilgrim  having  been  thirty  years  a  clerk 
in  their  employment  spoke  highly  in 
favour  of  his  character.  As  it  was  not 
imperative  that  the  House  should  send 
Pilgrim  to  Norwich,  he  contended  that  it 
would  be  better,  under  all  the  circum- 
stancesy  that  they  should  send  him  to 
Newgate. 

Mr.  Hume  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member,  and  observed,  that  Pilgrim  might 
be  a  very  important  witness  respecting  the 
conduct  of  the  Magistrates. 

Mr.  Pryme  suggested,  that  perhaps  by 
confining  Pilgrim  in  London  they  might 
be  preventing  him  from  making  nis  de- 
fence against  the  criminal  charge,  in 
taking  him  away  from  his  professional  ad- 
visers and  witnesses. 

The  Question  was  then  put,  and  Pil- 
grim was  ordered  to  be  committed  to  New- 
gae. 

Corporation  Reform.]  The  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  having,  on 
the  Motion  of  Lord  John  Russell, been  read. 

Lord  John  Russell  moved  that  "the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  Second  Time.^ 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  he  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  opposmg  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  hot  to  protest  against 
its  generality.  The  Bill  went  by  its  pro* 
visions  to  affect  all  Corporations,  and  ia 
his  judgment,  though  the  House  possessed 
the  power  and  the  right  to  punish  delin- 

Siency  when  proved,  yet  be  could  not 
ink  the  Houie  had  any  right  to  interfei^ 
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in  tbe  destruction  of  corporate  bodies 
which  were  unaffected  by  any  charge. 

In  answer  to  a  question  put  by  Lord 
Stormont, 

The  Attorney-General  sM,  that  all  Re- 
corders now  holding  that  office,  who  were 
Barristers  of  not  less  than  five  years* 
standing,  might  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  be  re-appointed  by  the  several 
councils  to  be  elected  by  the  rate-payers 
in  those  boroughs,  but  that  where  the 
office  was  not  held  by  Barristers,  or  by 
Barristers  of  less  than  five  years'  standing, 
these  individuals  could  not  be  re-appoint- 
ed. When  any  vacancy  in  respect  to  the 
office  of  recoiuer  should  ensue,  on  all 
future  occasions  tbe  appointment  to  those 
offices  would  be  vested  in  the  Crown. 

Lord  Sandon  bad  not  the  least  wish  to 
oppose  the  Motion  now  under  discussion, 
but  he  must  remind  the  House  that  great 
care  and  caution  ought  to  be  used  in  pro- 
viding that  in  all  places  which  this  measure 
went  to  affect,  the  administration  of  justice 
and  the  proper  distribution  of  public 
charities  vested  in  corporate  bodies  should 
not  be  too  lighdy  interfered  with.  There 
was  one  provision  of  the  Bill,  as  to  the 
applicability  of  which  to  all  corporations, 
no  matter  what  might  be  the  amount  of 
their  funds,  he  entertained  great  doubts. 
The  provision  to  which  he  alluded  was  the 
triennial  election.  The  Corporation  of 
the  town  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
representing  had  the  superintendence  and 
disposal  of  funds  to  the  amount  of 
100,000^,  a-year.  They  were  applicable, 
in  part,  to  extensive  plans  of  improvement, 
which  must  naturally  take  a  considerable 
time  before  they  could  be  completed.  He 
did  not  think  the  execution  of  business  of 
this  kind  could  be  conducted  so  benefi- 
cially by  a  Corporation  chosen  so  fre- 
quently as  once  in  three  years,  as  it  would 
if  they  were  suffered  to  continue  longer 
in  office.  Men  who  succeeded  each  other 
so  rapidly  could  not  be  so  well  acquainted 
with  the  business  as  persons  of  longer  ex- 
perience. Nor  did  he  believe  that  such  a 
fluctuating  body  offered  equal  security  to 
the  persons  who  had  lent  their  money  to 
the  Corporation  to  the  present  permanent 
body.  Besides  this  large  fund  of  100,0002. 
a-year,  there  was  another  peculiarity  in 
the  Corporation  of  Liverpool,  which  was, 
that  it  had  a  concurrent  jurisdiction  in 
Other  funds  to  the  amount  of  200,000^ 
|»ore,  ID  the  dispoeal  of  which  not  only 
the  town  of  Li?erpool|  bat  tbe  country  at 


large  was  deeply  interested.  Some  of  the 
plans  to  which  he  alluded  would  require 
five,  perhaps  more  than  five,  years  for 
their  completion.  Was  it  to  be  expected 
that  they  could  be  satisfactorily  managed 
by  a<7orporation,  the  constituent  parts  of 
which  were  changed  every  three  years. 
He  did  not  intend,  however,  to  enter  into 
details  at  present,  but  he  wished  to  men* 
tion  this  much  in  order  to  show  that  many 
points  of  the  Bill  would  require  very 
minute  and  scrupulous  consideration.  In 
acquiescing,  on  principle,  to  the  great 
change  contemplated  by  this  measure,  he 
beeged  to  add  that  he  by  no  means  ac- 
ceded to  any  admission  of  the  justice  of 
any  charges  as  against  the  corporate  body 
with  which  he  was  connected.  That  body, 
although  self-elected,  published  year  by 
year  an  account  of  its  expenditure,  &c., 
and  he  believed  the  investigation  of  twenty- 
four  days'  duration  by  the  Corporation 
Commissioners  had  not  discovered  any 
error  so  bad  as  to  call  for  any  Legislative 
cure.  It  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  a 
self-elected  body  could  long  continue 
to  govern  the  various  municipalities  of 
the  empire,  however  great  and  import- 
ant the  change  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Commons  House 
of  Parliament.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  add,  that  be  should  avail  himself  of  an 
opportunity  of  supporting  the  Motion,  for 
the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  freemen 
and  of  those  possessing  inchoate  ri|;hts  to 
the  freedom  of  any  borough,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Praed) 
had  this  evening  given  notice. 

Lord  Stanley  was  unwilling  to  interrupt 
the  feeling  which  bad  been  expressed  on 
all  sides  of  the  House,  a  feeling  in  which 
he  concurred,  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  a  Motion  which  he 
felt  ought  to  pass,  not  only  without  oppo* 
sition,  but  also  without  any  discussion  of 
the  details  of  the  measure.  He  was 
equally  unwilling  to  allow  the  second 
reading  to  pass  without  expressing  his  dis* 
sent  from  the  opinions  expressed  by  th« 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford.  On  the  contrary,  he 
was  anxious  to  declare,  that  in  bis  judg- 
ment, Parliament  had  the  right,  if  circum* 
stances  required  it,  to  introduce  and  carry 
into  effect  a  measure  like  the  present, 
with  such  modifications  as  might  render 
it  adapted  to  the  times  in  which  that 
Parliament  existed.  He  would  in  the  firat 
place  take  the  liberty  of  expresfipg  bii 
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opinion  of  the  absolnte  necessity  at 
present  of  introducing  a  substantial  mea- 
sure of  Corporation  Reform,  and  he  felt 
the  highest  gratification  at  finding  that 
those  individuals  with  whom  he  had  so 
long  the  satisfaction  to  act  had  framed 
a  Bill  for  this  object,  to  the  main  pfincl- 
ples  of  which  he  was  ready  to  give  his 
support.  Ft  was  a  main  principle  of  this 
Bill  to  take  from  the  self-elected  Corpo- 
rations the  control  of  the  corporate  funds, 
and  to  vest  them  in  the  control  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  borough,  with  whom,  in 
his  Judgment,  that  control  ought  to  rest. 
He  could  not  have  supported  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  had  he  not  been  pre- 
pared also  to  accede  to  that  which  was 
ID  point  of  fact  its  chief  feature — namely, 
the  franchise  which  it  proposed  to  give. 
His  own  feelings  and  prejudices  would 
have  been  in  favour  of  the  10/.  franchise, 
but  he  admitted  that  there  were  strong 
arguments  in  favour  of  creating,  in  cor- 
porate elections,  a  constituency  in  some 
degree  different  from  that  which  shared 
in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
Moreover,  for  corporate  purposes,  powers 
might  be  intrusted  in  the  hands  of  the 
rate-payers,  which,  under  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  Bill,  would  not  be  unsafe, 
as  applied  to  their  local  concerns.  It  was 
one  of  the  most  substantial  complaints 
against  the  system  of  self-elected  Corpo* 
rations,  that  it  introduced  political  feeling 
into  all  Questions,  and  tended  to  perpe- 
tuate in  Corporations  one  set  of  political 
opinions,  Whig  or  Tory,  as  the  case  might 
be,  without  reference  to  the  opinions  en- 
tertained by  the  town  and  neighbourhood 
with  which  they  were  connected.  Now, 
therefore,  that  they  were  framing  a  new 
system,  they  ought  to  be  particularly 
careful  that  it  was  not  liable  to  the  same 
objection.  He  was  anxious,  therefore,  that 
the  possibility  should  be  avoided  of  con- 
sidering the  election  of  the  corporate 
officers  as  a  test  of  the  relative  strength 
of  political  parties.  He  could  conceive 
nothing  more  injurious  to  the  welfare  and 
happiness  of  a  town  than  that  the  election 
to  every  petty  office  should  be  made  such 
a  test,  for  not  only  would  it  engender  local 
animosities,  but  would  have  the  practical 
effect  of  making  the  members  of  the  Cor- 
poration, when  they  were  elected,  just  as 
inach  the  Representatives  of  one  set  of 
political  opinions  as  they  were  before.  At 
the  same  time,  if  the  Government  perse- 
teredi  as  he  thought  it  had  good  g^round 


to  do,  in  the  proposition  for  extending  the 
franchise  to  the  rate-payers  at  large,  he 
trusted  it  would  not  be  less  steady  in 
maintaining  the  proposition  for  restrict- 
ing the  franchise  to  three  years'  continued 
residence,  and  three  years'  continuance 
of  rate-paying ;  and  also  the  proposition 
that  the  votes  should  be  given  openly.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  three  years'  restric- 
tion would  have  the  effect  of  striking  out 
some  of  those  who  had  been  admitted  to 
the  exercise  of  the  franchise  for  po- 
litical purposes  under  the  operation  of 
the  Reform  Act;  but  he  (Lord  Stanley) 
maintained  that  the  circumstances  between 
the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament 
and  municipal  officers  were  widely  dif- 
ferent. When  the  local  interests  of  a 
boroueh  only  were  concerned»  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  amount  of  pecuniary  interest, 
which  was  the  ground  for  the  establish- 
ment of  the  10/.  franchise,  was  not  so 
much  required  as  that  the  inteVest  of  the 
vote  should  be  fixed  and  established  with- 
in the  limits  of  the  borough  over  whose 
property  the  Corporation  was  to  act  as  a 
trustee.  Therefore  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  permanency  of  occupation  was 
infinitely  more  necessary  as  the  test  of 
local  than  it  was  with  respect  to  the  Par- 
liamentary franchise,  when  each  individual 
was  supposed  to  vote  not  for  the  exclusive 
local  interest  of  the  town,  but  for  the 
welfare  of  the  kingdom  at  large.  But 
there  was  another  thing  which  they  ought 
not  to  conceal  from  themselves;  they 
must  all  know  that  of  the  10/.  voters  the 
inferior  class — the  least  respectable  portion 
— were  those  who  were  most  constantly 
changing  their  residence  from  one  town  to 
another;  therefore,  by  adhering  to  the 
restriction  of  three  years,  they  would  not 
only  obtain  the  advantage  of  a  continued 
and  permanent  interest  in  the  voters,  bnf 
they  would  also  secure  that  class  of  the 
population  who  had  given  a  certain  test 
of  their  respectability  by  continued  resi- 
dence and  continued  and  punctual  rate- 
paying.  He  would  not  at  present  say 
anything  with  respect  to  the  open  voting, 
except  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Russell)  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  by  which  that  object  was  sought 
to  be  secured,  and  which,  in  its  present 
shape,  he  thought  was  hardly  sufficient  to 
attain  the  end  for  which  it  was  intended, 
[The  Attorney  General :  The  lists  will  be 
signed  by  the  namet  of  the  voters.]  Yet, 
the  lists  were  to  be  ugned  by  their  nameti 
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but  the  list  bo  signed  would  only  be  sub- 
ject to  the  inspection  of  the  mayors; 
unless  something  more  than  the  handing 
in  of  a  signed  paper  subject  only  to  such 
an  inspection  were  done  the  voting  would 
not  be  open,  but  would,  in  point  of  fact, 
be  perfectly  close.  But  if  they  had  all 
the  same  object  in  view  with  respect  to 
the  various  details  of  the  Bill,  if  the  object 
of  all  was  to  accomplish  a  wholesome  and 
sound  reform  of  corporation  abuses — he 
trusted  that  the  Bill  would  be  treated  in 
Committee  in  the  same  manner  and  the 
same  spirit  as  it  had  been  received,  and 
that  all  would  frankly  lend  their  aid  to 
make  the  details  of  it  as  efficient  as  pos- 
sible, not  to  secure  or  preserve  any  party 
or  personal  interest,  but  to  make  it 
work  practically  and  essentially  for  the 
beDefit  of  all.  That  was  the  temper  in 
which  he  should  go  into  the  Committee, 
and  he  hoped  and  believed  that  the  House 
would  be  actuated  by  a  similar  disposition. 
He  did  not  wish  to  trouble  the  House  by 
going  into  any  details  at  that  moment ;  but 
there  was  one  point  to  which,  as  he  coa* 
ceived  it  to  be  an  important  one,  and  one 
upon  which  he  felt  compelled  to  take  some 
objectioo,  he  begged  in  a  very  few  words 
to  advert.  He  meant  the  point  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Sandon)  op- 
posite^-namely,  the  very  short  period  for 
which  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  the 
council  in  every  corporate  town.  He  (Lord 
Stanley)  was  desirous  that  the  most  entire 
control  should  be  given  to  the  Corporation 
and  to  the  owners  of  the  property  over  the 
persons  whom  they  elected  ba  their  trustees ; 
but  he  could  not  help  sa3ring,  that,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  BiU  as  it  then  stood, 
they  might  fall  into  the  opposite  evU  from 
that  which  had  distinguished  the  old  cor- 
poration system^  and  by  making  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  council  short,  and  subject 
to  constant  variations  and  changes,  to  de- 
prive it  of  that  stability  which  would  be 
necessary  to  enable  it  to  carry  on  the  af&irs 
devolved  to  its  charge  with  benefit  or  ad- 
vantage to  those  whom  it  represented.  He 
confessed  he  did  not  see  why,  if  an  efficient 
and  proper  control  were  established  over 
these  officers,  so  extraordinary  a  jealousy 
should  be  manifested  as  that  not  only  the 
whole  should  be  elected  every  three  years, 
but  that  oncthird  should  go  out  every 
year.  Only  see  in  what  a  constant  state 
of  agitation  and  turmoil  every  corporate 
town  would  be  kept  if  elections  for  these 
oounciUors  were  to  take  place  every  three 


years  for  the  whole,  every  succeeding  year 
for  a  part,  and  at  any  other  time,  whenever 
a  vacancy  by  death  or  otherwise  should  oc- 
cur. Under  such  a  prnvision,  it  was  most 
probable  that  six  months  would  never  pass 
over  without  an  election,  which  would 
awake  and  keep  constantly  alive  all  those 
feelings  which  everyone  knew  were  as  much 
engendered  by  l(x»l  contests  as  by  the  most 
important  political  struggles.  He  con« 
fessed,  therefore,  he  should  very  much  pre- 
fer (he  spoke  his  own  opinion  only,  with* 
out  concert  with  others)  to  see  the  council 
elected  for  a  period  of  six  years  instead  of 
three,  and  that  the  elections,  ioKtead  of 
being  annual,  should  be  triennial,  one^half 
going  out  every  third  year.  He  thought 
they  might  have  a  triennial  election  with 
half  the  Council  going  out,  or  a  triennial 
election  with  one-third  of  the  Council 
going  out,  but  he  confessed  he  should  prefer 
the  former  of  the  two.  He  believed  they 
would  obtain  by  that  means  as  complete  a 
control  over  the  Council  as  was  requisite 
for  any  practicable  purpose,  whilst  at  the 
same  time  the  towns  would  be  relieved  from 
these  constantly  recurring  contests.  There 
was  one  other  point  which  he  wished  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  to  con- 
sider. It  was  this :  whether  he  could  not 
extend  further  the  principle  he  had  adopt- 
ed in  the  case  of  some  of  the  largest  towns 
•^he  principle  of  dividing  every  town,  or 
every  considerable  town,  into  wards — ^giv- 
ing to  each  separate  ward  the  separate  and 
independent  right  of  electing  a  certain  num- 
ber of  the  Council.  If  he  mid  rightly  read 
the  Bill,  he  believed  there  were  not  above 
twenty  towns  in  the  kingdom  in  which  that 
principle  would  be  acted  upon.  All  towns 
containing  less  than  25,000  inhabitants 
were  to  choose  their  Council  by  single  elec- 
tion. He  thought  that  would  have  the  effect 
in  large  towns  of  enabling  the  bare  majority 
of  one  political  set  of  opinions  to  return  the 
whole  of  the  Council,  leaving  a  large  and 
probably  most  respectable  and  most  mtelli* 
gent  minority  wholly  unrepresented  in  the 
Corporation.  If  it  were  their  object  to 
avoid  the  possibility  of  such  a  thing  oc- 
curring, he  wished  his  noUe  Friend  to 
consider  whether  his  object  would  not  be 
more  effectually  obtained  by  dividing  every 
considerable  town  into  wanls.  giving  to 
each  ward  the  right  of  returning  as  Coun- 
cillors those  whose  opinions  should  coin- 
cide with  the  views  of  the  mtijority  of  its 
inhabitants.  By  this  means  the  opinions 
of  all  would  most  probably  obtain  a  fair 
and  equal  representation.  Besides,  another 
great  advantage  would  result  from  it,  in 
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the  case  of  a  vacancy  occurring  whether 
from  death  or  otherwue>  the  whole  town 
would  not  be  disturbed^  the  election  for  the 
new  Councillor  would  take  place  only  in 
the  ward  where  a  Councillor  had  died—the 
excitement^  if  excitement  there  were,  would 
be  confined  to  that  ward  alonei  and  the  rest 
of  the  town  would  be  left  comparatively 
quiet  and  free  from  commotion.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  by  entering  into  anv 
further  details.  He  was  satisfied  that  his 
noble  Friend,  and  the  Members  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  would  be  prepared  to 
receive  and  to  discuss  calmly  and  fairly 
such  objections  as  might  be  taken  in  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.  On  his  part,  he 
be^ed  to  assure  them  with  the  most  entire 
sincerity,  that  he  had  nothing  in  view  but 
an  earnest  d&sire  to  carry  into  effect  that 
which  in  principle  he  believed  to  be  a  wise 
measure,  and  which  in  detail  he  believed  to 
be  a  beneficial  measure,  which  he  rejoiced 
to  see  introduced,  and  for  which  he  only 
desired  a  calm  and  temperate  discussion, 
for  the  benefit,  not  of  this  party  or  of  that, 
but  for  the  advantage  of  the  community  at 
large,  for  whose  benefit  these  Corporations 
were  originally  instituted. 

Mr.  Ewart  approved  of  the  Measure  in-< 
trodueed  bv  his  Majesty's  Government^  but 
could  not  find  in  the  history  of  our  muni- 
cipal constitutions  any  instance  of  a  previ. 
ous  residence  extended  to  so  long  a  term  as 
three  years  being  required  in  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  Much  less  could  he 
find  any  precedent  for  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire'— that  the  Council  should  con- 
tinue in  ofiice  six  years.  His  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  had  stated  that 
publicity  of  accounts  was  one  of  the  cha- 
racteristics  of  that  town  ;  but  the  accounts 
were  never  seen  by  the  public,  or  were 
only  obtained  by  contraband  means  through 
the  favour  of  some  one  or  two  of  the 
members.  With  regard  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  revenues  of  the  town, 
amounting  to  100,000/.  a.year,  the  Liberals 
and  the  Tories  were  both  disposed  to  think 
they  were  not  administered  welL  His 
noble  Friend  had  expressed  an  apprehension 
lest  the  security  of  tlie  bond-holders  at 
Liverpool  would  be  diminished  by  this  Bill. 
He  was  at  a  meeting  held  in  Liverpool  on 
Friday  last,  where  many  thousand  persons 
were  assembled,  and  many  bond-holders 
amcmg  the  number,  when  so  far  from  ex- 
pressing any  distrust,  they  stated  that  their 
confidence  was  increased,  and  that  they 
were  convinced  they  should  derive  addi- 
tional security  from  the  measure. 


Mr.  Grate  took  that  opportunity  of  ez« 
pressing  the  high  sense  which  he  enter- 
tained of  the  excellence  of  the  principle  on 
which  the  Bill  rested ;   and  he  confessed  it 
was  a  great  satisfaction  to  him  to  perceive, 
from  the  general  feeling  which  had  been 
manifested  by  the  House,  that  it  was  a  task 
superfluous  and  unnecessary  to  prove  that 
the  self-electing  corporation  system  was 
unfitted  to  the  present  times,  and  there* 
fore  ought  to  be  swept  away.  He  confessed 
he  could  not  read  the  long  report  contained 
in  the  blue  book  which  had  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  without  feeling  a 
sense  of  shame  and  humiliation  that  so  cor- 
rupt a  system  should  have  been  allowed  to 
remain  so  long  pervading  the  whole  country 
without  any  attempt  being  made  to  correct 
it.    Whilst  he  approved  entirely  of  the 
main  principles  upon  which  the  Bill  rested, 
and  whilst  he  rejoiced  to  find  that  it  was 
proposed  to  vest  the  entire  control  over  the 
corporate  property  in  the  great  body  of  the 
rate^yen,    he   was  impelled   to  say  a 
very  few  words  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
marks which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  (Stanley)  behind  him*    He  should 
regret  if  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department  should  be  indiieed 
to  adopt,  and  to  inoorporate  in  his  Bill  any 
of  the  aoegestions  which  had  been  made 
by  the  nome  Lord  (Stanley)  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire.    So  far  from  agree- 
ing with  that  noble  Lord  that  three  yeas^ 
residence  was  absolutely  necessary  to  ae* 
cure  a  respectable  constituency,  he  could 
not  but  think  that  such  a  provision  was 
likely  .to  interfere  most  essentially  with 
one  of  the  great  objects  which  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Iiome  Secretary,  had  in  view, 
namely,  the  giving  the  francfaiae  to  the 
great  body  of  the  rat&^yers  in  every  large 
town.    He  tmsted,  therefore,  that  if,  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  in  Committee 
it  oould  be  shown  to  the  noUe  Lord  that  a 
number  of  respectable  and  unexceptionable 
rate-payers  would  lose  their  franchise  in 
consequence  of  the  introduction  of  such  a 
provision  into  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  object  to  cut  down  the 
qualification  to  one  year's  residence  instead 
of   three.      The   noble   Lord    (Stanley) 
seemed  to  be  greatly  afraid  lest,  under  what 
were  called  the  voting  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
they  should  glide  insensibly  into  a  system 
of  secret  voting.     If  that  wero  really  to  be 
the  case,  he  (Mr.  Grote)  should  not  regard 
it  as  one  of  the  defects  of  the  Bill ;   and 
greatly  should  he  rejoice  if  he  could  induce 
the  House  to  agree  with  him  in  so  con- 
structing that  part  of  the  Bill  aa  to  make 


838        (krrpi^riUim  Riffcm*         {Jevilfi}        (hrpondkn  Srfarm^^       SSft 


tbe  voting  necessarily  and  invariably  secret. 
There  were  one  or  two  points  upon  which 
he  thought  the  Bill  might  be  materially 
improved  without^  in  any  respect^  inter- 
fering with  its  principle  or  essential  pro- 
visions. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  num- 
ber of  members  provided  for  the  municipal 
council  was  unnecessarily  large.  When 
he  saw  the  number  of  ninety  for  Liverpool 
and  seventy-two  for  Leeds^  he  confessed  he 
thought  it  would  lead  to  a  lessening  of  the 
average  of  the  talent  and  respectability  for 
which  the  Members  of  the  Council  should 
he  distinguished.  He  thought^  therefore, 
it  would  in  every  case  be  a  great  improve- 
ment to  reduce  the  number  of  Councillors 
proposed  in  the  Bill  by  one  half.  He 
wholly  approved  of  the  step  which 
would  be  made  hy  this  Bill  towards  the 
severance  of  judicial  from  municipal  func- 
tions. That  was  a  step  which  could  not  be 
too  highly  commended.  There  was,  how- 
ever, another  point  which  he  must  take 
the  liberty  of  pressing  upon  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Ix)rd  (Russell).  It  appeared 
to  him  that  whilst  the  noble  Lord  provided 
for  the  election  of  charitable  trustees,  he 
made  no  provision  for  their  proper  behavi<> 
our  after  th^  had  been  elected.  Accords 
ing  to  the  Bui  as  it  then  stood,  the  trustees 
for  charitable  piurposes  were  irresponsible 
and  iiremoveable.  He  would  also  impress 
upon  the  noble  tx>rd  the  necessity  of  pro- 
viding some  means  whereby  a  recorder,  if 
he  did  not  give  satisfaction,  should  be  re- 
moved from  hb  office.  He  was  sure  it 
must  strike  the  noble  Lord  that  if  a  re- 
corder failed  to  give  satisfaction  in  the 
community  in  which  he  was  called  upon  to 
administer  justice,  he  ought  to  be  removed, 
and  placed  elsewhere.  At  present  no  pro- 
vision seemed  to  be  made  for  the  removal 
of  a  recorder,  under  any  circumstances; 
and  he  could  not  but  look  upon  that  as  a 
considerable  defect  in  the  Bill.  He  con- 
fessed he  saw  no  mischief  that  could  arise 
from  making  a  recorder  removable  upon  a 
petition  signed  cither  by  a  majority  of 
the  councU  or  a  majority  of  tne  rate- 
nayers.  He  had  no  wish  to  detain  the 
House  at  greater  length.  In  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  he  wholly  agreed,  believing,  as 
he  did,  that  it  would  work  great  and  ma- 
terial improvement  in  all  the  corporate 
bodies  in  the  kingdom.  He  conceived  it 
would  be  a  most  fatal  blow  to  the  integrity 
and  well- working  of  the  Bill,  if  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth 
were  acceded  to,  and  the  franchise  of  the 
freemen  preserved.  On  that  point  he  trusted 
theGovenuoentwouldbefoundlmpregQable.  ^ 


Mr.  Wallace  approved  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  in  opposition  to  the  view 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley),  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  the  members  of  the 
council  should  in  every  instance  be  elected 
by  the  whole  town,  and  not  separately  in 
different  wards.  He  was  also  stron^y  op- 
posed to  the  same  noble  Lord's  proposition 
that  the  council  should  be  elected  for  sIk 
years. 

Mr.  Ireland  Blackbume  felt  bound  in 
duty  to  his  constituents  not  to  allow  this 
opportunity  to  pass  by  without  expressing 
his  opinion  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  Having  rend  a  great  deal  of  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Commissioners, 
and  having,  for  the  last  two  years  devoted 
a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the  subject^  he 
was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  the  system 
of  self-election  in  Corporations  ought  to  be 
removed — that  Corporations  should  be  well 
govemed^-that  corporate  property  should 
be  well  administered,  and  that  those  per* 
sons  who  had  the  deepest  interest  in  the 
municipal  government  should,  at  least, 
have  a  voice  in  the  choice  of  those  who 
were  to  govern  them.  The  only  mode  hy 
which  this  system  of  self-election  eould  be 
removed^  was  to  give  tha  inhabitants  at 
large  (under  certain  restrictions,  he  ad- 
mitted), the  right  of  choosing  the  persons 
who  were  to  administer  their  funds,  and 
to  rule  over  their  borough*  He  asked  the 
question,  who  ought  to  be  the  persons  so 
to  choose  their  municioal  representatives? 
—the  persons  who  paid  their  proportion  of 
the  fund  to  be  administered  by  tnose  who 
represented  them.  If  there  were  nothing 
else  but  the  mere  administration  of  the 
corporate  funds,  upon  principle  it  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  that  every  person 
who  contributed  a  part  of,  thera  should 
have  a  voice  in  the  election  of  municipal 
officers.  But  inasmuch  as  there  were  otner 
duties  to  perform,  it  became  necessary  that 
some  other  qualification  should  be  imposed 
upon  the  electors  beyond  the  mere  paying 
the  rate.  It  was  necessary  that  they  should 
be  permanent  householders,  having  a  per- 
manent interest  in  the  borough*  He 
thought,  however,  that  to  establish  that 
permanent  interest,  it  was  not  necessary 
that  a  person  should  be  three  years  resident 
in  any  particular  borough  before  he  ao« 
quired  the  right  of  voting.  He  thought 
that  one  years  residence,  and  one  yw** 
rate.paying  would  be  amply  sufficient.  In 
all  the'  rest  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  as 
well  as  in  the  principle  he  cordially  con. 
curred. 

Sir  Bobert  Pee/.-— The  same  motives 
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which  induced  me  to  listen  favourably  to 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  will  lead  me 
to  give  my  assent  to  its  second  reading.  We 
are  told  of  party  interest  opposing  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  measure ;  but  the  great 
party  with  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be 
connected^  feels^  I  have  no  doubt,  the 
greatest  interest  in  the  establishment  of  a 
system  of  good  municipal  government  in 
the  large  towns  and  cities  of  this  kingdom 
—an  interest  far  superior  to  that  of  mere 
party,  or  a  desire  to  thwart  the  proceedings 
of  die  Government — assuming  the  object 
of  this  Bill  to  be^  the  establishment  of  a 
good  system  of  municipal  government, 
and  the  correction,  as  far  as  human  caution 
can  provide^  of  aU  abuses  attendant  upon 
the  exercise  of  corporate  privileges.  Our 
interest  being  concurrent  with  the  main- 
tenance d£  order,  of  laws,  and  of  the  estab- 
lished rights  of  property,  will  induce  us  to 
support  whatever  may  be  proved  to  be  con- 
duave  to  such  objects.  We  are  not  in- 
clined to  oppose  any  private  or  special  in- 
terest against  that  which  may  be  necessary 
for  the  public  good.  Upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple upon  which  the  heritable  jurisdictions 
of  Scotland  were  abolished^  and  other  re- 
forms in  the  public  policy  have  been  made 
«— upon  that  same  principle,  if,  in  any  case 
corporate  privileges  are  found  to  be  an 
obstacle  either  to  the  pure  administration 
of  justice,  or  to  the  establishment  of  a  good 
system  of  police  and  general  government, 
we  are  willing  to  admit,  that  regard  for 
the  special  pnvileges  ought  not  to  bar  the 
consideration  of  whatever  may  conduce  to 
the  authority  of  the  law,  and  to  the  main- 
tenance of  public  order.  We,  therefore, 
shall  offer  no  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  BilL  Sir,  I  cannot  contemplate 
the  condition  of  some  of  the  great  towns  of 
this  country,  and  witness  the  frequent 
necessity  of  calling  in  the  military  in  order 
to  maintain  tranquillity^  without  feeling  de- 
sirous that  the  inhabitants  of  such  towns 
should  be  habituated  to  obedience  and  order 
through  the  instrumentality  of  an  efficient 
civil  power,  and  a  regular  and  systematic 
enforcement  of  the  law.  I  believe  that 
you  could  not  establish  a  system  of  good 
government  in  the  populous  towns  and 
cities  of  this  country,  retaining  at  the  same 
time  every  existing  privilege  and  practice 
of  the  corporate  bodies  as  at  present  con. 
stitutcd ;  and  I  think  it  much  better  to 
place  those  towns  under  the  exdusive  con- 
trol of  a  corporate  authority,  invigorated 
and  adapted  to  their  present  state  of  society, 
than  to  leave  the  ancient  Coqioration  prc- 
eisely  where  we  find  it-^^devolving  at  the 


same  time  all  real  power,  and  almost  all 
the  functions  of  administrative  authority 
upon  some  new  body  constituted  on  a  dif- 
ferent and  more  popular  principal.  Thi« 
would  be  a  virtusd  supercession  of  the 
ancient  Corporation — a  virtual  extinction 
of  the  power  for  the  exercise  of  which  it 
was  originally  intended  ;  and  its  permitted 
co-existence  with  another  body  really  ex- 
ercising the  authority  of  municipal  go- 
vernment, would  be  of  no  possible  advant- 
age either  private  or  public.  On  the  de- 
tails of  this  Bill,  I,  of  course,  reserve  to 
myself  the  right  of  voting  in  such  a  manner 
as,  after  mature  deliberation,  shall  appear 
to  me  to  be  the  best  calculated  to  eflfect 
that  object  which  the  Bill  professes  to  have 
in  view.  If  I  shall  deem  it  neoessarv  to 
propose  any  important  Amendment  in  such 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  involve  its 
general  principle^  I  shall  give  notice  of  the 
nature  of  such  Amendment;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  to  do  the  same.  Sir,  I  appre- 
hend the  three  most  important  details  con- 
nected with  the  Bill  are,  the  qualification 
of  the  constituent  body,  the  qauification  of 
the  governing  body,  and  thie  fieqnency  of 
their  election.  With  respect  to  the  quaiifi* 
cation  of  the  constituent  body,  having  given 
due  consideration  to  that  subject  since  this 
measure  was  brought  fortvard  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Kussell),  my  present  im- 
pression is,  that  it  will  be  advantageous  to 
establish  a  qualification  different  from  that 
which  is  required  for  the  constituent  body 
under  the  Reform  Act.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last,  and  relied  on  his  ex- 
perience in  respect  to  Scotch  burghs,  omitted 
to  state,  that  the  qualification  for  an  elector 
in  ihe  burghs  of  Scotland  is  identical  with 
that  of  an  elector  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment. In  each  case  in  Scotland,  the  10^ 
householder  is  the  elector.  As  to  the  policy 
of  following  that  precedent,  and  taking  the 
same  qualification  in  each  case  in  this  coun- 
try, I  feel  the  full  force  of  the  objection 
urged  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley), 
that  we  run  the  risk  of  creating  a  corporate 
body  influenced  by  all  those  political  feel- 
ings and  interests  which  sway  that  body  in 
its  other  capacity  of  returning  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament ;  and  that  every  vaatncy 
in  the  office  of  councillor,  whether  arising 
by  death,  by  absence,  or  by  the  triennitil 
retirement  of  a  third  of  the  council,  would 
become  a  trial  of  political  strength,  having 
a  ^reat  tendency  to  paralyse  the  exertionti 
of  the  local  Magistracy,  by  giving  them  the 
character  of  political  partisans— l^  throwing 
upon  their  magisterial  acts  the  character^ 
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or  at  Ieast»  the  imputation  of  partiality. 
There  may,  therefore^  be  an  advantage  in 
the  establishment  of  a  separate  qualification 
for  the  electiTe  body ;  and  in  that  case  the 
only  question  will  be,  what  is  the  proper 
qualification  ?  The  suggestion  of  a  three 
years'  continuous  residence  and  payment  of 
rates  is  a  point  which  appears  tome  to  require 
mature  consideration.  I  am  inclined  to 
think  it  not  a  had  qualification,  provided  it 
be  a  band  fide  one,  and  that  Effectual  pre- 
cautions be  taken  against  the  abuse  of  it— 
fttainst  the  creation  of  a  fictitious  franchise. 
Three  years'  residence  is  a  fair  primd  facie 
test  of  good  character;  and  three  years' 
payment  of  rate — ^that  is,  a  continuous  pay. 
ment  of  rate— -by  the  occupier  himself,  is 
such  a  test  of  property  and  interest  in 
good  municipal  government,  as  qualifies 
a  man  for  Uie  exercise  of  this  franchise. 
At  the  same  time  it  will  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  guard  against  many  pos- 
sible cases,  in  which  there  may  be  an 
usurpation  of  this  franchise,  and  an  evasion 
of  the  intention  of  the  law.  In  many 
towns  there  axe  pauper  residents,  who, 
without  having  any  puochial  settlement  in 
them,  would,  without  such  precautions,  be 
entitled  to  vote  for  the  council ;  they  are 

EBupers  belonging  toother  parishes,  who 
ve  under  the  constant  threat  of  the  over- 
seers, that  if  they  do  not  pay  their  rates 
regularly,  they  will  be  removed ;  and  in 
many  cases,  the  parishes  to  which  they  be- 
long are  the  payers  of  the  rates.  Now,  I 
ap{»ehend  that  such  persons  as  these  are 
mudi  less  interested  in  the  well-being  of 
the  town  in  which  they  reside,  than  persons 
possessbg  the  elective  franchise  ought  to  be. 
They  may  have  been  residents  for  three 
years,  and  the  rates  due  from  them  may  have 
been  paid ;  yet  if  they  are,  in  point  of  fact, 
paiqiers  belonging  to  another  parish,  they 
surdy  ought  not  lo  have  a  voice  in  the 
government  of  the  town  in  which  they  are 
casual  residents.  I  trust,  therefore,  that 
an  effectual  provision  will  be  made,  by 
which  the  qualification  established  in  this 
Bill  shall  he  bond  fide  adhered  to.  I  do 
not  agree  with  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
maintain,  that  every  man  who  contributes 
to  the  rates,  ou^t  to  have  a  vote  in  the 
government  of  a  borough.  You  did  not 
act  on  that  principle  in  the  Reform  Bill — 
you  did  not,  in  that  Bill,  enact,  that  every 
man  who  contributes  to  the  public  exi- 
gencies shall  vote  for  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  main  point  to  be  considered  is 
— not  the  abstract  theoretical  right  of  each 
particular  man,  but  what  is  the  class  of 
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doctors  which  will  be  likely  to  choose, 
permanently,  the  best  governing  body  ?— • 
and  you  have  a  perfect  right  to  act  upon 
the  same  principle  in  the  government  of  a 
town,  as  of  a  kingdom.  If  you  believe 
that  three  years'  payment  of  rates,  and 
three  years'  residency,  are  the  best  qualifi. 
cation,  and  will  secure  a  sufficient  control 
over  the  acts  of  the  governing  body,  it  is  a 
much  more  material  object  to  establish  that 
qualification,  than  to  act  upon  the  mere 
theory,  that  every  man  who  contributes  to 
the  rates,  has  a  risht  to  the  franchise. 
With  respect  to  the  nequency  of  elections, 
I  am  inclined  to  think  lliere  is  much  reason 
in  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord, 
(Lord  Stanley).  I  think  we  should  study 
to  give  more  permanency  to  the  governing 
body,  and  to  avoid  the  perpetual  recurrence 
of  those  conflicts  which  poison  the  harmony 
of  sodety.  There  are  other  advantages  in 
life,  besides  the  elective  franchise  and 
popular  dections;  and,  if  you  sacrifice  the 
uncord  and  peace  of  these  great  societies 
for  which  you  are  now  providing  a  system 
of  government,  to  speculative  improvements 
in  the  mode  of  that  government,  you  will 
defeat  your  own  ends,  by  discouraging  the 
truly  qualified  and  respectable  inhabitants 
from  voting  on  munidpal  affairs,  and  will 
provide  little  security  against  the  abuse  of 
power.  With  respect  to  the  qualification 
of  the  members  of  the  governing  body,  I 
believe  the  prevalent  opinion  in  the  country 
to  be,  that  there  ought  to  be  some  qualifi- 
cation—an opinion  which  has  been  acted 
upon  by  one  of  high  authority  on  this  sub- 
ject (Lord  Brouglmm).  In  the  Bill  which 
he  introduced  for  the  government  of  cer- 
tain towns,  at  present  incorporate,  he  es- 
tablished a  10/.  qualification  for  the  electors, 
and  a  qualification  of  1,000/.,  of  real  and 
personal  property,  for  each  member  of  the 
governing  body.  Considering  in  all  cases, 
that,  by  this  Bill,  the  Mayor  is  to  be  a 
county  Magistrate,  virlute  officii,  to  take 
his  seat  as  a  Magistrate,  with  those  from 
whom  a  qualification  is  now  required,  there 
ought  surely  to  be  some  test  of  his  respect- 
ability in  point  of  station  in  life,  and  com- 
petency. In  most  of  the  Local  Acts  which 
have  been  established  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  towns  to  which 
they  refer,  there  has  been  a  qualification 
required  in  persons  who  are  to  be  trusted 
with  authority.  I  dare  say  the  noble  Lord 
has  looked  into  the  Act  for  the  government 
of  Stroud,  the  town  he  represents.  I  am 
not  very  well  versed  in  the  history  of  that 
Local  Act ;  but  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
2E 
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that  it  was  poaied  with  ih&  general  emu 
currenoe  of  the  respectahle  and  intelligent 
inhahitants  of  the  town*  In  that  Act^  a 
high  qualification  is  required  on  the  part  of 
the  persons  who  have  to  perform  functions 
analogous  to  those  which  are  intrusted  to 
the  governing  hody  of  a  horough  under 
this  Bill.  The  points  to  which  I  have  thus 
referred  are  those,  I  apprehend,  which  in- 
volve the  chief  considerations  connected 
with  this  measure,  that  are  of  a  political 
character.  There  are  several  other  details 
of  the  Bill  which  are  of  great  importance, 
and  which  require  the  most  serious  con- 
sideration. They  are  matters  in  which  all 
persons  who  hear  me  have  a  common  in- 
terest, and  in  respect  to  which  they  need 
not  have,  necessarily,  on  account  of  different 
party  connexions,  different  views.  If  I 
now  allude  to  them,  it  will  he  with  a  view 
rather  to  promote  than  to  defeat  the  pro. 
fessed  ohiect  of  the  Bill,  It  may  be 
thought  that  it  would  he  better  to  reserve 
the  discussion  of  them  for  the  Committee ; 
but  there  are  advantages  in  taking  a  general 
view  of  the  details  of  a  measure  of  this 
nature,-^thu8  permitting  the  mature  con- 
sideration of  any  suggestions  that  may 
be  ofiered.  One  of  the  points  to  which  I 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  is 
the  great  power  which  is  given  to  the 
Mayor,  under  this  Act.  The  Mayor  is  to 
be  the  retuming-officer  of  the  borough; 
that  is,  he  is  to  be  an  officer  of  a  political 
character,  having  political  functions  to 
perform,  and  the  power  you  intrust  to 
him  of  singly  deciding  upon  the  validity 
of  the  votes  tendered  in  municipal  elec- 
tions is  extremely  great.  He  is  to  receive 
the  lists  of  votes^  to  examine  that  list,  to 
revise  it,  and  to  proclaim  the  result.  Here 
is  no  doubt  a  great  opportunity  of  abusing 
power,  without  any  efficient  chedc  or  con- 
trol over  it.  Then,  as  to  the  council,  the 
more  precaution  you  take  in  defining  its 
powers,  the  more  you  can  separate  muni- 
cipal from  mere  political  objects,  the  better. 
So  far  am  I  from  wishing  to  see  one  party 
gain  any  undue  influence  by  the  measure, 
that  I  think  the  test  of  its  perfection  will 
be  the  separating  of  interests  which  are 
political,  from  those  which  are  strictly  mu- 
nicipal, but  you  constitute  the  Mayor  the 
retuming-officer,  and  give  him  an  almost 
irresponsible  power«-you  gi^e  him  the 
power  to  hold  a  Court  at  which  objections 
are  to  be  made  to  the  Tote^— he  is  charged 
with  determining  whidh  party  have  the 
majority ;  you  ought  to  establish  soch  a 
check  upon  him,  that  there  may  be  no 


abuae,  and  that  you  niay  even  pvereni  nqr 
suspidon  from  attaching  itself  to  the  in* 
te^ity  and  impartiality  of  the  chief  officer. 
What  possible  objection  can  there  be  to 
provide  that  scrutineers  shall  be  appointed? 
It  is  clear  that  there  ought  to  be  some 
check  of  the  kind,  and  that  the  decision 
upon  matters  of  this  nature  ought  not  to 
rest  upon  the  simple  declaration  of  any  one 
man,  who,  after  receiving  the  Usts,  and 
examining  them,  and  declaring  the  result, 
may,  if  he  so  think  fit,  afterwards  destroy 
them,  and  preclude  the  possibility  of  de« 
tection,  in  cases,  even,  of  wilful  error,  llie 
Bill  makes  no  provision  for  the  application 
of  any  surplus  there  may  be  of  corporate 
property.  Now,  there  are  many  borougha 
which  are  extremely  wealthy ;  and,  after 
providing  for  the  public  purposes  named  in 
the  Bill,  it  is  clear  that  there  may  be,  in  some 
instances,  a  considerable  surplus.  My  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  states, 
that  in  that  town  there  is  one  of  35,OOOL 
The  Bill  provides,  that  the  new  corporate 
body  shall  have  all  the  powers  whicli  the 
existing  body  has;  and,  as  those  powers 
over  the  property  of  the  corporatioo  an 
very  considerable,  there  ought  to  be  some 
proviuon  controlling  the  appropriation  of 
any  surplus  that  may  remain  after  pro* 
viding  for  the  special  objects  named  in  the 
Bill.  It  ought  to  be  known,  that  in  many 
boroughs,  considerable  expense  is  about  to 
be  incurred.  The  Bill  provides,  that,  afW 
the  termination  of  existing  interests,  there 
shall  be  no  application  of  corporate  property 
to  individuai  uses,  but  the  existing  indi* 
vidual  interests  are  to  be  protected;  and 
thus,  even  in  the  cases  wherein  there  are 
no  corporate  estates,  some  time  will  elapse 
before  there  will  be  a  fund  sufficient  to 
provide  for  municipal  purposes.  In  these 
cases,  the  new  governing  body  will  have  to 
levy  a  new  rate,  and  t£&t  rate  will  be  the 
only  source  from  which  the  municipal 
chiurges  can  be  defrayed  in  the  case  of  those 
towns  which  are  now  incorponitet  This 
rate — ^its  connexion  with  the  Poor-rat^^ 
the  mode  of  levying  it^^e  appeal  agabist 
it,  are  all  matters  of  deep  interest  to  the 
societies  to  which  this  Bill  applies,  and 
require  much  more  mature  consideration^ 
than  I  fear  they  are  likely  to  receive  at 
this  period  of  the  Session.  The  provision 
of  this  Bill,  with  respect  to  County.xalea 
are  very  important.  Many  districts  will 
be  hereafter  exempt  from  direct  contribii« 
tion  to  the  County-rates.  In  all  those  for 
instance,  which  are  to  have  a  aepaimie 
Quarter-Sessions,    the    County-rale 
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Imve  to  be  levied  upon  a  new  principle. 
A  calculation  is  to  be  made  of  the  ex- 
penses of  the  prosecutions  ariring  from 
those  boroughs,  and  the  treasurer  of  the 
county   is    to    certify  to   each   borough, 
what  portion  of  the  County-rate  it  ought 
to  pay,  and  to  demand  payment  accord- 
ingly.    I  am  afraid  the  borough  will  not 
consider  the  Treasurer  of  the  County,  a  very 
impartial  Judge  upon  that  head.    Then 
there  is  another   enactment  of  a  similar 
nature,  and  of  equal  importance  in  Clause 
ffl,  relating  to  the  more  general  expenses  of 
the  county,  such  as  building  bridges  and 
public  buildings.    Here,  too,  the  treasurer 
of  the  county  is  to  make  a  calculation  as 
to  the  portion  of  the  County-rate  which 
should  rail  upon  the  district  included  with- 
in a  borough ;  and  in  case  any  difierence 
shall  arise,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  either 
party  to  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council,  who 
shall  thereupon  make    such   order  as  to 
them  shall  seem  expedient,  and  such  order 
shall  be  binding  upon  all  parties.     Now,  I 
am  afraid  the  Privy  Council  will  not  be 
well  qualified  to   decide  in  these   cases. 
There  is  ho  apparent  prindple  to  guide 
them  in  their  determination.     In  the  case 
of  the  expenses  of  prosecutions,  there  is  a 
principle,  because    the    expenses    can  be 
regulated  and  defined ;  but  in  the  case  of 
the  general  expenses  of  the  county,  the| 
degree  of  benefit  derived  by  a  particular 
district    is    very  indefinite.     There  will 
frequently  be  an  appeal  to  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil against  the    demand   of  the  County 
Treasurer  which  appeal  will,  I  fear,  be 
attended  with   considerable    expense.     It 
will,  therefore,  be  for  those  who  are  in- 
trusted with  the  administration    of   the 
County-rates,  to  watch  this  part  of  the  BUI 
with  great  attention.    In  the  case  of  some 
boroughs,  the  new  corporate  district  may  not 
be  conterminous  with  the  parishes  of  which 
it  is  partly  composed.    In  these  cases,  how 
will  the  County-rate  operate  ?-*part  of  a 
parish  will  be  within  the  county,  and  part 
within  the  borough.     Is  the  part  within 
the  county  to  contribute  to  the  County- 
rate  upon  the  old,   and  that  within   the 
borough  upon  the  new;  principle  ?     These 
are  minor  considerations,  as  afiecting  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  but  they  are  im- 
portant, with  the  view  of  preventing,  as  far 
as  possible,  litigation  and  expense.     I  come 
now  to  a  more  important  point.   The  noble 
T^rd  nrovides,  that  twenty  of  the  larger 
boroughs  arc  to  be  divided  into  wurds — 
these  wards  are  to  be  determined  by  the 
Privy  Council  upon  the  Report  of  certain 


Committloners.  Surely  Parliament  ought  f  o 
have  some  control  over  this.     I  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  (Stanley),  that  it  would  be 
an  immense  advantage,  and  might  be  the 
means  of  ensuring  a  much  fairer  represen- 
tation of  property,  if  the  principle  of  division 
into  wai^s  were  extended  far  beyond  the 
limits  proposed  in  the  Bill — and  I  reserve 
to  myself  the  power  of  moving  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  effect-^but  I  take  the  Bill  as 
it  now  stands:  it  provides,  that  twenty 
towns  shall  be  divided  into  wards,  and  that 
the  Privy  Council  shall  not  only  have  the 
power  of  determining  how  many  wards 
there  shall  be,  but  also  the  number  of  Re. 
presentatives  each  ward  is  to  return.  Now, 
that  I  hold  to  be  a  power  too  important  to 
be  exercised  by  any  authority  short  of  that 
of  Parliament.     In  a  town  like  Liverpocd, 
as  it  will  be  possible  for  the  Privy  Council 
to  assign  twenty  Representatives  to  one 
ward,  and  two  to  another,  they  may  con- 
stitute   the  Council    either  a   democratic 
or  aristocratic  body,  at  their  mere  will. 
This  is  a  power  the  Crown  ought  not  to 
exercise  without  the  control  of  Pariiament; 
it  is  a  power  which  was  denied   to  the 
Crown  m  the  Reform  Bill,  even  in  the 
case  of  the  mere  territorial  boundaries  of 
boroughs,  and  was  expressly,  after  discus- 
sion, reserved  to  ParHament.    This  Bill 
provides,  that  twenty  large  toWns,  named 
in  the   Bill,  may  be  divided  into  waids, 
but  no  obligation  is  imposed  upon    the 
Crown  as  to  the  period  at  which  its  dis- 
cretionary authority  is  to  be  exercised.  The 
Crown  is  not  bound  to  make  the  division 
before  the   first  election  for    the  Coun- 
cil;    and    if   it    do    not,    the    elections 
wiU    be   made,  as  in  the  case  of  other 
towns,    by    the    voters    indiscriminately. 
In  this  respect,  there  ought  to  be  some 
alteration  in  the  BID.    It  should  be  re- 
served   to    Parliament   to    determine  in 
what  cases  the  division  into  wards  shall 
take  place— what  shall  be  the  number  of 
wards—  what  the  number  of  councillors  to 
be  alloted  to  each  ward.     An  indefinite 
power  is  given  to  the  Council  with  regard 
to  the  amount  of  the  new  Borough-rate. 
No  mcaimum  is  established ;  and  while  a 
power  is  given  to  the  Council — or  rather, 
an  obligation  is  imposed  to  separate  the 
charge  of  watching  from  that  of  lighting, 
nothing  is  defined  (even  in  cases  wherein 
a  maximum  on  the  whole  rate  now  exists) 
in  respect  to  the  amount  of  the  separate 
charjges.     When  these  points  shall  come  to 
be  boked  at  practically  by  the  difierent 
socieUes  to  wnich  this  Bill  applies,  they 
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8  out  on  bail«  he  is  free  from  his  commit- 
ment by  the  Magistrates  at  Norwich.  He 
iherelbra  stands  on  the  same  footing  with 
Ibe  other  parties,  and  must  therefore  be 
committed  to  Newgate  for  his  offence. 

Mr.  Law  suggested  a  doubt  whether 
the  House,  without  the  consent  of  the 
Crown,  signified  by  his  Majesty's  Attor- 
ney-General, could  transfer  Pilgrim  from 
his  present  custody  to  that  of  the  keeper 
of  Newgate.  Pilgrim  was  now  under  a 
charge  of  felony,  and  had  been  admitted 
to  bail  upon  that  charge.  He  was  there- 
fore in  custody  of  his  bail.  He  had  been 
delivered  to  tlieir  custody  in  order  that  he 
might  render  on  a  future  day  to  the  cus- 
tody of  the  gaoler  of  Norwich,  and  it 
would  therefore  be  a  substantial  change  in 
his  commitment  to  send  him  to  Newgate. 
The  object  of  the  House  would  be  an- 
swered by  committing  him  to  the  custody 
from  which  he  was  taken — namely,  that 
of  the  gaoler  of  Norwich. 

The  Attomey^General  hoped  that  he 
should  never  be  found  backward  in  stand- 1 
ing  up  for  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  and 
the  prerogatives  of  bis  office ;  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  there  was  any  such  right 
or  any  such  prerogative  as  that  for  which 
bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  contend- 
ing. When  application  was  made  some 
years  ago  to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
to  permit  a  person  in  its  custody  upon  a 
criminal  charge  to  give  evidence  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  Court  directed  the  Attorney-General 
not  to  give  his  assent  to  such  a  Motion, 
but  to  show  cause  why  such  permission 
should  not  be  granted.  The  Attorney- 
General  might  have  shown  upon  affidavit 
that  the  party  for  whom  this  permission 
was  craved  was  committed  on  grave 
charges,  as  on  a  charge  of  murder,  for 
trial,  and  that  the  course  of  justice  would 
be  perverted  by  permitting  him  to  go  be- 
fore the  Committee.  The  Attorney-Gene- 
ral might  also  have  refused  to  show  cause 
at  all,  and  if  he  had  so  done,  be  Tthe  At- 
torney-General) would  contend  that  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench,  proprio  vigore^ 
w#ii)d  have  granted  the  alleged  criminal 
powor  to  attend*  He  beliei^  that  this 
power  belonged  to  the  other  courts  as 
well  as  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  and 
more  especially  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
When  the  Motion  was  made  in  the  King's 
Bench  to  bring  up  Pilgrim  by  writ  of 
Habms  Corpus,  be  bad  looked  into  all  the 
•utboritiefi  «na  U  wai  inclined  to  think' 


that  the  House  by  its  own  authority  might 
have  insisted  on  Pilgrim's  attendance,  al- 
though he  was  in  the  custody  of  the 
keeper  of  one  of  his  Majesty's  gaols.  He 
thought  his  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the 
Recorder  mistaken,  and  he  meant  to  make 
no  opposition  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  had  no  doubt  that 
the  course  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  regular. 

Mr.  Harvey  thought  it  would  not  be 
just  to  send  Pilgrim  to  Norwich.  He  was 
a  man  that  ought  to  be  brought  to  the 
Bar.  He  believed  they  had  not  vet  got 
all  the  parties.  The  hon.  Memoer  ad- 
verted to  the  'particulars  of  the  case  as 
given  in  the  evidence  and  petition  of  Pil- 
grim, and  expressed  his  hope  that  Pilgrim 
would  be  protected.  They  had  heard  of 
the  great  respectability  of  the  office  of 
Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake,  and  he  main- 
tained that,  admitting  Hhis,  the  fact  of 
Pilgrim  having  been  thirty  years  a  clerk 
in  their  employment  spoke  highly  in 
favour  of  his  character.  As  it  was  not 
imperative  that  the  House  should  send 
Pilgrim  to  Norwich,  he  contended  that  it 
would  be  better,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, tliat  they  should  send  him  to 
Newgate. 

Mr.  Hume  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member,  and  observed,  that  Pilgrim  might 
be  a  very  important  witness  respecting  the 
conduct  of  the  Magistrates. 

Mr.  Pryme  suggested,  that  perhaps  by 
confining  Pilgrim  in  London  they  might 
be  preventing  him  from  making  his  de- 
fence against  the  criminal  charge,  in 
taking  him  away  from  his  professional  ad- 
visers and  witnesses. 

The  Question  was  then  put,  and  Pil- 
grim was  ordered  to  be  committed  to  New- 
gae. 

CoEPORATioN  Reform.]  The  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  having,  oa 
the  Motion  of  Lord  John  Russell,been  read. 

Lord  John  Russell  moved  that  ''the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  Second  Time.** 

Sir  Robert  tnglis  said,  he  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  o|^>osing  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  but  to  protest  against 
its  generality.  The  Bill  went  by  its  pR>« 
visions  to  affect  all  Corporations,  and  ia 
his  judgment,  though  the  House  possessed 
the  power  and  the  right  to  punish  delin-> 
quency  when  proved,  yet  he  could  not 

think  the  House  had  any  right  to  ioterfim 
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the  destruction  of  corporate  bodies 
which  were  unafiected  by  any  charge. 

In  answer  to  a  question  put  by  Lord 
Stormonty 

The  Attorney-General  said,  that  all  Re- 
corders now  holding  that  office,  who  were 
Barristers  of  not  less  than  five  years' 
standing,  might  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  be  re-appointed  by  the  several 
councils  to  be  elected  by  the  rate-payers 
in  those  boroughs,  but  that  where  the 
office  was  not  held  by  Barristers,  or  by 
Barristers  of  less  than  five  years*  standing, 
these  individuab  could  not  be  re-appoint- 
ed. When  any  vacancy  in  respect  to  the 
office  of  recorder  should  ensue,  on  all 
future  occasions  the  appointment  to  those 
offices  would  be  vested  in  the  Crown. 

Lord  Sandon  bad  not  the  least  wish  to 
oppose  the  Motion  now  under  discussion, 
but  he  must  remind  the  House  that  great 
care  and  caution  ought  to  be  used  in  pro- 
viding that  in  all  places  which  this  measure 
went  to  affect,  the  administration  of  justice 
and  the  proper  distribution  of  public 
charities  vested  in  corporate  bodies  should 
not  be  too  lighUy  interfered  with.  There 
was  one  provision  of  the  Bill,  as  to  the 
applicability  of  which  to  all  corporations, 
no  matter  what  might  be  the  amount  of 
their  funds,  he  entertained  great  doubts. 
The  provision  to  which  he  alluded  was  the 
triennial  election.  The  Corporation  of 
the  town  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
representing  had  the  supermtendence  and 
disposal  of  funds  to  the  amount  of 
100,000/.  a-year.  They  were  applicable, 
in  part,  to  extensive  plans  of  improvement, 
which  must  naturally  take  a  considerable 
time  before  they  could  be  completed.  He 
did  not  think  the  execution  of  business  of 
this  kind  could  be  conducted  so  benefi- 
cially by  a  Corporation  chosen  so  fre- 
quently as  once  in  three  years,  as  it  would 
if  they  were  suffered  to  continue  loneer 
in  office.  Men  who  succeeded  each  other 
so  rapidly  could  not  be  so  well  acquainted 
with  the  business  as  persons  of  longer  ex- 
perience. Nor  did  he  believe  that  such  a 
fluctuating  body  ofiered  equal  security  to 
the  persons  who  had  lent  their  money  to 
the  Corporation  to  the  present  permanent 
body.  Besides  this  large  fund  of  100,000^ 
a-year,  there  was  another  peculiarity  in 
the  Corporation  of  Liverpool,  which  was, 
that  it  had  a  concurrent  jurisdiction  in 
ptber  funds  to  the  amount  of  200,000/. 
;»or69  in  the  disposal  of  which  not  only 
the  town  of  l4y$rpool|  but  the  country  at 


large  was  deeply  interested.  Some  of  the 
plans  to  which  he  alluded  would  require 
five,  perhaps  more  than  five,  years  for 
their  completion.  Was  it  to  be  expected 
that  they  could  be  satisfactorily  managed 
by  a -Corporation,  the  constituent  parts  of 
which  were  changed  every  three  years. 
He  did  not  intend,  however,  to  enter  into 
details  at  present,  but  he  wished  to  men- 
tion this  much  in  order  to  show  that  many 
points  of  the  Bill  would  require  very 
minute  and  scrupulous  consideration.  In 
acquiescing,  on  principle,  to  the  great 
change  contemplated  by  this  measure,  he 
begged  to  add  that  he  by  no  means  ac- 
ceded to  any  admission  of  the  justice  of 
any  charges  as  against  the  corporate  body 
with  which  he  was  connected.  That  body, 
although  self-elected,  published  year  by 
year  an  account  of  its  expenditure,  &c,f 
and  he  believed  the  investigation  of  twenty- 
four  days'  duration  by  the  Corporation 
Commissioners  had  not  discovered  any 
error  so  bad  as  to  call  for  any  Legislative 
cure.  It  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  a 
self-elected  body  could  long  continue 
to  govern  the  various  municipalities  of 
the  empire,  however  great  and  import- 
ant the  change  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Commons'  House 
of  Parliament.  In  conclusion,  he  b^ed 
to  add,  that  he  should  avail  himself  of  an 
opportunity  of  supporting  the  Motion,  for 
the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  freemen 
and  of  those  possessing  inchoate  rights  to 
the  freedom  of  any  borough,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Praed) 
had  this  evening  given  notice. 

Lord  Stanley  was  unwilling  to  interrupt 
the  feeling  which  had  been  expressed  on 
all  sides  of  the  House,  a  feeling  in  which 
he  concurred,  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  a  Motion  which  he 
felt  ought  to  pass,  not  only  without  oppo- 
sition, but  also  without  any  discussion  of 
the  details  of  the  measure.  Re  was 
equally  unwilling  to  allow  the  second 
reading  to  pass  without  expressing  his  dis* 
sent  from  the  opinions  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford.  On  the  contrary,  he 
was  anxious  to  declare,  that  in  his  judg- 
ment,  Parliament  had  the  right,  if  circum- 
stances required  it,  to  introduce  and  carry 
into  effect  a  measure  like  the  present, 
with  such  modifications  as  might  render 
it  adapted  to  the  times  in  which  that 
Parliament  existed.   He  would  in  the  first 

place  take  the  liberty  of  expressing  bii 
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opinion  of  the  absolute  necessity  at 
present  of  introducing  a  substantial  mea- 
sure of  Corporation  Reform,  and  he  felt 
the  highest  gratification  at  finding  that 
those  individuals  with  whom  he  had  so 
long  the  satisfaction  to  act  had  framed 
a  Bill  for  this  object,  to  the  main  pfinci- 
ples  of  which  he  was  ready  to  give  his 
support.  It  was  a  main  principle  of  this 
Bill  to  take  from  the  self-elected  Corpo- 
rations the  control  of  the  corporate  funds, 
and  to  vest  them  in  the  control  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  borough,  with  whom,  in 
his  judgment,  that  control  ought  to  rest. 
He  could  not  have  supported  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  had  he  not  been  pre- 
pared also  to  accede  to  that  which  was 
in  point  of  fact  its  chief  feature — namely, 
the  franchise  which  it  proposed  to  give. 
His  own  feelings  and  prejudices  would 
have  been  in  favour  of  the  lOL  franchise, 
but  he  admitted  that  there  were  strong 
arguments  in  favour  of  creating,  in  cor- 
porate elections,  a  constituency  in  some 
degree  different  from  that  which  shared 
in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
Moreover,  for  corporate  purposes,  powers 
might  be  intrusted  in  the  hands  of  the 
rate-payers,  which,  under  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  Bill,  would  not  be  unsafe, 
as  applied  to  their  local  concerns.  It  was 
one  of  the  most  substantial  complaints 
against  the  system  of  self-elected  Corpo- 
rations, that  It  introduced  political  feeling 
into  all  Questions,  and  tended  to  perpe- 
tuate in  Corporations  one  set  of  political 
opinions.  Whig  or  Tory,  as  the  case  might 
be,  without  reference  to  the  opinions  en- 
terbiined  by  the  town  and  neighbourhood 
with  which  they  were  connected.  Now, 
therefore,  that  they  were  framing  a  new 
system,  they  ought  to  be  particularly 
careful  that  it  was  not  liable  to  the  same 
objection.  He  was  anxious,  therefore,  that 
the  possibility  should  be  avoided  of  con- 
sidering the  election  of  the  corporate 
officers  as  a  test  of  the  relative  strength 
of  political  parties.  He  could  conceive 
nothing  more  injurious  to  the  welfare  and 
happiness  of  a  town  than  that  the  election 
to  every  petty  office  should  be  made  such 
a  test,  for  not  only  would  it  engender  local 
Sinimosities,  but  would  have  the  practical 
effect  of  making  the  members  of  the  Cor- 
poration, when  they  were  elected,  just  as 
much  the  Representatives  of  one  set  of 
political  opinions  as  they  were  before.  At 
the  same  time,  if  the  Government  perse- 
¥ered|  as  be  thought  it  had  good  ground 


to  do,  in  the  proposition  for  extending  the 
franchise  to  the  rate*payers  at  large,  he 
trusted  it  would  not  be  less  steady  in 
maintaining  the  proposition  for  restrict- 
ing the  franchise  to  three  years'  continued 
residence,  and  three  years'  continuance 
of  rate-paying ;  and  also  the  proposition 
that  the  votes  should  be  given  openly.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  three  years'  restric- 
tion would  have  the  effect  of  striking  out 
some  of  those  who  had  been  admitted  to 
the  exercise  of  the  franchise  for  po- 
litical purposes  under  the  operation  of 
the  Reform  Act;  but  he  (Lord  Stanley) 
maintained  that  the  circumstances  between 
the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament 
and  municipal  officers  were  widely  dif- 
ferent. When  the  local  interests  of  a 
borough  only  were  concerned^  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  amount  of  pecuniary  interest^ 
which  was  the  ground  for  the  establish- 
ment of  the  10/.  franchise,  was  not  so 
much  required  as  that  the  interest  of  the 
vote  should  be  fixed  and  established  with- 
in the  limits  of  the  borough  oyer  whose 
property  the  Corporation  was  to  act  as  a 
trustee.  Therefore  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  permanency  of  occupation  was 
infinitely  more  necessary  as  the  test  of 
local  than  it  was  with  respect  to  the  Par- 
liamentary franchise,  when  each  individual 
was  supposed  to  vote  not  for  the  exclusive 
local  interest  of  the  town,  but  for  the 
welfare  of  the  kingdom  at  large.  But 
there  was  another  thing  which  they  ought 
not  to  conceal  from  themselves;  they 
must  all  know  that  of  the  10/.  voters  the 
inferior  class — the  least  respectable  portion 
— were  those  who  were  most  constantly 
changing  their  residence  from  one  town  to 
another;  therefore,  by  adhering  to  the 
restriction  of  three  years,  they  would  not 
only  obtain  the  advantage  of  a  continued 
and  permanent  interest  in  the  voters,  but 
they  would  also  secure  that  class  of  the 
population  who  had  given  a  certain  teat 
of  their  respectability  by  continued  resi- 
dence and  continued  and  punctual  rate- 
paying.  He  would  not  at  present  say 
anything  with  respect  to  the  open  voting, 
except  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Russell)  to  the  provisions  of  tlie 
Bill  by  which  that  object  was  sought 
to  be  secured,  and  which,  in  its  present 
shape,  he  thought  was  hardly  sufficient  to 
attain  the  end  for  which  it  was  intended. 
[The  Attorney  General :  The  lists  will  be 
signed  by  the  names  of  the  voters.]  ^^ 
tl^  lists  were  to  be  signed  by  their  namet^ 
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but  the  list  so  signed  would  only  be  sub- 
ject to  the  inspection  of  the  mayors; 
unless  something  more  than  the  handing 
in  of  a  signed  paper  subject  only  to  such 
an  inspection  were  done  the  voting  would 
not  be  open,  but  would,  in  point  of  fact, 
be  perfectly  close.  But  if  they  had  all 
the  same  object  in  view  with  respect  to 
the  various  details  of  the  Bill,  if  the  object 
of  all  was  to  accomplish  a  wholesome  and 
sound  reform  of  corporation  abuses — he 
trusted  that  the  Bill  would  be  treated  in 
Committee  in  the  same  manner  and  the 
same  spirit  as  it  had  been  received,  and 
that  all  would  frankly  lend  their  aid  to 
make  the  details  of  it  as  efficient  as  pos- 
sible, not  to  secure  or  preserve  any  party 
or  personal  interest,  but  to  make  it 
work  practically  and  essentially  for  the 
benefit  of  alK  That  was  the  temper  in 
which  be  diould  go  into  the  Committee, 
and  he  hoped  and  believed  that  the  House 
would  be  actuated  by  a  similar  disposition. 
He  did  not  wish  to  trouble  the  House  by 
going  into  any  details  at  that  moment;  but 
there  was  one  point  to  which,  as  he  con- 
oeived  it  to  be  an  important  one^  and  one 
upon  which  he  felt  compelled  to  take  some 
objectiooj  he  begged  in  a  very  few  words 
to  advert.  He  meant  the  point  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Sandon)  op. 
posite— namely,  the  very  short  period  for 
which  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  the 
oouncU  in  every  corporate  town.  He  (Lord 
Stanley)  was  desirous  that  the  most  entire 
control  should  be  given  to  the  Corporation 
and  to  the  owners  of  the  property  over  the 
persons  whom  they  elected  as  their  trustees ; 
but  he  could  not  help  saying,  that,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  then  stood, 
they  might  fall  into  the  opposite  evil  from 
that  which  had  distinguished  the  old  cor- 
poration system,  and  by  making  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  coundl  short,  and  subject 
to  constant  variations  and  changes,  to  de- 
prive it  of  that  stability  which  would  be 
necessary  to  enahle  it  to  carry  on  the  affairs 
devolved  to  its  charge  with  benefit  or  ad. 
vantage  to  those  whom  it  represented.  He 
conferaed  he  did  not  see  why,  if  an  efficient 
and  proper  control  were  established  over 
these  officers^  so  extraordinary  a  jealousy 
Klmukl  be  manifested  as  that  not  only  the 
whole  should  he  elected  every  three  years, 
but  that  one.third  should  go  out  every 
year.  Only  see  in  what  a  constant  state 
of  agitation  and  turmoil  every  corporate 
town  would  he  kept  if  elections  for  these 
councillors  were  to  take  pbce  every  three 


years  for  the  whole,  every  succeeding  year 
for  a  part,  and  at  any  other  time,  whenever 
a  vacancy  by  death  or  otherwise  should  oo- 
Under  such  a  pnivision,  it  was  most 


cur. 


probable  that  six  months  would  never  pass 
over  without  an  election,  which  would 
awake  and  keep  constantly  alive  all  those 
feelings  which  everyone  knew  were  as  much 
engendered  by  local  contests  as  by  the  mmt 
important  political  struggles.  He  con« 
fessed,  therefore,  he  should  very  much  pre- 
fer (he  spoke  his  own  opinion  only,  with- 
out concert  with  others)  to  see  the  council 
elected  for  a  period  of  six  years  instead  of 
three,  and  that  the  elections,  instead  of 
being  annual,  should  be  triennial,  one-half 
going  out  every  third  year.  He  thought 
they  might  have  a  triennial  election  with 
half  the  Council  going  out,  or  a  triennial 
election  with  one-th^  of  the  Council 
going  out,  but  he  confessed  he  should  prefer 
the  former  of  the  two.  He  believed  they 
would  obtain  by  that  means  as  complete  a 
control  over  the  Council  as  was  requisite 
for  any  practicable  purpose,  whilst  at  the 
same  time  the  towns  would  be  relieved  from 
these  constantly  recurring  contests.  There 
was  one  othet*  point  which  he  wished  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  RusseU)  to  con- 
sider. It  was  this :  whether  he  could  not 
extend  further  the  principle  he  had  adopt- 
ed in  the  case  of  some  of  the  largest  towns 
—the  principle  of  dividing  every  town,  or 
every  considerable  town,  into  wards — giv- 
ing to  each  separate  ward  the  separate  and 
independent  right  of  electing  a  certain  num« 
her  of  the  Council.  If  he  had  rightly  read 
the  Bill,  he  believed  there  were  not  above 
twenty  towns  in  the  kingdom  in  which  that 
principle  would  be  acted  upon.  All  towns 
containing  less  than  25,000  inhabitants 
were  to  choose  their  Council  by  single  elec- 
tion. He  thought  that  would  have  the  effect 
in  large  towns  of  enabling  the  bare  majority 
of  one  political  set  of  opinions  to  return  the 
whole  of  the  Council,  leaving  a  large  and 
probably  most  respectable  and  most  intelli* 
gent  minority  wholly  unrepresented  in  the 
Corporation.  If  it  were  their  object  to 
avoid  the  possibility  of  such  a  thing  oc. 
curring,  he  wished  his  noUe  Friend  to 
consider  whether  his  object  would  not  be 
more  effectually  obtained  by  dividing  every 
considerable  town  into  wanls.  giving  to 
each  ward  the  right  of  returning  as  Coun- 
cillors those  whose  opinions  should  coin, 
cide  with  the  views  of  the  majority  of  its 
inhabitants.  By  this  means  the  opinions 
of  all  would  most  probably  obtain  a  fair 
and  equal  representation.  Besides,  another 
great  advantage  would  result  from  it,  in 
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the  case  of  a  vacaocy  occurring,  whether 
from  death  or  otherwise,  the  whole  town 
would  not  be  disturbed,  the  election  for  the 
new  Councillor  would  take  place  only  in 
the  ward  where  a  Councillor  had  died-^the 
exxdtement,  if  excitement  there  were,  would 
be  confined  to  that  ward  alone,  and  the  rest 
of  the  town  would  be  left  comparatively 
quiet  and  free  from  commotion.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  by  entering  into  any 
further  details.  He  was  satisfied  that  his 
noble  Friend,  and  the  Members  of  his  Ma* 
jesty's  Government,  would  be  prepared  to 
receive  and  to  discuss  calmly  and  fairly 
such  objections  as  might  be  taken  in  the 
progress  of  the  Bil].  On  his  part,  he 
begged  to  assure  them  with  the  most  entire 
sincerity,  that  he  had  nothing  in  view  but 
an  earnest  d&sire  to  carry  into  effect  that 
which  in  principle  he  believed  to  be  a  wise 
measure,  and  which  in  detail  he  believed  to 
be  a  beneficial  measure,  which  he  rejoiced 
to  see  introduced,  and  for  which  he  only 
desired  a  calm  and  temperate  discussion, 
for  the  benefit,  not  of  this  party  or  of  that, 
but  for  the  advantage  of  tlie  aimmunity  at 
large,  for  whose  benefit  these  Corporations 
were  OMinaUy  instituted.     . 

Mr.  Efvart  approved  of  the  Measure  in^ 
troduced  bv  his  Majesty's  Government,  but 
could  not  find  in  the  history  of  our  muni- 
cipal constitutions  any  instance  of  a  previ. 
ou8  residence  extended  to  so  long  a  term  as 
three  years  being  required  in  the  fiill  now 
before  the  House.  Much  less  could  he 
find  any  precedent  for  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  lor  North 
Lancashire*— that  the  Council  should  con- 
tinue in  ofiice  six  years.  His  noUe  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  had  stated  that 
publicity  of  accounts  was  one  of  the  cha- 
racteristics of  that  town  ;  but  the  accounts 
were  never  seen  by  the  public,  or  were 
only  obtained  by  contraband  means  through 
the  favour  of  some  one  or  two  of  the 
members.  With  regard  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  revenues  of  the  town, 
amounting  to  100,000/.  a.year,  the  Liberals 
and  the  Tories  were  both  disposed  to  think 
they  were  not  administered  welL  His 
noble  Friend  had  expressed  an  apprehension 
lest  the  security  of  the  bond-holders  at 
Liverpool  would  be  diminished  by  this  Bill. 
He  was  at  a  meeting  held  in  Liverpool  on 
Friday  last,  where  many  thousand  persons 
were  assembled,  and  many  bond-holders 
among  the  number,  when  so  far  from  ex-< 
prefsing  any  distrust,  they  stated  that  their 
confidence  was  increased,  and  that  they 
were  convinced  they  should  derive  addi- 
tional security  from  the  measure. 


Mr.  Grote  took  that  opportunity  of  ex*i 
pressing  the  high  sense  which  he  enter- 
tained of  the  excellence  of  the  principle  on 
which  the  Bill  rested ;  and  he  confessed  it 
was  a  great  satisfaction  to  him  to  perceive, 
from  the  general  feeling  which  had  been 
manifested  by  the  House,  that  it  was  a  task 
superfluous  and  unnecessary  to  prove  that 
the  self-electing  corporation  system  was 
unfitted  to  the  present  times,  and  there* 
fore  ought  to  be  swept  away.  He  confessed 
he  could  not  read  the  long  report  contained 
in  the  blue  book  which  had  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  without  feeling  a 
sense  of  shame  and  humiliation  that  so  oor« 
rupt  a  system  should  have  been  allowed  to 
remain  so  long  pervading  the  whole  country 
without  any  attempt  being  made  to  correct 
it.     Whilst  he  approved  entirely  of  the 
main  principles  upon  which  the  Bill  rested, 
and  whilst  he  rejoiced  to  find  that  it  wa« 
proposed  to  vest  the  entire  control  over  the 
corporate  property  in  the  great  body  of  the 
ratepayers,    he   was  implied   to  say  a 
very  few  words  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
marks which  had  fallen  from  the  noUe 
Lord  (Stanley)  behind  him.    He  should 
regret  if  the  noble  Lord,  the  Seeretaty  tat 
the  Home  Departmmt  should  be  induoed 
to  adopt,  and  to  incorporate  in  his  Bill  any 
of  the  au^estions  which  had  been  nada 
by  the  nome  Lord  (Stanley)  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire.    So  far  from  agree* 
ing  with  that  noble  Lord  that  three  yean^ 
reddcnce  was  absolutely  necessary  to  ae« 
cure  a  respectable  constituency,  he  could 
not  but  think  that  such  a  pcoviaioa  was 
likely  .to  interfere  most  essentially  with 
one  of  the  great  objeots  which  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Home  Secretary,  had  in  view, 
nam^,  the  giving  the  franchise  to  the 
great  body  of  the  rate^yers  in  every  lai]ge 
town.    He  trusted,  thevefore,  that'  if,  in 
the  course  of  the  ^bcusiion  in  Committee 
it  oould  be  shown  to  the  noUe  Lord  that  a 
number  of  respectable  and  unexceptionable 
rate^payers  would  lose  their  franchise  in 
consequence  of  the  introduction  of  such  a 
provision  into  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  olgect  to  cut  down  the 
qualification  to  one  year's  residence  instead 
of  three.      The   noble   Lord    (Stanley) 
seemed  to  be  greatly  afraid  lest,  under  what 
were  called  the  voting  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
they  should  glide  insensibly  into  a  system 
of  secret  voUng.     If  that  were  really  to  be 
the  case,  he  (Mr.  Grote)  should  not  regard 
it  as  one  of  the  defects  of  the  Bill ;   and 
greatly  should  he  rejoice  if  he  could  induce 
the  House  to  agree  with  him  in  so  con- 
structing that  part  of  the  Bill  as  to  make 
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the  voting  necessarily  and  invariably  secret. 
There  were  one  or  two  points  upon  which 
he  thought  the  Bill  might  be  materially 
improved  without,  in  any  respect,  inter- 
fering with  its  principle  or  essential  pro- 
visions. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  num- 
ber of  members  provided  for  the  municipal 
council  was  unnecessarily  large.  When 
he  saw  the  number  of  ninety  for  Liverpool 
and  seventy-two  for  Leeds,  he  confessed  he 
thought  it  would  lead  to  a  lessening  of  the 
average  of  the  talent  and  respectability  for 
which  the  Members  of  the  Council  should 
be  distinguished.  He  thought,  therefore, 
it  would  in  every  case  be  a  great  improve- 
ment to  reduce  the  number  of  Councillors 
proposed  in  the  Bill  by  one  half.  He 
wholly  approved  of  the  step  which 
would  be  made  by  this  Bill  towards  the 
severance  of  judicial  from  municipal  func- 
tions. That  was  a  step  which  could  not  be 
too  highly  commended.  There  was,  how- 
ever, another  point  which  he  must  take 
the  liberty  of  pressing  upon  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Russell).  It  appeared 
to  him  that  whilst  the  noble  Lord  provided 
for  the  election  of  charitable  trustees,  he 
made  no  provision  for  their  proper  behavi* 
our  after  they  had  been  dectea.  Accord* 
ing  to  the  BOl  as  it  then  stood,  the  trustees 
for  charitable  purposes  were  irresponsible 
and  irremoveable.  He  would  also  impress 
upon  the  noble  Lord  the  necessity  of  pro- 
viding some  means  whereby  a  recorder,  if 
he  did  not  give  satisfaction,  should  be  re- 
moved from  his  office.  He  was  sure  it 
must  strike  the  noble  Lord  that  if  a  re- 
corder failed  to  give  satisfaction  in  the 
community  in  which  he  was  called  upon  to 
administer  justice,  he  ought  to  be  removed, 
and  placed  elsewhere.  At  present  no  pro- 
vision seemed  to  be  made  for  the  removal 
of  a  recorder,  under  any  circumstances; 
and  he  could  not  but  look  upon  that  as  a 
considerable  defect  in  the  Bill.  He  oon-» 
fessed  he  saw  no  mischief  that  could  arise 
from  making  a  recorder  removable  upon  a 
petition  agned  cither  by  a  majority  of 
the  council  or  a  majority  of  the  rate- 
payers. He  had  no  wish  to  detain  the 
House  at  greater  length.  In  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  he  wholly  agreed,  believing^  as 
he  did,  that  it  would  work  great  and  ma- 
terial improvement  in  aU  the  corporate 
bodies  in  the  kingdom.  He  conceived  it 
would  be  a  most  fatal  blow  to  the  integrity 
and  well-working  of  the  Bill,  if  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth 
were  acceded  to^  and  the  franchise  of  the 
freemen  preserve.  On  that  point  he  trusted 
theGoveroxDcnt  wouldbe  foundimpiegoaUe. 


Mr.  Wallace  approved  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  in  opposition  to  the  view 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley),  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  the  members  of  the 
council  should  in  every  instance  be  elected 
by  the  whole  town,  and  not  separately  in 
dififerent  wards.  He  was  also  strongly  op- 
posed to  the  same  noble  Lord's  proposition 
that  the  council  should  be  elected  for  sii^ 
years. 

Mr.  Ireland  Blackburne  felt  bound  in 
duty  to  his  constituents  not  to  allow  this 
opportunity  to  pass  by  without  expressing 
his  opinion  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  Having  read  a  great  deal  of  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Commissioners, 
and  having,  for  the  last  two  years  devoted 
a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the  subject,  he 
was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  the  system 
of  self-election  in  Corporations  ought  to  be 
removed — that  Corporations  should  be  well 
governed-.— that  corporate  property  should 
be  well  administered,  and  that  those  per* 
sons  who  had  the  deepest  interest  in  the 
municipal  government  should,  at  least, 
have  a  voice  in  the  choice  of  those  who 
were  to  govern  them.  The  only  mode  by 
which  this  system  of  self-election  could  be 
removed,  was  to  give  the  inhabitants  at 
large  (under  certain  restrictions,  he  ad- 
mitted), the  right  of  choosing;  the  persons 
who  were  to  administer  their  funds,  and 
to  rule  over  their  borough.  He  asked  the 
question,  who  ought  to  be  the  persons  so 
to  choose  their  municinal  representatives? 
— the  persons  who  paid  their  proportion  o£ 
the  fund  to  be  administered  by  tnose  who 
represented  them.  If  there  were  nothing 
else  but  the  mere  administration  of  the 
corporate  funds,  upon  principle  it  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  that  every  person 
who  contributed  a  part  of,  them  should 
have  a  voice  in  the  election  of  municipal 
officers.  But  inasmuch  as  there  were  other 
duties  to  perform,  it  became  necessary  that 
some  other  qualification  should  be  imposed 
upon  the  electors  beyond  the  mere  paying 
the  rate.  It  was  necessary  that  they  should 
be  permanent  householders,  having  a  per- 
manent interest  in  the  borough*  He 
thought,  however,  that  to  establish  that 
permanent  interest,  it  was  not  necessary 
that  a  person  should  be  three  years  resident 
in  any  particular  borough  before  he  ac^ 
quired  the  right  of  voting.  He  thought 
that  one  year's  residence,  and  one  year's 
rate-paying  would  be  amply  sufficient.  In 
all  the  rest  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  as 
well  as  in  the  principle  he  cordially  con- 
curred. 

Sir  Robert  Pe^/.— The  same  laoiives 
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should  be  introduced  to  amend  Irish  regis- 
tration. There  was  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  annual,  and  no  reason  why 
an  Irish  election  should  last  five  days; 
and  he  hoped  that  in  England  an  election 
would,  ere  long,  be  concluded  in  one  day. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin,  that  there 
ought  to  be  some  appeal  from  the  revising 
Barrister,  and  that  afterwards  the  register 
should  be  conclusive  for  a  year. 

Lord  Stanley  would  not  enter  at  large 
into  the  Question,  but  agreed  that  Irish 
registration  admitted  and  required  amend- 
ment. He  rose  principally  to  remind  those 
who  were  not  Members  of  the  Parliament 
which  passed  the  Reform  Act,  that  in 
England  up  to  that  period  there  existed 
no  system  of  registration;  in  Ireland  there 
was  a  system,  and  although  it  was  gene- 
rally admitted  to  be  defective,  it  was 
thought  better  not  to  change  it  until  the 
result  of  the  experiment  in  England  was 
known.  There  was  no  reluctance  to  put 
both  countries  on  the  same  footing,  but  a 
desire  to  see  first  how  the  new  plan  worked 
in  England.  There  was  at  the  time  great 
difference  ft  opinion  among  the  Irish 
Members  m  particular  as  to  the  three 
points  of  separate  polling  places,  length 
of  registration,  and  duration  of  elections. 
Utese  were  matters  discussed  at  the  time, 
and  it  was  finally  agreed  that  it  would  be 
wiser  not  to  make  the  change  until  it  was 
known  how  the  new  plan  operated  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  did  not  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  had  fairly 
stated  the  case  respecting  the  Corporation 
of  Dublin,  and  he  said  this  with  the  more 
confidence,  as  he  had  been  engaged  in 
the  case  professionally.  The  Corporation 
contended  that  no  person  had  a  right  to 
his  freedom  either  by  birth,  servitude,  or 
marriage ;  but  they  contended  that  they 
were  bound  to  consider  the  circumstances 
of  each  case.  The  Corporation  had  always 
claimed  this  discretionary  power,  and  it 
had  been  admitted  by  the  Court  of  King*s 
Bench.  The  decision  of  Chief  Baron  Joy 
was  also  in  favour  of  the  point  contended 
for  by  the  Corporation.  The  point  upon 
which  that  learned  Judge  gave  his  de- 
cision had  been  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  had  been  opposed 
by  himself.  At  the  same  time  the  Judge 
also  admitted  that  any  person  had  a  right 
to  have  bis  name  entered  on  the  register  if 

lie  showed  the  certificate  of  the  town  clei1(. 


Mr.  0*Connell  was  anxious  to  observe 
that  all  that  he  knew  of  the  judgment  of 
Chief  Baron  Joy  was  from  the  newspapers; 
he  was  not  in  Dublin  at  the  tfane  Chief 
Baron  Joy  gave  his  decision.  The  point 
then  was,  the  freedom  was  claimed  as  a 
righty  and  the  city  of  Dublin  refused  to 
admit  any  as  a  matter  of  right.  Since 
the  year  1792  the  Catholics  had  been  en- 
titled to  take  up  their  freedom  in  Dublin, 
and  yet  none  had  been  admitted,  though 
many  had  become  entitled  to  their  freedom 
either  by  being  the  sons  of  freemen,  or 
having  served  an  apprenticeship,  or  fhim 
having  married  the  daughters  of  freemen. 
That  Corporation  excluded  all  that  it 
chose,  and  admitted  none  but  such  as  it 
pleased. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  considered  the 
point  suggested  by  the  Attorney-General 
to  be  one  of  very  great  importance,  and 
he  hoped  that  it  would  become  a  matter 
of  legislation — namely,  that  whenever  the 
right  of  voting  had  been  properly  adjudi- 
cated upon  the  appeal  tribunal,  that  it 
would  be  considered  as  finally  settled. 
He  did  not  think  that  it  was  right  that  the 
vote  should  be  disputed  after  it  had  been 
fairly  put  on  the  register.  He  trusted 
that  very  shortly  a  proper  appeal  tribunal 
would  be  established,  before  which  dis- 
puted votes  could  be  determined,  and 
after  the  decision  of  which  it  would  not  t>e 
allowable  for  any  person  to  impeach  a 
vote.  This  principle  obtained  in  the 
ancient  system  in  Scotland,  and  whenever 
a  name  was  placed  on  the  roll,  no  person 
could  dispute  the  validity  of  the  vote,  pro- 
vided the  right  on  which  it  was  held  was 
not  transferred — neither  the  Court  of 
Session  nor  the  House  of  Commons  had 
ever  done  so. 

Debate  on  the  Resolution  postponed. 

LiMiTATioir  OF  Polls  Bill.]  Mr. 
Elphinstone  moved  that  this  Bill  be  com- 
mitted. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  favourable  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  he  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  in- 
troduced it,  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  refer  this  Bill  to  the  Committee  which 
was  now  sitting  to  inquire  into  the  present 
mode  of  registration. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought  that  it  was 
desirable,  if  it  could  be  so  arranged,  to 
diminish  the  period  for  takhig  the  poll, 
if  this  were  done  he  had  no  doubt  it  woald 
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tmt  a  slop  to  iotimidatioiiy  and  also  to 
estea  bribery.  The  subject,  however,  in- 
volved 80  many  small  points  of  detail  that 
he  did  not  think  it  could  well  be  considered 
in  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House.  He, 
therefore,  agreed  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lcnrd,  that  it  perhaps  would  be  ad- 
lantageotts  to  refer  it  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Registration  Committee.  He  felt 
very  much  disposed  to  adopt  the  principle 
of  the  measure,  but  looking  into  the  de- 
tails, he  did  not  think  that  they  were  by 
any  means  as  perfect  as  they  might  be 
rendered.  If  a  measure  like  the  present 
were  adopted,  it  would  become  a  matter 
of  imperative  necessity  to  have  a  greater 
number  of  polling  places  than  were  now 
allowed.  He  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  attain  his  object  much  better 
by  going  before  a  Committee  up  stairs, 
than  by  persisting  in  having  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House. 

Mr.  Hume  had  prepard  a  Bill  on  this 
subject,  but  had  abstained  from  intro- 
ducing it  until  he  had  seen  what  the  Re- 
gistration Committee  intended  to  do.  He 
would  also  recommend  his  hon.  Friend 
either  to  wait  till  'that  Committee  had 
made  its  report,  or  at  once  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  that  Committee,  or  any  other.  It  ought 
not  to  escape  recollection,  that  a  Commit- 
tee  la^year  recommended  thatthechsef  pro- 
vision of  this  Billshould  receive  the  sanction 
of  the  Legislature.  The  Registration  Com- 
mitter had  met  that  day,  and  had  made 
great  progress  with  their  labours,  and  he 
thought  that  very  shortly,  after  Friday  next 
they  ought  to  see  the  Report  laid  on  the 
Table.  He,  for  one,  was  most  anxious  to 
promote  the  success  of  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  although  he  did  not  think  that 
the  details  were  sufficiently  explicit. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  recommended  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hastings  not  to  adopt 
the  suggestions  made  to  him  without  due 
deliberation.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  sent 
the  Bill  to  a  Committee  up  stairs,  it  was 
not  likely  that  he  would  get  it  passed  this 
Session.  It  had  been  suggested  to  bis 
hon.  Friend  to  refer  the  Bill  to  the  Regis- 
tration Committee,  as  if  that  Committee 
had  not  now  sufficient  work  to  perform. 
He  was  sure  if  that  Committee  went 
through  the  matters  referred  to  them  in  a 
latisfaotory  manner,  that  they  could  not 
bring  the  labours  to  a  close  before  the 
end  of  the  Session.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
no  chance  of  carrying  his  Bill  at  present, 
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Mr.  Ewart  recommended  that  this  sub- 
ject should  not  be  mixed  up  with  others, 
but  that  it  should  be  referred  to  a  Com^- 
mittee  up  stairs,  with  directions  to  report 
on  it  witn  as  little  delay  as  possible* 

Mr.  Aglumby  did  not  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  but  he  suggested  that 
it  should  be  postponed,  as  he  knew  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  pre- 
pared a  Bill  on  the  subject.  It  appeared 
to  be  the  wish  of  all  parties  that  a  Bill  on 
the  principle  of  this  measure  should  be 
passed  into  a  law,  as  it  would  tend  to 
lessen  the  expenses  of  elections  and  put 
down  corruption.  From  what  had  come 
out  before  the  Election  Committees,  it 
appeared  that  nearly  all  the  acts  of  bribery 
were  committed  on  the  second  day  of  the 
election,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  by  in- 
creasing the  number  of  polling  places,  any 
election  might  be  got  through  in  one  day. 
The  Bill  was  certainly  short  and  simple, 
but  he  did  not  think  that  the  machinery 
was  sufficient.  He  happened  to  know 
that  the  Bill  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex had  prepared  on  the  subject,  was 
much  better  in  that  respect. 

The  Chancellor  cf  the  Egcchequer  re- 
commended the  hon.  Member  for  Hastings 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  up  stairs. 
He  was  favourable  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  felt  satisfied  tnat  the  House 
would  not  do  its  duty  if  it  did  not  alter 
the  election-law  on  the  subject. 

Colonel  Wood  felt  convinced  that  if  the 
polling  was  to  be  completed  in  one  day, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  greatly  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  polling  places  in  all 
counties.  In  the  county  he  represented, 
there  were  2,000  voters,  and  only  one 
polling  place,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
that  they  could  all  record  their  votes  in 
one  day. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  thought  that  it  would 
be  equally  necessary  to  increase  the 
number  of  polling  places  tn  towns.  He 
was  favourable  to  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  but  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  refer  it  to  a 
Committee.  It  was  not  a  party  question, 
but  a  matter  of  great  importance  both  to 
Whigs  and  Tories. 

Mr.  Warhurtan  recommended  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  bring  it  forward  in  an  amended 
form.  He  very  much  doubted  whether 
they  could  not  in  this  Bill  get  rid  of  one 
of  the  three  questions  put  to  the  voter  on 
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alltKled  to  was  whether  he  possessed  the 
same  qualification  which  he  did  at  the 
time  of  registration. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  reminded 
the  House  that  there  were  several  Bills  on 
the  Table  for  altering  -  many  important 
parts  of  the  Reform  Bill.  There  was  one 
for  altering  the  mode  of  registration; 
another  for  preventing  intimidation  ;  a 
third  for  the  better  prevention  of  bribery, 
and  this  for  taking  the  poll  in  one  day. 
If  they  went  on  in  that  way,  they  would 
repeal  step  by  step  the  whole  of  the  Re- 
form Bill.  He  would  suggest  that  all  the 
Bills  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee  up 
stairsy  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating 
them.  They  ought  to  be  extremely  cau- 
tious in  their  proceedings  respecting  this 
matter,  lest  in  their  anxiety  to  produce 
good  they  did  great  mischief.  He  doubt- 
ed whether  this  Bill,  if  passed  into  a  law, 
would  diminish  the  expense  to  candidates; 
ou  the  contrary,  he  believed  that  it  would 
greatly  increase  it. 

Mr.  William  Duncombe  wished  to  know 
from  the  noble  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  whether  he  intended' 
to  propose  to  increase  the  number  of 
polling  places  in  that  Riding. 

Lord  Morpeth  replied,  that  if  that  Bill 
passed  it  would  be  highly  desirable  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  polling  places* 

Mr.  Ord  felt  satisfied  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  was  in  error  in 
supposing  that  this  Bill  would  increase  the 
expense  of  elections.  The  chief  expense 
of  elections  in  counties  was  carrying  the 
voters  to  the  polling  places.  If  the 
distance  between  them  was  diminished, 
the  charge  of  conveyance  would  be  greatly 
lessened.  He  thought  that  it  was  also 
desirable  to  keep  the  measures  for  amend- 
ing certain  points  in  the  Reform  Bill  per- 
fectly distinct  from  each  other.  The 
course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hastings  appeared  to  him  to  be  most 
judicious ;  but  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood 
would  not  carry  the  intentions  of  his  hon. 
Friend  into  effect. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee.  The 
clauses  of  the  Bill  were  agreed  to,  and 
the  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
on  the  Colonial  Passengers'  Bill. 

Passengers  to  the  Colonies.]  On 
the  Clause  being  read  relative  to  the  casks 
which  shall  be  used  to  contain  water  for 
the  voyage^ 

A  Member  lugge&ted  that  the  owners 


should  be  restricted  from  using  any  that 
had  been  previously  employed  for  any 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  Hume  could  see  no  objection  to 
the  use  of  wine  or  brandy  casks.  He 
thought  it  would  be  quite  sufficient  to  de- 
clare "  that  the  officer  shall  satisfy  him- 
self that  the  casks  had  not  been  filled  with 
any  thing  to  render  the  water  unhealthy 
or  impure." 

Mr.  TF.  Smith  O^Brien  reminded  hon. 
Members  that  if  the  officer  were  not  allowed 
to  use  his  discretion,  oil  casks  might  be 
used,  which  would  render  the  water  very  un- 
pleasant if  not  unhealthy.  He  was  aware 
that  many  vessels  left  Limerick  last  season 
with  emig^nts,  and  all  water  on  board  of 
them  was  contained  in  oil  casks. 

Mr.  Goulbum  admitted  that  tt  would 
be  advisable  to  specifically  prohibit  oil 
casks. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hume  called  attention  to  the  fifth 
Clause,  empowering  the  inspecting  officer 
to  examine  the  provisions,  &c.,  immedi- 
ately previous  to  sailing.  He  thought 
this  interference  would  be  likely  to  cause 
injurious  delays  to  vessels  on  the  point  of 
sailing,  and  suggested  that  the  officer 
should  be  required  to  complete  his  search 
a  certain  number  of  days  previous — say 
three ;  or,  better  still,  that  the  provisions 
should  be  examined  and  approved  of  be- 
fore shipment. 

Mr.  YTar^urfOR  thought  that  the  powers 
proposed  to  be  conferred  on  Custom 
House  officers  of  absolutely  rejecting  a 
stock  of  provisions  already  shipped,  might 
be  rendered  the  source  of  great  abuse  in 
out  ports,  where  it  would  be  difficult  to 
obtain  a  fresh  supply,  except  from  a 
favourite  of  the  ofiicer,  and  at  a  ruinous 
price. 

Mr.  Hume  was  much  against  the  minute 
and  vexatious  legislation  pursued  in  Bills 
of  this  nature.  He  thought  it  vvould  be 
quite  as  consistent  to  order  an  inspection 
of  the  steam-boiler  of  a  packet  prepara- 
tory to  every  trip,  for  it  might  blow  up  and 
destroy  the  passengers  if  not  kept  in  a 
sound  working  condition,  as  had  indeed 
frequently  happened. 

Mr.  Cnmlbum  vindicated  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  which  only  interfered  to  pro- 
tect those  whom  it  was  not  the  interest  of 
the  shipowners  to  take  care  of.  The  latter 
would  look  to  the  sufficiency  of  their 
boilers  for  the  sake  of  their  vessel,  while 
it  was  found  by  experience  that  in  nuuiy 
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caiea  they  allowed  the  poor  paueDgers  to 
starve. 

Mr.  Labouchere  was  anxious  that  no 
restrictions  should  be  imposed  on  ship- 
owners which  could  be  avoided,  but  the 
general  poverty  of  emigrants  made  it  ne- 
cessary that  the  Legislature  should  protect 
them.  Such  dreadful  scenes  had  been 
heard  of  in  consequence  of  ships  proceed- 
ing to  sea  imperfectly  equipped  and  pro- 
vided, that  the  Legislature  was  bound  to 
prevent  such  scenes  if  possible. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  O'Brien  knew  that  out 
of  2,500  poor  emigrants  who  left  Limerick 
last  year,  500  died  on  the  passage.  Vessels 
had.  set  sail  for  America  in  a  state  not  fit 
to  cross  the  channel  to  England,  the  proof 
of  which  was  that  from  the  third  day  after 
their  departure  the  pumps  were  obliged  to 
be  kept  going  all  the  voyage. 

Mr.  Roebuck  believed  that  the  loss  of 
life  was  caused  rather  by  the  ships  being 
unseaworthy  than  by  the  want  of  pro- 
visions on  the  voyage.  He  must  add  that 
precautions  were  necessary,  for  last  year 
there  were  30,000  emigrants  (for  the  most 
part  quite  destitute)  sent  out  to  Canada 
without  any  supplies  to  keep  them  from 
starving  during  the  five  or  six  months  that 
the  country  was  bound  up  in  frost  and 
snow. 

Mr.  Clay  submitted  that  the  example 
of  the  East-India  Company  (with  respect 
to  the  systematic  inspection  to  which  their 
ships  were  subjected  previous  to  a  voyage) 
was  the  best  that  could  be  followed  in  the 
present  case.  The  happy  effects  of  this 
course  was  that  the  Company's  insurance 
did  not  amount  to  one-sixth  of  the  ordi- 
nary rates,  fof  no  ship  of  theirs  was  allow- 
ed to  sail  unless  first  approved  sea-worthy. 
Their  ship-stores  never  spoiled  or  affordeid 
subject  of  complaint;  in  fact,  no  bad 
provisions  were  offered  to  their  vessels, 
for  it  was  well  known  that  they  would 
previously  be  inspected.  If  emigrant 
vessels  were  compelled  to  adopt  similar 
salutary  arrangements,  they  would  no 
longer  hear  the  just  complaints  of  poor 
passengers  respecting  the  deficient  quan- 
tity or  deteriorated  quality  of  their  pro- 
visions. 

Mr.  Barnard  suggested  the  propriety  of 
prohibiting  the  employment  of  vessels  in 
the  emigrant  service  that  were  twenty-two 
years  old. 

Mr.  fVarburton  strongly  objected  to 
the  restriction.  It  would  act  as  a  premium 
on  the  building  of  a  bad  class  of  vessels. 


designed  not  to  last  even  twenty  yean. 
It  would  be  much  safer  to  trust  to  the 
character  of  each  vessel  on  Lloyd's  list. 

Mr.  Hume  recommended  the  adoption 
of  the  practice  of  Government,  which 
caused  a  strict  inspection  of  vessels  that 
offered  to  take  troops  abroad,  and  sug- 
gested that  no  vessel  should  be  allowed  to 
take  passengers  on  board  unless  similarly 
inspected  and  approved.  The  age  of 
vessels  could  never  be  a  satisfactory  guide. 
He  had  sailed  very  safely  in  a  ship  seventy- 
two  years  old. 

Mr.  Thomeley  complained  of  the  clause 
restricting  the  export  of  spirits  in  emigrant 
vessels.  He  thought  a  cargo  in  pipes  or 
hogsheads  as  safe  as  one  in  bales. 

An  Hon,  Member  stated,  that  he  had 
known  cases  where  the  captains  had 
taken  out  a  large  stock  of  spirits,  ap- 
parently for  exportation,  but  really  to  sell 
to  the  passengers  for  his  own  profit  In 
cases  where  the  passengers  mutinied,  and 
took  the  control  of  the  vessel  into  their 
own  hands  the  presence  of  such  a  stock 
was  particularly  dangerous. 

Sir  6.  Grey  thought  that  the  only  prac* 
ticable  way  to  prevent  these  evils  was  to 
prohibit  the  export  of  any  spirits  in  vessels 
fitted  out  to  take  passengers. 

Mr.  Hume  had  no  objection  to  impose 
a  penalty  on  masters  or  mates  who  should 
sell  any  spirits  to  emigprants  on  a  voyage, 
but  he  did  not  think  it  just  to  limit  the 
owners'  right  to  ship  what  cargo  he 
pleased. 

The  Bill  went  through  Committee,  and 
the  House  resumed. 

Roman  Catholic  Marriage  Bill.] 
On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Lynch,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Roman  Catholic  Marriage  Bill. 

The  first  Clause  was  read  as  follows : 

**  Be  it  enacted,  by  the  King's  most  exceilent 
Majesty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Lords  spiritual  and  temporal,  and  Com- 
mons, in  this  present  Parliament  assembled, 
and  by  the  authority  of  the  same,  that  from 
and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  so  much  of  an 
Act  passed  in  the  nineteenth  year  of  the  reign 
of  his  Majesty  King  George  the  Second,  io- 
tituled,  'An  Act  for  annulling  all  Marriages 
to  be  celebrated  by  any  Popish  priest  between 
Protestant  and  Protestant,  or  between  Protes- 
tant and  Papist,  and  to  amend  and  make  more 
effectual  an  Act  passed  in  this  Kingdom  id  the 
reign  of  her  late  Majesty  Que^^n  Anne,  in- 
tituled, '<An  Act  for  the  more  eflTectual  pre- 
venting the  taking  away  and  marrying 
children  against  the  wills  of  their  parents  or 
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gaudianS)^ '  u  relates  to  Marrit^es  celebrated 
by  Popish  Pnestt  between  Protestant  and 
Papist,  shall  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  abso- 
lutely repealed ;  but  nevertheless  so  as  not  to 
render  valid  or  in  any  manner  affect  any 
marriage^  the  invalidity  of  which  is  now  or  hath 
been  disputed  or  questioned  under  or  by  virtue 
of  the  said  Act^  in  any  of  his  Majesty's  Courts 
Ecelesiastical  or  Civil  in  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland.'* 

Mr.  Shaw  objected  to  the  Bill  on  two 
grounds ;  first,  that  it  would  remove  the 
great  practical  impediment  to  the  celebra- 
tion of  clandestine  Marriages  by  Roman 
Catholic  priests,  imposed  by  the  19th 
George  2nd.,  and  expressly  left  unrepealed 
by  the  Act  introduced  by  the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Perrin)  in  the 
year  1832,  when  he  did  Repeal  the  Law 
enacting  the  penalties — which  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  admitted  were  unduly  severe — of 
death,  and  fine  of  500/.;  so  far  only, 
however,  as  regarded  the  Roman  Catholic 
priest ;  and  his  (Mr.  Shaw's)  second  ob- 
jection was,  the  partial  nature  of  this 
legislation ;  for  while  it  removed  the 
penalty  of  death  from  the  Roman  Catholic 
priest,  it  left,  according  to  the  strict  law, 
the  degraded  Protestant  clergyman  sub- 
ject to  it.— [Mr.  Perrin:  "No,non— 
He  must  insist  that  such  was  the  law,  and 
that  the  present  Bill  would  remove  the 
only  remaining  obstacle  in  the  case  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergyman,  that  was  the 
nullity  of  the  marriage.  While  he  ob- 
jected to  this  partial  charge,  he  deprecated 
as  much  as  any  man,  the  present  state  of 
the  marriage  law  in  Ireland,  and  was  as 
anxious  for  its  improvement  on  a  broad 
and  comprehensive  basis. 

Mr.  (TCoimell  said,  that  the  right  boo. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin,  was  wrong  in  supposing  that  this 
Bill  would  encourage  clandestine  marri- 
ages. Such  marriages  occurred  at  pre- 
sent, and  would  continae  to  occur,  whe- 
ther they  passed  this  measure  or  not,  the 
eiTect  of  which  would  be  to  take  the 
penalty  of  such  marriages  off  the  innocent, 
and  fix  it  upon  the  guilty  parties.  It  was 
not  right  that  the  children  should  suffer ; 
if  any  one  was  to  suffer,  let  it  be  the 
parente.  The  present  system  encouraged 
young  men  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  to  marry  Catholic  females  of  a 
rank  in  life  below  themselves  for  the  pur- 
pose of  seduction.  Now«  the  present  Bill 
wookl  defeat  that  object;  it  would  no 
longer  be  a  mock  marriage;  and  if  the 
yoaiig  ProteiAant  geotleman  united  him- 


self in  this  way  with  a  Catholie  fflnmie, 
that  person  would  be  actually  his  wife, 
and  the  innocent  children  would  escape 
the  punishment  of  illegitimacy  which  they 
now  suffered.  He  should  like  to  see  the 
statute  referred  to  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman Mr.  Shaw,  for  he  did  not  believe 
that  any  such  law  existed.  The  present 
law  was  the  last  remnant  of  the  penal 
code,  and  ought  forthwith  to  be  repealed. 
The  penalty  for  celebrating  marriages  be- 
tween Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants 
was  done  away  with,  and  the  only  persons 
now  punished  were  the  innocent  children 
who  suffered  for  their  parents'  vices. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  that  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  the  Bill  was  in  progress 
through  the  House  to  do  away  with  the 
penalty  of  500/.  that  then  existed  for  a 
Roman  Catholic  priest  marrying  a  Roman 
Catholic  and  a  Protestant,  it  was  urged  as 
an  inducement  to  the  House  to  do  away 
the  penalty,  that  the  marriage  so  cele- 
brated would  be  illegal,  and  now  it  is 
urged  as  a  reason  for  legalising  the 
marriage,  that  the  penalty  has  been  abol- 
ished, and  therefore  that  the  law,  as  it  at 
present  exists,  ought  to  be  repealed.  By 
the  Bill  at  present  before  the  House,  ft 
Roman  Catholic  priest  might  marry  when 
he  pleased,  and  whom  he  pleased.  The 
Bill  imposed  no  restriction  whatever ;  the 
priest  might  enter  the  House  of  any  Pro- 
testant, and  celebrate  a  marriage,  at  any 
hour  he  pleased,  with  perfect  impunity; 
and  this,  he  maintained,  was  more  than 
a  Protestant  clergyman  could  do.  He 
(Colonel  Perceval)  protested  he  could  not 
see  why  the  Roman  Catholic  people  should 
consider  themselves  aggrieved  in  being 
obliged,  when  they  intermarry  with  Pro- 
testants, to  have  the  ceremony  performed 
by  a  Protestant  clergyman.  If  tne  Roman 
Catholics  would  but  place  themselves 
within  the  law,  and  submit  to  the  publica- 
tion of  banns,  or  that  a  license  should  be 
procured  before  the  ceremony  of  marriage 
could  be  celebrated,  then  all  the  objects 
sought  would  be  attained ;  but  they  would 
not  submit  to  that  which  Protestants  were 
obliged  to  submit  to,  and  therefore  he 
considered  it  unjust  to  allege  that  they 
were  in  the  slightest  degree  aggrieved. 
More  than  two  years  ago,  he  (Ckilonel 
Perceval)  impressed  upon  Uie  present  At- 
torney-General for  Ireland  the  necessity 
of  bringing  in  a  general  marriage  law  for 
Ireland;  and  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman,  aided  by  the  advice  of 
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the  learned  civilian  (Dr.  Ludiington)  wonld  I 
introduce  a  general  measure^  which  would 
not  place  one  sect  above  another,  or  per- 
mit a  Roman  Catholic  priest  to  do  that 
which  a  Protestant  clergyman  could  not 
do  legally.  Nothing  could  be  more 
ruinous  to  the  peace  of  families  than 
giving  facilities  for  the  celebration  of  clan- 
destine marriages;  and,  for  his  part,  he 
could  wish  to  see  the  British  Parliament 
take  a  lesson  from  the  French  in  this 
respect,  by  placing  the  names  of  the  par- 
ties, who  were  about  to  enter  into  the  con- 
tract, for  a  fortnight  previously  before  the 
public.  By  adopting  such  a  course,  much 
of  the  heart-scalding  which  was  known  to 
result  from  clandestine  marriages  would 
be  saved  ;  and  he  considered  that  the 
feelings  of  parents  ought  not  to  be  alto- 
gether overlooked,  as  was  the  case  in  the 
Bill  then  before  the  House.  Under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  protest  against  the  removal  of 
the  only  check  that  now  existed  upon  the 
celebration  of  clandestine  marriages  in 
Ireland. 

Mr*  ^Aai&aaid,  he  had  got  from  the 
Library  the  statute  to  which  he  had  re-* 
ierredy  and  as  the  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
O'Connnell)  had  denied  its  existeacOy  and 
the  right  iKm.  Gentleman  (the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland)  insisted  that  it  did 
not  inflict  the  penalty  of  death  on  de- 
luded clergymen,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  read  it»  It  was  the 
13th  George  1st.,  c.  3,  entitled,  "An  Act 
to  prevent  marriages  by  degraded  clergy- 
men and  Popish  priests,''  and  provided, 
"  that  if  any  Popish  priest^  or  any  de- 
graded clergyman,  shall  celebrate  any 
marriage  between  two  Protestants,  or  re- 
puted Protestants,  or  between  a  Protest- 
ant, or  reputed  Protestant,  and  a  Papist, 
such  Popish  priest,  and  such  degraded 
clergyman,  shall  be  and  is  hereby  declarsd 
to  be  guilty  of  felony,  and  shall  suffer 
death  as  a  felon/' 

Dr.  LuakiMgion  said,  that  no  man  was 
more  anxious  that  a  general  marriage  law 
should  be  passed  than  he  was,  and  he  was 
glad  to  hear  the  gallant  Member  for  Sligo 
state  that  he  approved  of  the  French  sys- 
tem: but  would  the  gallant  Member 
guarantee  that  a  general  marriage  law 
would  pass  the  House  of  Lords?  All 
former  attempts  at  legislation  upon  the 
subject  had  failed.  The  law,  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood,  as  had  been  truly  observed  by 
the  bon«  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 


was  thd  last  remnant  of  the  penal  ooda, 
and  until  every  vestige,  as  well  as  every 
recollection  of  it,  had  been  expunged,  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  not,  and  they 
ought  not,  to  be  contented.  He  should 
support  the  Bill  before  the  Committee  in 
all  its  stages. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  that  he  did 
not  understand  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr, 
Shaw)  in  the  observations  he  made  to 
advocate  a  continuance  of  the  penal  code 
— on  the  contrary,  what  his  right  hon. 
Friend  urged,  and  what  he  (Mr.  Jackson) 
demanded,  was  a  law  bearing  equally  upon 
all  classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects—* 
which  the  Bill  before  the  House  manifestly 
was  not.  He  maintained  that  the  view 
taken  of  the  law  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  correct,  as  he  had  abundantly  proved 
by  the  law  he  had  just  quoted.  By  the 
law,  as  cit^  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  if  a 
Roman  Catholic  priest  or  a  degraded  Pro- 
testant clergyman  celebrated  a  clandestine 
marriage,  he  subjected  himself  to  the  pe- 
nalty of  death.  That  law  was  so  far  re** 
pealed  as  regarded  the  Roman  Catholio 
clergyman,  and  a  penalty  of  600/.  was 
substituted,  bat  it  never  was  repealed  so 
far  as  regarded  a  degraded  Protestant 
clergyman,*— [Mr»  Perrm  recollected  a 
conviction  of  a  degraded  clergyman  on 
circuit  in  the  sum  of  600/.]  -^  He  did  not 
mean  to  justify  convictions,  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  which  he  had  no 
knowledge  of;  but  he  was  shewing  that 
the  penalty  of  death  was  never  repealed 
as  regarded  a  degraded  Protestant  clergy- 
man. In  the  opposition  he  offered  to  this 
measure,  he  disclaimed  all  party  views. 
The  descent  of  property  depended  upon 
the  law  of  marriage.  He  wished  the 
Government  of  the  country  would  take 
the  matter  yp,  and  with  the  able  assist- 
ance of  the  learned  doctor  (Lushington) 
introduce  a  general  law  that  would  press 
equally  upon  all  classes.  If  such  a  mea-* 
sure  were  introduced,  it  should  meet  with 
his  support.  What  he  deprecated  was, 
the  exbtence  of  uneqaal  laws*  Every  per- 
son  acquainted  with  Ireland,  knew  that 
marriages  in  that  country  were  to  the 
priest  the  sources  of  great  emdumenti 
He  was  surj^sed  if  that  cry  came  from 
Members  conversant  with  the  state  of  Ire^ 
land.  He  would  repeat,  that  raarriagee 
formed  a  principal  source  of  their  income; 
and  not  content  with  the  facilitiea  that  ex* 
isted  of  Roman  Catholics  marrying  per- 
sona of  their  own  ereed,  this  Bill  afibrded 
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tfaem  the  greatest  focilities  for  celebrating 
marriages  between  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants.  Why,  he  would  ask,  were 
the  members  of  Protestant  families  to  be 
subject  to  the  intrusion  of  a  Roman  Catho- 
lic priest,  and  why  should  he  be  permitted 
to  celebrate  a  marriage  in  their  families 
without  the  publication  of  banns  or  the 
obtaining  of  a  license?  If  a  Protestant 
clergyman  celebrated  a  marriag:e  without 
banns  having  been  duly  published ,  or  a 
license  obtained,  he  was  subject  to  be 
degraded,  and  if  he  celebrated  a  second 
marriage  under  similar  circumstances,  he 
was  liable  to  the  punishment  of  death. 
The  measure  then  before  the  House  would 
have  the  effect  of  rendering  the  peace  of 
families  insecure,  and  the  descent  of  pro- 
perty uncertain ;  and  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  acting  in  a  mbst  unsafe 
way  by  passing  the  Bill  then  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  O'Dwyer  supported  the  Bill.  The 
evils  which  the  Gentlemen  deprecated  al- 
ready extstedf  and  the  measure  would  re- 
move them.  In  the  manner  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Geiiileman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  the  House  had  a  fair  sample  of  the 
faction  who  had  so  long  domineered  over 
Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man contended  that  an  exemplary  and 
pious  Roman  Catholic  clergyman,  and  a 
degraded  Protestant  clergyman  should  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing,  and  for  this 
nis  liberality  the  Roman  Catholics  in  that 
House,  as  well  as  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ireland,  could  not  but  feel  grateful.    ■ 

Mr.  ShoM)  could  not  avoid  congratu- 
lating the  hon.  and  learned  Meml^r  for 
Drogheda  (Mr.  O'Dwyer)  on  his  new 
office  of  a  lecturer  on  gentlemanly  man- 
ners and  temperate  language ;  the  House 
should  know  exactly  how  the  law  stood  at 
present;  the  12th  George  1st.  inflicted 
the  penalty  of  death  both  on  Roman 
Catholb  priest  and  degraded  clergyman ; 
then  the  33rd,  George  3rd,  superadded 
the  fine  of  500/.  in  the  case  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  priest,  but  omitted  the  degraded 
clergyman;  the  latter  statute  raised  a 
doubt  by  construction  as  to  the  penaltv  of 
death  remaining  against  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic priest  on  account  of  the  enact Aient  of 
a  mitigated  penalty,  but  this  did  not  affect 
the  degraded  clergyman  ;  then  the  At- 
torney-General for  Ireland  (Mr.  Perrin) 
brought  in  the  Act  of  1832,  expressly  re- 
pealing both  those  acts,  as  far  as  related 


to  the  Roman  Catholic  priest,  but  left  the 
degraded  clergyman  untouched  ;  also  not 
interfering  with,  but  expressly  saving  the 
Act  which  rendered  such  a  clandestine 
marriage  by  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  void, 
and  the  present  Bill  was  to  render  the 
marriage  valid  when  between  Protestant 
and  Papist,  but  not  when  between  two 
Protestants  —  adopting,  in  that  respect, 
the  principle  of  partiality  in  the  rase  of 
the  Roman  Catholic,  which  pervaded  the 
Act  he  had  referred  to  of  the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland  passed  in  1 832 ;  this 
he  (Mr.  Shaw)  considered  unworthy  legis- 
lation, 

Mr.  Lynch  said,  that  all  the  arguments 
that  had  been  urged  upon  the  other  side, 
bore  upon  the  Bill  of  1833,  but  had  no 
reference  to  the  measure  then  under  dis- 
cussion. The  present  Bill  removed  no 
penalties ;  they  were  removed  by  the  Bill 
of  1833.  The  law,  as  stated  by  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Shaw)  with 
respect  to  degraded  clergymen,  was  cer- 
tainly in  force,  and  ought  to  be  repealed. 
All  that  he  (Mr.  Lynch)  asked,  was,  that 
Roman  Catholic  clergymen  should  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  with  Dissenting 
clergymen.  All  he  asked  was,  that  if  a 
Protestant  should  yield  to  the  conscien- 
tious feelings  of  the  person  he  is  about  to 
marry,  and  has  the  ceremony  performed 
by  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman,  that  the 
marriage  should  not  be  void. 

Mr.  Riithven  believed  the  Bill  wonid 
prevent  clandestine  marriages,  for  the 
Protestants  would  be  convinced  that  they 
could  not  afterwards  escape  their  natural 
consequences. 

Mr.  WilUamM  Wj^nn  objected  to  power 
being  granted  to  Roman  Uatholic  priests 
of  celebrating  marriages  between  Roman 
Catholics  and  Protestants. 

Mr.  Perrin  said,  that  he  had  been  under 
the  impression  that  there  did  not  any  such 
penalty  exist  as  that  referred  to  by  his 
learned  Friends  opposite,  for  such  a  law 
had  never  been  carried  into  execution ; 
but  if  it  existed,  he  was  ready  to  remove 
it.  There  was  no  Marriage-law  in  Ireland, 
and  the  peculiarity  of  the  case  was  this — 
that  whereas  if  no  ceremonv  whatever 
were  performed  between  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic and  Prqfestant,  and  that  they  ac- 
knowledged themselves  to  be  man  Hnd 
wife,  the  marriage  was  lawful,  but  if  a 
marriage  were  celebrated  between  the  par- 
ties by  a  Roman  Catholic  Priest,  the  mar- 
riage was  null  and  void.     It  was  to  get 
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rid  of  this  anomaly  that  the  pr^ent  Bill 
waa  introduced. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson :  Do  the  Eccle- 
siastical. Courts  hold  a  marriage  to  be 
good  when  no  ceremony  has  been  per- 
formed ? 

Mr,  Psrrin:  They  do. 

The  Attomey-General  said,  that  mar* 
riages  were  held  to  be  valid  where  do  cere- 
mony had  been  performed. 

Mr.  Shaw  was  of  a  different  opinion  so 
far  as  Ecclesiastical  Courts  went.  All 
which  he  and  his  friends  asked  was,  that  in 
all  these  cases  of  clandestine  marriages, 
the  party  celebrating  them  should  in- 
cur the  penalty  of  a  misdemeanour. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  there  was  no  in- 
stance on  record  where  a  marriage 
was  held  valid  in  Ireland  that  had 
not  been  celebrated  by  a  person  in  holy 
orders. 

Bill  went  through  the  CommitteCi — and 
the  House  resumed* 

Counsel  for  Prison £as.]  Mr. 
Ewart  moved  that  the  Prisoners'  Counsel 
Bill  be  now  committed. 

The  Aitomey-General  was  anxious,  be- 
fore the  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  to  make  a 
few  observations  in  justification  of  himself, 
against  a  censure  which  had  been  cast 
upon  him  out  of  doors,  in  consequence  of 
his  not  having  expressed  his  sentiments 
with  regard  to  the  principle  and  provisions 
of  this  Bill  on  its  second  reading.  He  did 
not  then  attend  the  House,  for  this  plain 
reason — that  he  had,  in  a  former  Session 
of  Parliament,  expressed  his  entire  appro- 
bation of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He 
now  begged  to  say,  that  after  long  delibe- 
ration on  the  subject,  his  clear  opinion 
was,  that  in  cases  of  felony,  of  misde- 
meanours, and  of  high  treason,  the  party 
accused  in  the  Criminal  Courts  of  this 
country  ought  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  makmghis  defence  by  Counsel. 

An  Aon.  Member  opposed  the  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  occasion  con- 
siderable inconvenience  in  the  due  admi- 
nistration of  justice.  He  conceived,  that 
it  was  right  prisoners  should  have  Counsel 
in  all  cases  in  wiiich  speeches  were  made 
against  them  by  Counsel  for  the  prosecu- 
tion. Bui  in  the  English  Criminal  Courts, 
it  was  seldom  the  practice,  in  minor 
offences,  for  any  speech  to  be  made 
against  the  prisoner.  He  admitted,  that 
it  was  sometimes  done;  but,  speaking 
from  his  own  experience,  he  confidently 
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asserted  that  it  was  a  course  very  rarely 
adopted ;  and  he  was  perfectly  certain  that 
in  the  present  Constitution  of  our  Courts  of 
Justice,  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
this  Bill  into  execution.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  if  the  Bill  did  pass,  that  thehon. 
Gentleman  who  had  introduced  it  would 
alter  the  title  of  it,  and  instead  of  calling 
it  a  "Bill  to  provide  prisoners  with 
Counsel,"  he  would  icall  it  a  "  Bill  to  give 
Prisoners  to  Counsel." 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  had  never  heard 
in  the  course  of  all  the  discussions  that 
had  taken  place  on  this  subject  a  single 
reason  or  a  single  argument,  allied  to  com- 
mon sense,  that  operated  on  his  mind  the 
conviction  that  prisoners  ought  not  to 
have  Counsel.  It  was  a  common  phrase, 
indeed,  that  the  Judge  was  Counsel  for 
the  prisoner.  The  fact,  however,  was  not 
so ;  neither  was  it  the  business  of  a  Judge 
to  assume  that  character.  It  was  his 
duty  to  see  that  nothing  was  done  against 
the  prisoner  contrary  to  law ;  but  so  also 
was  it  his  duty  to  see  that  justice  was  done 
towards  the  Crown.  Besides,  how  could 
the  Judge  be  Counsel  for  the  prisoner,  be 
being  totally  ignorant  of  the  case  that 
might  be  urged  on  his  (the  prisoner's)  be- 
half. He  trusted,  therefore,  that  he  should 
never  hear  that  argument  again.  The  Bill 
itself  had  his  entire  concurrence. 

Mr.  Blachbume  said,  that  in  the  north- 
ern circuit  he  had  always  seen  Counsel 
open  the  case  for  the  prisoner,  and  if  the 
practice  was  different  in  the  midland  cir- 
cuit it  should  be  altered  and  made  the 
same.  It  ought  not  to  be  left  to  the  pro- 
secutor to  say  whether  the  prisoner  was  to 
be  defended  or  not.  He  contended  that 
little  time  of  the  Courts  would  betaken  up 
if  the  Bill  were  permitted  to  pass.  More 
time  was  lost  now  through  the  necessity  of 
the  Counsel  putting  questions  to  give  the 
Jury  a  better  idea  of  the  circumstances  of 
cases,  and  the  present  Bill,  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ten,  would  be  the  cause  of  a  saving 
of  time.  In  the  course  of  his  practice, 
he  always  found  that  misdemeanours  oc- 
cupied less  time  than  felonies.  In  burg- 
laries, for  instance,  many  minute  circum- 
stances might  arise  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  Counsel  to  explain  to  the  Jury, 
and  in  which  the  prisoner  required  to  have 
Counsel  more  than  in  cases  of  assault,  in 
which  punishment  might  not  amount  to 
more  than  a  fine  of  five  shillings.  He 
would  give  his  most  cordial  assent  to  the 
Bill. 
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Mr.  Poulter  thought,  that  much  error 
prevailed  on  this  question.  He  approved 
of  the  proposition  that  prisoners  should 
address  the  Jury  by  Counsel  in  all  cases 
ivhere  the  prosecutor^s  Counsel  should 
have  previously  addressed  the  Jury.  But 
by  the  present  practice  prisoners  had  a 
great  advantage ;  because  it  was  not 
Decessary  for  any  prisoner  to  establish  a 
case  of  innocence.  The  argument,  there- 
fore, for  giving  Counsel  to  prisoners,  was 
a  great  fallacy.  He  would  rather  leave 
them  with  the  benefit  they  now  enjoyed 
in  the  mode  of  administering  the  Criminal 
laws  of  this  country.  Nobody  could  pre- 
sent a  single  authenticated  case  of  inno- 
cence having  been  convicted  for  want  of 
the  aid  of  Counsel. 

Mr.  O'Connell :  I  can. 

Mr.  Poulter :  What — authenticated  ? 

Mr.  O'Connell:  lean. 

Mr,  Poulter :  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  meant  to  say,  that  in 
the  lapse  of  ages  such  a  case  could  be  ad- 
duced he  (Mr.  Poulter)  would  admit  that 
it  was  simply  possible ;  but  what  did  it 
arise  from?  Not  from  the  want  of  a 
speech  being  made  by  Counsel,  but  from 
the  infirmity  of  human  knowledge.  He 
begged,  however,  of  all  cases,  to  exclude 
from  their  consideration  whatever  might 
have  occurred  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Shaw  desired  to  deprive  the  pri- 
soner of  no  advantage,  and  thought  that 
no  consideration  of  time  or  convenience 
should  weigh  for  a  moment  against  the  in- 
terests of  justice ;  but  his  opinion  was, 
that  neither  the  advantage  of  the  prisoner, 
Dor  the  better  Administration  of  justice, 
would  be  promoted  by  the  Bill.  The 
question  was,  not  whether  you  would  al- 
low Counsel  to  the  prisoner,  for  that  the 
law  did  already — but  whether  Counsel 
should  make  speeches  to  the  jury.  They 
had,  under  the  present  system,  ample 
means  of  addressing  the  Court  on  points 
of  law,  and  suggesting  all  the  important 
facts  or  views  of  a  case  upon  which  they 
might  rely  on  cross-examination  to  the 
Jury.  He  had  no  objection  to  equal- 
ize the  law  in  this  respect,  in  the  case  of 
prosecution  and  defence— but  if  the  Bill 
passed  in  its  present  form,  it  would  im- 
pose a  kind  of  necessity  on  an  inferior 
class  of  the  profession  to  address  the  Jury 
in  every  minor  case  of  felony,  and  he  did 
not  consider  that  would  be  advantageous 
to  the  prisoner—- but  on  the  contrary,  the 
Judge,  in  preventing  the  Jury  from  being 


misled,  would  probably  have  to  make  6i>» 
servations  which  might  operate  to  the  pri* 
soner^s  disadvantage. 

Mr.  Cftarles  Butler  thought  it  very  ex- 
traordinary that  any  Gentleman  should 
challenge,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Shaftes- 
bury had  done,  the  existence  of  any  recent 
convictions  in  which  the  innocent  party 
had  su£Pered.  He  (Mr.  BuUer)  would 
not  go  back  to  ancient  cases :  he  appealed 
to  the  common  experience  of  every  one. 
He  only  asked  the  House  to  recollect  the 
statements  made  at  the  discussion  of  the 
question  last  Session : — namely,  that  one 
Sheriff  (Mr.  Wilde)  had  during  his 
Shrievalty  saved  no  less  than  five  persons 
who  had  been  unjustly  convicted.  In 
that  great  city  the  public  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  kind  of  trial  which  went  on  at  the 
Old  Bailey,  in  every  case  long  negotia- 
tions went  on  to  prove  the  guilt  of  the 
Prisoner.  He  went  only  as  far  as  the  pre- 
sent year.  A  few  days  ago,  they  had  seen 
theconvict  Williams  condemned  for  a  capi- 
tal offence ;  but  respited  because  of  doubts 
which  existed  after  trial  as  to  his  guilC 
His  hon.  Friend  had  thrown  away  soma 
arguments  which  he  considered  stale,  and 
unworthy  of  being  used.  He  thought  the 
arguments  stale  and  unworthy.  He  had 
advanced    the   old    argument   that    the 

frisoner  would  ^<  lose  by  having  Counsel  T 
t  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  BuUer)  that  some 
Gentlemen  greatly  overrated  the  facility 
of  trials.  It  was  thought  sometimes^  that 
criminal  cases  might  be  disposed  of  by  any 
Judge.  But  there  was  the  most  difii- 
cult  case  of  intention,  and  he  (Mr.  Buller) 
believed  that  in  spite  of  the  facility  with 
which  some  Gentlemen  thought  Criminal 
cases  were  decided,  there  was  quite  as 
much  difficulty  in  them  as  in  civil  cases. 
Gentlemen  had  entirely  disagreed  in  their 
experience  of  the  old  law.  His  ex- 
perience differed  from  both  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken.  He  could 
state  that  Counsel  for  the  prosecu- 
tion made  speeches  only  in  the  most 
complicated  cases.  But  it  was  in  those 
very  cases  that  the  speech  told  mosi 
against  the  prisoner,  for  while  every  little 
fact  was  put  together  and  given  to  the 
Jury  in  a  certain  light  by  the  prosecutor's 
Counsel  he  had  no  right  to  rebut  those 
interferences  and  conclusions  by  a  similar 
statement  on  the  part  of  his  advocate* 
He  was  convinced  that  the  real  objectioa 
entertained  by  Judges  and  Chairmea 
of  Quarter  Sessions  against  the  removal 
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of  tbil  legal  anomaly  was  their  anticipation 
of  a  great  waste  of  time  by  the  speeches 
of  the  Connse).  It  was,  however,  his 
opinion  that  by  permitting  those  speeches 
much  less  time  would  be  consumed,  and 
such  was  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr. 
Pollock).  Counsel  now  endearoured  to 
address  the  Jury  by  the  medium  of  cross- 
examination.  He  recollected  one  case  in 
which  a  Counsel  was  for  a  quarter  of  an 
hour  engaged  in  cross-examining  a  witness 
as  to  the  point  whether  or  not  he  had  seen 
a  dog  run  out  of  a  house  before  the  pri- 
soner was  said  to  have  stolen  a  watch 
from  the  parlour.  A  friend  said  to  him 
(Mr.  BuUer)  in  surprise,  "  Surely  he  is 
not  going  to  charge  the  dog  with  the 
robbery."  His  (Mr.  Butler's)  impression 
was  that  the  attempted  defence  was  that 
the  man  had  gone  into  the  house  to  drive 
out  the  dog,  and  that  by  some  accident 
the  watch  fell  into  his  pocket.  If  the 
prisoner's  Counsel  had  had  to  make  a 
speech  he  would  not  possibly  have  set  up 
so  absurd  a  defence,  and  consequently 
have  wasted  so  much  time  by  cross-exami- 
nation. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  appealed  to  the  extensive 
practice  he  had  for  years  had  in  criminal 
cases  at  the  bar  in  Ireland,  in  corrobora- 
tion of  the  sentiments  which  it  was  well 
known  he  entertained  on  this  subject. 
How  often  had  it  been  his  lot  to  waste  the 
time  of  a  Court  by  attempting^  to  make, 
by  a  long  cross-examination  of  witnesses, 
indirectly  a  speech  for  the  prisoner,  so  as 
to  explain  by  this  circumlocution  that  state 
of  facts  which  would  have  been  instantly 
explained  had  he  possessed  th&  power  of 
uttering  only  four  or  five  consecutive  sen- 
tences as  a  defence  for  his  client.  He 
had  witnessed  numerous  cases  when  for 
want  of  this  equitable  chance  being  af- 
forded to  a  prisoner,  as  well  as  to  his 
accuser,  the  unhappy  man,  though  inno- 
cent, was  found  guilty.  The  prosecutor's 
Counsel's  character  was  at  stake,  and  he 
drew  upon  his  own  ingenuity.  Why 
should  not  the  permission  to  manage  his 
case  be  granted  also  to  the  prisoner  ?  By 
our  law,  a  man  arraigned  for  a  misde- 
meanor, or  a  6s.  fine,  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  speech  from  Counsel,  whilst 
if  a  felony,  when  his  life  was  to  be  the 
forfeit,  the  right  was  refused  to  the  pri- 
soner. The  learned  Recorder  opposite 
had  declared  it  was  not  for  the  interest  of 
prisoners  that  their  Counsel  should  be 


allowed  to  addressthe  Jury,  for  they  might 
by  chance  employ  unskilful  barristers ; 
but  might  not  the  prosecutor  employ  in- 
competent men,  and  was  it  likely  that  the 
prisoner  and  his  friends  would  fail  in  their 
exertions  to  seek  out  the  most  talented  and 
experienced  advocates?  At  one  time 
the  admission  of  evidence  for  prisoners 
was  objected  against  on  the  ground  that 
a  Jury  never  convicted  but  on  demonstra- 
tion of  guilt,  and  that  the  balancing  of 
evidence  by  the  Judge  would  frequently 
be  detrimental  to  the  prisoner's  case.  That 
objection  was  to  be  put  on  one  side,  and 
was  now  as  justly  ridiculed  as  he  hoped 
would  speedily  he  the  objections  to  giving 
prisoners  Counsel  the  proposed  liberty. 

Sit  Eardley  WUmot  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  Prisoner's  Counsel  addressing 
the  Jury  in  capital  cases,  but  in  petty 
larceny  trials  be  thought  it  would  be  most 
inexpedient. 

Mr.  Ooulbum  considered  the  grand 
objection  to  the  proposition  to  be  this.  It 
would  not  be  denied  that  in  criminal  cases 
the  attainment  of  truth  was  the  chief  ob- 
ject, but  if  Counsel  were  allowed  to  argue 
every  point,  and  to  make  their  own  state* 
ments  of  the  case,  the  display  of  legal 
ingenuity  rather  than  the  development  of 
truth  would  be  the  consequence.  This 
was  known  to  be  the  fact  in  cases  of 
misdemeanor,  in  which  Prisoner's  Counsel 
frequently  kept  back  their  evidence,  and 
trusted  the  acquittal  of  their  client  to  the 
power  of  their  eloquence.  As  to  the  right 
at  present  possessed  by  the  Prosecutor's 
Counsel,  he  had  seldom  heard  it  contro- 
verted that  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
profession  never  to  exceed  a  simple  unvar- 
nished statement  of  the  facta  they  intended 
to  prove. 

Dr.  Lushmgtan  said,  that  the  hardship 
inflicted  on  prisoners  by  denying  their 
Counsel  a  right  of  addressing  the  Jury  had 
attracted  considerable  attention  so  long 
back  as  1805.  He  remembered  that  on 
one  occasion  thirty-one  prisoners  were 
convicted  upon  certain  evidence,  and  sen. 
tenced  to  execution.  A  few  days  after 
other  prisoners  were,  upon  the  very  same 
evidence,  found  not  guilty — the  con- 
sequence of  which  was,  of  course,  a 
pardon  to  the  thirty-one.  At  the  Ad- 
miralty Sessions  he  laboured  for  three 
hours  to  make  the  Jury  acquainted,  through 
his  mode  of  cross-examination,  with  cer- 
tain indispensable  points,  which  they  were 

wholly  unable  to  comprehend.    His  efforts 
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were  vain,  and  the   prisoners  were  ac- 
quitted only  on  a  point  of  law. 

Mr.  Sinclair  thought  that  prisoners  and 
prosecutors  should  at  least  be  put  on  an 
equal  footing. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Talfourd  was  quite  willing 
to  allow,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
there  was  nothing  but  the  justice  of  the 
case  to  be  aYgued  in  favor  of  the  Bill. 
He  believed  it  would  be  found  that  the 

'  most  eminent  Counsel  were  in  the  habit 
of  strongly  exciting  prejudice  and  ill- 
feeling  towards  prisoners.  He  would 
allude  to  the  case  of  a  Mr.  Thatcher,  tried 
at  Warwick,  where  the  prisoner  had  not 
only  to  contend  with  all  the  prejudice 
which  the  prosecutor  had  raised  against 
him,  but  the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution 
at  the  close  of  a  most  ingenious  speech, 
declared  that  "  the  murderer  was  un- 
masked." Another  case  which  he  recol- 
lected was  that  of  a  person  who  was  in- 
dicted for  a  rape  upon  a  young  lady,  the 
daughter  of  a  master  of  the  ceremonies  at 
one  of  our  watering-places.  Not  only 
did  Mr.  Erskine,  who  was  Counsel  for  the 
prosecution  on  that  occasion  invest  the 
supposed  victim  with  all  the  charms 
which    his    fascinating  eloquence  could 

'  throw  around  her ;  but  he  concluded  by 
pointing  to  the  prisoner  at  the  bar,  and 
asking  the  Jury  "  whether  they  could 
suppose  it  possible  that  the  plaintiff  could 
have  gone,  voluntarily,  into  the  arms  of 
the  squalid  wretch  before  them  T*  These 
were  the  terms  in  which  the  Counsel 
addressed  the  Court  against  prisoners,  who 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  saying  a  word 
in  their  defence.  Such  addresses  as  these 
would  scarcely  be  endured  at  the  Bar  now; 
but  he  deprecated  still  more  the  want  of 
warmth  which  at  present  prevailed  ;    the 

•Counsel  for  the  prosecution  laying  the 
facts  before  the  Court  in  such  a  mode,  as 
to  present  a  hideous  picture  of  the  prisoner's 
crime  to  the  minds  of  the  Jury,  and  then 
taking  credit  to  himself  for  a  mercy  the 
most  insidious  and  dangerous  that  could 

.  be  conceived.  In  a  case  of  circumstantial 
evidence,  the  prisoner  was  not  only  without 
adequate  defence,  but  without  any  defence 
at  all.  The  means  of  cross-examination 
seemed,  to  those  not  behind  the  scenes, 
more  effective  and  powerful  than  the 
person  who  understood  the  machinery  of 
these  matters  knew  it  to  be.  It  might 
sometimes,  produce  such  an  effect  as  to 
confound  a  foolish  witness^  and  deceive 
the  best.     It  was,  however,  much  more 


difiScult,  also,  than  some  Gentlemen 
imagined  to  elicit  the  truth  by  cross-exami- 
nation, and  how  was  the  prisoner  to  be 
defended,  when  the  evidence  of  the 
witnesses  against  him,  could  not  be  taken 
by  that  method,  and  his  Counsel  could 
make  no  statement  to  the  Jury  in  cases 
where  the  infirmity  of  human  nature  was 
most  to  be  deplored,  and  false  judgement 
most  to  be  apprehended  ?  Without  a 
statement  to  the  Jury,  how  was  it  to  be 
expected  that  during  cross-examination 
the  Jury  or  the  Judge  would  be  able  to 
understand  at  what  point  the  Counsel  was 
aiming,  or  what  was  the  real  nature  of  his 
defence?  With  respect  to  some  of  the 
cases  which  had  been  alluded  to,  he  could 
only  say,  that  it  had  been  his  lot  to  defend 
a  prisoner,  whom  he  had  seen  convicted 
under  circumstances  in  which  public  feeling 
had  not  been  satisfied,  nor  justice  satis- 
factorily administered,  and  with  a  deep 
sense  of  the  infirmity  of  human  tribunals 
— all  which  must  have  been  remedied  by 
the  plain  justice  of  allowing  the  prisoner 
the  advantage  of  a  Counsel. 

An  Hon,  Member  would  undertake  to 
say  that  if  the  proposition  were  agreed  to» 
the  business  at  the  West  Riding  of  York* 
shire  Sessions  would  never  be  got 
through. 

Mr.  Jackson  was  satisfied  that,  in  cases 
of  circumstantial  evidence,  the  Prisoner's 
Counsel  ought  to  be  allowed  to  address 
the  Jury. 

Mr.  A.  Sandford  moved,  that  at  the  end 
of  the  first  clause  the  following  provision 
be  added,  **  Provided,  nevertheless,  that 
in  cases  of  felony,  unless  the  Counsel 
against  the  prisoner  shall  have  made  a 
speech  in  the  prosecution,  the  Counsel  for 
the  prisoner  snail  not  address  the  Jury  in 
defence  of  such  prisoner.^' 

The  Aitomey'General  opposed  the 
Amendment :  it  was  very  plausible  but  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  placing  the 
rights  of  the  prisoner  in  the  custody 
of  the  prosecutor.  In  many  cases  it 
might  happen,  whether  intentionally  or 
not,  that  the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution 
would  also  abstain  from  making  a  state- 
ment  to  the  Jury,  and  thus  deprive  the 
prisoner  of  his  right  just  when  he  most 
needed  it,  for  instance  when  the  Counsel 
for  the  prosecution  could  make  out  a 
strong  srttna  facie  case  against  the  pvi- 
soner,  he  would  not  trouble  himself  wilb 
a  speech  but  go  at  once  to  the  evidence, 
and  that  was  just  the  case  in  which  Che 
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Erisoner  was  most  in  danger.  It  seemed  to 
im,  thereforei  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  accede  to  the  Amendment  without 
totally  destroying  the  very  principle  of  the 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment ;   Ayes  26 :     Noes  30 ;    Majority  4 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  next  Clause  being  read,  to  the 
effect  that  *'in  cases  before  Magistrates  pri. 
soners  should  not  be  allowed  Counsel  unless 
by  the  Magistrates'permission/'amendment 
was  moved  by  Mr.  BuUer,  in  these  words : 
— "  Except  in  cases  where  Magistrates 
have  summary  jurisdiction.''  The  Com- 
mittee divided  when  there  appeared-^ 

On  the  Amendment  Ayes  22 ;  Noes 
22. 

The  Chairman  gave  a  casting  vote  in 
favor  of  the  amendment,  which  was  agreed 


to. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Bish,  T. 
Blackbume,  J. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Chalmers,  Patrick 
Crawford,  S. 
EbringtoD,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  U. 
Hume,  Joseph 
Musgrave,  Sir  R; 
O'Brien,  C. 
Parker,  John 


Pease,  J. 
Pryme,  G. 
Rundle,  J. 
Ruthven,  E.  S. 
Strickland, Sir  G. 
SuUivao,  R. 
Waklcy,  T. 
Walker,  C. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 

TELLEB. 

Ewart,  W. 


HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  18,  1835. 

MnfUTM.]  Bill.  Reada^eoondtime:— On  the  Motion  of 
Lord  LYif  OHUMT,  Manriages  Legaliiing. 

Pttitiaiil  pmeutod.  By  the  Duke  of  Bbauvobt  and  the 
MaKqiMn  of  LairsoowM,  ttom  aevenl  Plaees,  i^nit 
the  uae  of  Spiriti,  and  against  allowing  Beer  to  be  dnink 
on  the  Piemiaes  of  Beer-diopi^— By  the  Barl  of  Roai- 
BuiT.  ftoo  Ketdei^  ^gaimt  any  Gnat  for  BuikUag 
CbttxcbeiinSootlaiid. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday^  June  18,  1835. 

Morons]  PetManapraMntad.  By  Mr.  Abkrman  Wood, 
ftom  St.  OuDrtaa's  in  the  Wert,  ftir  the  Extinctioo  of 
Churdt-Rates. — By  Mr.  Frbnch,  firom  Sligo^  for  an 
Inquiry  faito  the  Stat*  of  the  Iriih  Ficheries.— By  Mr. 
E.  Boixan,  flom  Uttoseler,  for  an  Inquiry  concwnh^ 
the  Tithe  in  that  Parnh^— By  Sir  H.  Paricbll,  fhxn 
Dundee  and  other  Plaeei,  againat  any  Grant  for  Building 
CSiaKhat  in  Seotland.— By  Cqttdn  ALuion,  from  East 
Suney,  for  Fralcetloa  to  the  Protvtaat  Church  of  Ire> 
land.^->By  Sir  H.  Paeiuul,  from  Dundee  and  other 
Plaoes,  againat  the  Duty  on  Poit-Honei.— By  Coknel  G. 
hAMgnm,  tnm  Shapton  MaOeC,  apdnst  the  Duty  on 
Bgteit  I  itci— I    Dy  Mr>  Sttarrr,  from  Ludkm,  ia  foyour 


of  the  Munidpal  CorporationB  Bin;  ftmn  Derhy,  fnr 
Vote  by  BaOot.— Sy  Mr.  HamiT  Mamland,  and  another 
How.  MaiUMn,  from  Durham,  Tavistock,  and  Plymouth, 
against  Drunkenness.— By  Sir  R.  MusonAvn,  from 
Lismore  and  Tallow,  for  Equaliring  Taxation.— By  Sir  H 
Parhbll,  G>laDd  O.  Lanoton,  and  Means.  Stsott^ 
H.  MAaaLAXD,  Ki  TTirrc,  Hum,  Robbvck,  and 
VKRWoit  Smfth,  tmm  a  Number  of  Plaoes,->to  the 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newipayei  Stamps. 

Church  (Ireland).]  Captain  iiZ- 
sager  presented  a  Petition  from  the 
Eastern  Division  of  Surrey,  signed  by 
2,000  Individuals,  against  the  alienation 
of  the  Revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland 
to  other  than  Ecclesiastical  purposes. 
As  this  petition  was  of  so  important  a 
nature,  as  it  was  so  perfectly  in  accord- 
ance with  his  own  feelings,  and  as  it  was 
signed  by  a  number  of  individuals  for 
whom  he  had  the  highest  respect,  he 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  its  prayer.  It  prayed,  in  the  first 
instance,  that  the  House  would  pause 
before  it  appropriated  any  portion  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  to  other  than  the 
purposes  to  which  they  were  applied.  It 
next  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  propriety  of  making  a  grant  for  the 
endowment  of  Churches  in  Scotland. 
For  his  part,  he  must  say,  that  he  was 
only  surprised  at  the  smallness  of  the 
grant  asked  for  in  that  case,  and  he  was 
astonished  to  find  it  opposed  in  any 
quarter  in  that  Hoase.  The  petitioners 
expressed  their  apprehensions  as  to  the 
projects  which  had  been  avowed  and 
brought  forward  in  that  House  with 
respect  to  Church  Establishments.  They, 
in  conclusion,  prayed  the  House  to  pause, 
and  well  consider,  before  it  decided  on  a 
Question  that  agitated  the  minds  of  all 
persons  throughout  the  empire. 

Major  Beauclerk  begged,  as  one  of  the 
Representatives  for  the  division  of  Surrey 
from  which  this  petition  came,  to  say  that 
it  certainly  was  signed  by  a  very  respect- 
able body  of  persons.  He  was  sure,  how- 
ever, that  his  hon.  Colleague  would  not 
put  it  upon  the  House  as  a  petition  repre* 
sen  ting  the  feeling  of  the  county  of  Surrey. 
It  was  signed  by  2,000  individuals,  but  not 
2,000  voters  or  electors.  Seeing  that  the 
county  of  Surrey  was  one  of  the  largest  and 
most  populous  in  the  kingdom,  and  knowing 
that  this  petition  had  been  carried  about 
the  county  from  one  end  to  the  other  of 
it,  he  was  only  surprised  that  so  few  names 
were  attached  to  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  he  was  sure,  would  bear  him 
out  in  the  statement,  that  the  petition  had 
been  so  carried  about.    In  fact^  during 
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tbe  last  six  weeks  he  had  received  letters 
from  different  parts  of  the  county,  an- 
nouncing, that  this  petition  was  lying 
there  for  signatures.  He  had  supposed, 
therefore,  after  such  exertions,  tnat  it 
would  have  had  8,000  or  10,000  names  to 
it.  If  the  challenge  should  be  given  to 
him,  he  would  engage  to  get  up  a  petition 
signed  by  10,000  or  even  20,000  persons, 
from  Surrey,  of  the  very  opposite  descrip- 
tion. It  was  his  conviction,  that  the 
measure  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  would  do  more 
than  anything  that  ever  was  done  to  pro- 
mote the  establishment  of  true  religion  in 
this  country.  He  looked  upon  the  pe- 
titioners as  wrong-headed  and  mistaken 
altogether.  He  did  not  doubt  their  sin- 
cerity— far  from  it,  but  if  the  course  re- 
commended by  them  should  be  adopted, 
he  was  sure  that  instead  of  carrying  that 
good  feeling,  which  religion  should,  into 
every  part  of  the  country,  it  would  have 
directly  the  opposite  effect. 

Mr.  Frethfield  was  one  of  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken,  and  he  begged 
to  assure  him,  that  ne  was  quite  mistaken 
in  his  estimate  of  the  state  of  feeling  in 
the  county  of  Surrey  on  this  subject.  If 
that  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  only 
persevere  in  adopting  and  acting  upon  the 
sentiments  he  had  just  avowed,  and  if  he 
would  wait  patiently  till  a  dissolution  of 
Parliament  should  take  place,  he  would 
be  furnished  with  a  most  convincing  proof, 
that  he  did  not  represent  the  feelings  of 
the  county  of  Surrey. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Canada.]  Mr.  Roebuck^  on  presenting 
a  Petition  from  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  contrasted  the  intentions 
of  the  late  and  present  Government  with 
regard  to  Canada.  The  late  Government 
bad  resolved  to  act ;  they  determined  to 
send  out  a  Commissioner  to  redress  griev- 
ances; but  the  present  Government  in- 
tended to  do  nothing  more  than  to  send 
out  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  griev- 
ances which  were  known  very  well  already. 
He  complained  of  the  audiences  given 
by  Lord  Glenelg  to  two  unaccredited 
individuals  from  Canada  (Messrs.  Neilson 
and  Walker).  The  names  of  these  two 
gentlemen  were  continually  published  in 
the  Court  Circular,  coupled  with  an  an- 
nouncement, that  they  had  been  received 
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agent  of  the  Assembly,  the  bearer  of  in- 
structions from  that  body,  was  not  allowed 
to  appear  in  the  noble  Lord's  presence, 
unless  he  had  some  official  communication 
to  make,  and  when  he  was  desirous  of 
informing  Lord  Glenelg,  thaf  the  Com- 
mission would  not  be  received  by  the 
Legislative  Assembly,  unless  certain  pre- 
liminaries were  first  settled,  he  was  met 
by  the  observation,  that  his  representations 
on  the  subject  could  not  be  considered  as 
authorized,  because  the  House  of  Assembly 
was  proro^ed  before  it  was  known  that 
the  Commission  would,  be  issued.  It  was 
on  the  representation  of  these  two  gentle- 
men, that  the  instructions  given  to  the 
Commission  by  the  late  Government  were 
altered,  and  others  of  a  much  less  liberal 
character  substituted.  But  he  could  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that 
Lord  Gosford,  when  he  arrived  in  Canada, 
would  find  that  no  one  connected  with  the 
Legislative  Assembly  would  appear  before 
him.  To  show  the  indisposition  which 
existed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
attend  to  the  wishes  of  the  Canadians,  he 
observed  that  no  steps  had  been  taken  to 
repeal  an  Act  constituting  a  Canadian 
Land  Company,  which,  though  containing 
enactments  of  a  public  nature,  passed 
through  the  House  as  a  private  Bill.  This 
Act  was  considered  by  the  House  of 
Assembly  such  an  infringement  of  their 
rights,  that  they  declared,  they  would  not 
allow  it  to  be  brought  into  operation. 

Sir  George  Gre;^  thought  he  should  best 
consult  the  interests  of  this  country  and 
of  Canada  by  abstaining  from  discussing 
the  different  topics  contained  in  the  pe- 
tition, as  it  was  well  known  that  a  Com- 
mission was  to  proceed  to  Canada  for  the 
purpose  of  making  inquiries  respecting 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  the  in- 
habitants of  that  country ;  and  he  must 
say,  that  in  his  opinion,  the  Qovernnent 
did  right  in  not  excluding  from  the  in- 
vestigation of  that  Commission,  grievances 
which  had  been  alleged  in  other  petitions 
besides  those  which  had  been  presented 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Batb*  However* 
some  observations  had  fallen  (rem  that 
hon.  Member,  to  which  he  was  desirous  of 
offering  a  reply.  In  the  first  place  the 
hon.  Member  complained,  that  Messrs. 
Neilson  and  Walker  bad  been  received  by 
the  noble  Lofd  at  the  bead  of  the  Cokmial 
Department  It  was  undoubtedly  true 
that  those  gentlemen  had  been  received 
by  that  QoUe  Lord  i  for  ••  tbej  iiad  «tm« 


877 


Canada. 


{Juke  18} 


Canada. 


878 


to  this  country  with  petitioDS  from  a  large 
portion  of  the  population  of  Canada,  the 
nohle  Lord  was  anxious  to  give  to  those 
individuab  an  opportunity  of  explaining 
the  nature  of  the  petitions  of  which  they 
were  the  bearers.  They  consequently  had 
had  several  audiences  at  the  Colonial- 
ofiice,  and  so  had  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bathi  who  had  never  met  any  difficulty  in 
communicating  with  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  Upon  the 
subject  of  the  Commission,  the  noble  Lord, 
waving  all  technical  objections,  informed 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  that  he  would 
be  received  as  the  agent  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  but  not  as  the  agent  of  the 
Province;  and  the  hon.  Member  attended 
and  made  a  statement  with  respect  to  the 
Commission.  That  statement  (the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
observed  in  a  written  communication  to 
the  hon.  Member)  could  not  be  considered 
to  be  a  statement  of  the  views  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  because,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  House  of  Assembly  was  pro- 
rogued before  it  was  known  that  a  Com- 
mission would  be  issued.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  that  the  instructions  of  the  late 
Government  to  the  Commission  were  more 
liberal  than  those  of  the  present.  The 
hon.  Member  might  know  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  instructions  given  by  the 
late  Government.  Tlie  hon.  Member 
might  have  been  in  the  confidence  of  that 
Government,  though  he  (Sir  George  Grey) 
surmised  that  such  was  not  the  case.  Be 
that  as  it  might,  the  hon.  Member 
certainly  was  not  in  the  confidence  of  the 
present  Government,  and  not  a  s^fllable  of 
the  instructions  to  the  Commission  had 
been  submitted  to  his  inspection.  The 
hon«  Member  therefore  was  not  in  a  con- 
dition to  say,  whether  those  instructions 
were  or  were  not  less  liberal  than  those 
which  had  emanated  from  the  preceding 
Government,  and  the  House  would  now 
know  what  weight  it  ought  to  attach  to 
the  comparison  which  had  been  drawn  by 
the  hon.  Member.  It  had  also  been  said 
by  the  hon.  Member,  that  the  instructions 
had  been  changed  in  consequence  of  re- 
presentations  from  Messrs.  Neilson  and 
Walker.  Now,  the  fact  was,  that  the  in- 
structions had  been  altered  before  the 
arrival  of  those  gentlemen  in  this  country. 
He  did  not  wish  to  prolong  the  present 
discussion  ;  and  he  regretted  to  say,  that 
the  Unguage  employed  by  the  hon.  Mem* 

ber  for  Batbi  wm  not  calculated  to  closei 


but  rather  to  widen  the  breach  existing 
between  Canada  and  the  mother  country. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  had  alluded  to  a  Bill  by  which 
the  British  American  Land  Company  was 
established,  he  wished  to  observe,  that 
that  Bill  was  introduced  when  Lord  Gode- 
rich  was  Colonial  Secretary,  and  had  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley).  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  said,  that  the  rights  of  the  Canadian 
people  were  infringed  by  that  Bill.  If 
that  were  the  case,  it  was  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's bounden  duty  to  have  opposed  it  at 
the  time  of  its  progress  through  that  House ; 
but  if  he  were  ignorant  that  such  a  Bill 
had  been  introduced,  how  could  he  account 
for  his  utter  ignorance  of  the  Parliament- 
ary  business  of  that  House,  with  which 
he  ought  to  have  made  himself  acquainted ; 
but  it  was  his  belief,  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  aware  of  the  progress  of  that  Bill ; 
and  having  receivea  communications  from 
Canada,  stating  that  he  ought  to  have 
opposed  it,  he  now  came  down  to  the 
House  and  stated,  that  the  Bill  passed  in 
a  secret  manner.  He  would  take  the 
liberty  of  telling  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  that  his  conduct  as  agent  to  the 
Legislative  Assembly  would  be  inconsistent 
with  his  duty  as  a  Member  of  that  House, 
if,  instead  of  endeavouring  to  settle  the 
unhappy  differences  which  existed  betweea 
the  mother  country  and  the  colony,  he 
made  use  of  language  only  calculated  to 
throw  additional  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
adjustment. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bath,  was  no  more  to 
blame  than  he  was  himself,  that  the  Bill 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  passed  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  was  not  the  agent  of  the  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada  during  the  passing  of 
that  Bill.  The  Legislative  Assembly  of 
that  province  claimed  to  have  the  manage- 
ment of  all  the  revenues  raised  in  it  which 
was  conceded  to  them  by  the  Constitution 
of  1792.  But  these  revenues  were  with- 
drawn from  their  control,  and  were  dis* 
tributed  at  the  sole  pleasure  of  the  Colonial- 
office,  without  any  control  over  such  ex- 
penditure by  the  House  of  Commons^ 
or  of  the  colony  in  which  they  were  raised, 
aqd  for  whose  advantage  they  ought  to  be 
laid  out.  These  revenues  had  been  jobbed, 
and  were  now  jobbing,  for  jobbing  he 
would  call  it,  since  the  House  bad  no 
control  over  the  distribution  of  the  moneyi 
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and  this  was  the  grievance  of  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  complained  on  behalf  of  the 
Canadians.  He  entirely  agreed  in  the  senti- 
ment expressed,  that  the  Government  was 
bound  to  hear  both  parties ;  but  it  was  not 
dealing  out  even  justice  to  adroit  to  an 
audience  an  agent  who  represented  75,000 
persons,  while  the  representative  of  450,000 
was  refused  one.  Mr.  Visier  could  obtain 
no  audience  either  from  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  or  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Spring  Rice)  during  his 
administration  of  the  Colonial  Department. 
For  his  own  part,  he  did  expect,  and  he 
prepared  the  people  of  Canada  to  expect, 
that  justice  would  be  done  them  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  did  think 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  their  com- 
plaints would  meet  with  the  attention  they 
deserved.  But  he  would  repeat  for  the 
twentieth  time,  that  the  differences  which 
divided  this  country  and  the  colony,  would 
never  be  appeased  till  we  gave  to  the 
people  of  Canada  the  entire  managment  of 
their  own  funds,  raised  from  the  taxes 
which  they  paid  themselves.  Was  it  to 
be  expected  that  a  separate  Legislature 
should  be  denied  that  control  over  their 
expenditure  which  we  were  about  to  give 
to  every  petty  Corporation  in  the  country? 
If  the  Government  acted  towards  the 
colony  in  the  same  spirit  which  they 
had  exhibited  towards  the  Corporations, 
nothing  would  be  heard  from  the  shores 
of  Canada  but  thanks  and  congratulations 
instead  of  bitter  complaints  and  defiance. 
But  when  31,000/.  of  their  money  was 
taken  out  of  their  chest,  contrary  to  their 
own  wishes  and  desires,  and  applied  to 
purposes  which  they  did  not  sanction,  it 
was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  their 
complaints  should  be  both  loud  and 
constant. 

Mr.  Lahouchere  was  so  sensible  of  the 
great  mischief  which  resulted  from  allowing 
charges  and  assertions,  such  as  had  been 
made,  to  go  forth  to  the  colony,  particu- 
larly in  a  state  of  great  excitement,  without 
contradiction,  that  he  would,  with  the 
leave  of  the  House,  make  a  few  observa- 
tions in  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member.  The  31,000/.  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  re- 
ferred was  taken  out  of  the  military  chest, 
which  belonged  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  although  it  was  a  proper 
subject  for  the  consideration  of  the  House 
how  far  the  (government  was  justified  in 
dealing  with  that  sum  as  it  bad  done,  it 


was  not  fair  that  it  should  go  forth  to  the 
people  of  Canada  that  the  money  which 
the  Government  of  this  country  thought  it 
their  duty,  under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  to  advance  for  the  Officers  of 
the  colony,  to  prevent  its  affairs  becoming 
embarrassed,  belonged  not  to  this  country, 
but  to  them.  He  had  no  doubt  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  advised  that  that  advance 
should  be  made,  would  be  quite  ready  to 
defend  the  policy  of  the  Government 
whenever  the  question  came  regularly  be- 
fore the  House  for  discussion.  With  re- 
gard to  the  charge  made  that  the  agent  of 
one  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  Canada 
was  admitted  to  an  audience,  which  was 
refused  to  the  representative  of  another 
portion,  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that,  to  his  own  knowledge,  Mr.  Visier 
had  most  frequent  and  constant  oppor- 
tunities of  having  access  to  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies.  Mr.  Visier  told  him 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  the  last  month  he  was 
in  England— or  at  any  rate  the  last  month 
in  the  last  Session^ — that  he  had  most 
frequent  and  constant  opportunities  of 
access  to  the  Colonial  Office.  He  could 
not  help  addressing  a  few  words  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  gave  him  credit* 
for  a  desire  to  reconcile  the  differences 
between  the  colonies  and  the  mother 
country,  but  he  would  say  this  —  that 
according  to  the  humble  measure  of  his 
abilities,  he  had  never  neglected  to  use 
his  best  endeavours  to  procure  a  satis- 
factory adjustment.  He  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  dispassionately 
and  seriously,  whether  the  course  he  had 
adopted  to-night,  and  on  another  occa- 
sion not  long  ago,  was  the  best  he  could 
follow  ?  It  was  throwing  the  most  serious 
impediment  in  the  way  of  any  Government 
to  make  such  statements  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made.  He  could  assure  the  House, 
that  great  obstacles  to  the  adjustment  of 
the  matters  in  difference  had  been  thrown 
in  the  way  of  Government.  As  an  in- 
stance, he  would  mention  this  fact ;  the 
Committee  which  sat  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment on  the  affairs  of  Canada  received 
evidence  of  a  very  remarkable  kind,  which 
they  deemed  it  highly  dangerous  and  in- 
expedient to  publish.  To  his  great  sur- 
prise he  had  received  a  file  of  papers  from 
Canada  containing  all  this  evidence,  and 
he  referred  particularly  to  that  given  be- 
fore the  (Committee  by  Mr.  M'KinnoO| 
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Lord  Aylmer's  confidential  agents  and 
by  Captain  Stewarti  his  military  Secre- 
tary. He  was  most  unwilling  to  impute 
such  a  breach  of  faith  and  of  honour  to 
any  hon.  Member  of  the  Committee,  but 
he  could  not  help  saying  that  this  evi- 
dence had  found  its  way  into  the  papers 
of  Canada,  owing  to  the  unguardedness 
of  some  Member  of  that  Committee.  He 
advised  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  to  take 
care  that  in  uniting  himself  with  some 
parties,  his  endeavours,  instead  of  recon- 
ciling, did  not  tend  to  keep  up  the  un- 
fortunate differences  between  this  country 
and  Canada. 

Mr.  Roebuck  observed,  that  he  gave 
hon.  Members  opposite  the  credit  of 
having  good  intentions,  and  he  hoped  he 
should  have  the  same  credit  given  to  him. 
He  was  not  an  anarchist ;  he  had  no  desire 
to  separate  the  colony  from  this  country, 
but  because  he  was  desirous  of  stating 
what  he  knew  to  be  the  truth,  and  to 
instruct  the  House  in  a  matter  of  which 
they  were  ignorant,  and  the  truth  happened 
to  be  unpleasant,  the  House  visited  him 
with  their  displeasure,  instead  of  reserving 
it  for  those  who  had  given  occasion  to  the 
complaints  which  he  had  preferred.  The 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  G.  Grey)  had  intimated 
his  doubts  whether  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had 
enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment.. He  certainly  had  not,  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Baronet  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  cultivate  the  confidence  of  the 
present  Administration.  He  had,  however, 
never  complained  of  Lord  Glenelg ;  he 
had  received  from  him  all  the  courtesy  he 
could  shew,  nor  did  he  complain  of  dis- 
courtesy at  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  formerly  filled  the  same  office :  but 
that  he  had  not  attended  to  the  wishes  of 
the  colony.  As  to  the  publication  of  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee  on 
the  affairs  of  Canada,  he  had  stated  over 
and  over  again,  that  so  far  from  having 
communicated  any  of  the  evidence  to  the 
parties  who  published  it,  he  had  told  the 
parties  who  had  obtained  possession  of  it, 
that  the  publication  of  it  would  be  con- 
trary to  good  policy  and  propriety.  He 
bad  certainly  quoted  some  parts  of  the 
evidence,  but  those  were  generally  known. 

Mr.  Labouchere  entirely  acquitted  the 
hon.  Member  of  any  intentional  design  to 
publish  the  evidence. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Baronet  if  the  Commission  was 
complete. 


Sir  Oeorge  Grey  said  it  was,  and  that 
it  would  appear  in  the  first  Gazette, 

Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  if  there  was  any 
intention  on  the  part  of  Government  to  lay 
before  the  Parliament,  during  the  present 
Kossion,  information  of  the  course  intended 
to  be  pursued  with  respect  to  Canada. 
There  might  be  objections  to  communi- 
cating the  instructions  that  were  given  by 
Lord  Aberdeen  to  Lord  Amherst ;  but  he 
wished  to  know  if  it  was  meant  to  com- 
municate to  Parliament  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session  what  were  the  points 
upon  which  it  was  expected  a  settlement 
could  be  accomplished  by  Lord  Gosford, 
in  his  capacity  of  Governor  of  Canada, 
distinguishing  those  points  from  the 
points  on  which  it  would  be  likely 
further  inquiry  might  necessarily  have  to 
be  made  ? 

Sir  George  Grey  said  it  was  impossible 
to  answer  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  without  in  the  first  place  knowing 
when  it  was  likely  the  Canadian  Assembly  * 
would  meet;  and,  secondly,  without 
knowing  how  long  the  present  Session  of 
the  British  Parliament  would  continue. 
He  thought  the  information  asked  for 
ought  not  to  be  made  public  till  Lord 
Gosford  had  had  an  opportunity  of  com- 
municating officially  with  the  Canadian 
Assembly,  it  was  possible  that  after  Lord 
Gosford  had  had  that  opportunity  the 
communication  might  be  laid  before  the 
House  of  Commons  during  this  Session. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  should  depre- 
cate that  event  most  sincerely.  He  quite 
agreed  that  the  first  communication  of  the 
intention  of  the  Government  ought  to  be 
made  by  Lord  Gosfurd  to  the  Canadiau 
Assembly  ;  but,  after  I  hat  had  been  done, 
he  could  not  see  the  necessity  of  delaying 
the  information  to  the  House  of  Commons 
till  after  a  correspondence  had  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Canadian  Assembly. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  ask  who  were  the 
other  Commissioners? 

Sir  G.  Grey  safd  Sir  C.  Grey,  who  had 
been  for  many  years  Chief  Justice  of  Cal- 
cutta, and  Captain  Gipps,  late  private 
secretary  to  Lord  Auckland. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Church  or  Scotland.]  Mr.  Andrew 
Johnston^  in  rising  to  move  an  Address  to 
the  Crown  relative  to  Church  patronage  in 
Scotland,  regretted  that  it  had  fallen  to 
his  duty  to  introduce  the  subject  he  had 
then  to  bring  before  the  House.    It  was 
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a  question  of  great  importance  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  had  excited  great 
attention  there  for  many  years  past.  It 
wonld  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  last  Session  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed which  laid  a  Report  upon  the 
Table  containing  information  exceedingly 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  English  and 
Irish  Members  to  form  a  correct  notion  of 
what  the  people  of  Scotland  were  then 
claiming  on  behalf  of  the  Constitution  of 
their  Church.  Many  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  Bar  were  examined  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  among  others  one 
well  known  as  an  historian  whose  large 
experience  in  the  history  and  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  Courts  in  Scotland  was  thus 
made  available  to  the  Committee  on  that 
occasion.  The  Report  consisted  of  about 
500  folio  pages.  Owing  to  a  difference  of 
opinion  in  the  Committee,  which  had 
placed  them  in  a  condition  not  to  present 
a  Report  before  the  close  of  last  Session, 
it  was  determined  to  bring  the  whole 
matter  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  :  and  it  now  fell  to  his  lot  to  intro- 
duce a  Motion  following  up  the  intention 
of  that  Committee.  He  was  aware  that 
English  Members  especially  might  conceive 
that  he  held  doctnnes  wnich  might  in- 
fringe upon  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
Church  of  England,  But  if  those  hon. 
Members  would  take  the  trouble  of  looking 
into  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee they  would  find  from  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  Church  that  it  was  quite  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  in  bringing  forward  that  question,  he 
thought  he  stood  upon  sure  ground  when 
he  stood  upon  the  Constitution  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  That  Church  de- 
clared that  there  was  in  every  congrega- 
tion, the  right  to  elect  its  own  Minister. 
That  the  State  did  not  recognize  that  prin- 
ciple he  was  aware.  But  for  a  century 
and  a  half  that  Church  never  ceased  to 
bring  forward  its  Constitution  on  every 
special  occasion  and  to  urge  its  claims  on 
the  Scottish  Parliament:  and  in  1649,  it 
succeeded  in  procuring  the  recognition  of 
the  valuable  principle,  that  the  State 
should  not  interfere  in  things  regarding 
the  Church,  however  much  it  might  inter- 
fere with  regard  to  the  support  of  that 
Church,  It  might  be  objected,  perhaps, 
that  at  the  time  when  that  Act  was 
passed,  it  was  a  period  when  republican 
doctrines  were  about  the  country ;  and  cer- 
tainly it  WM  a  period  over  which  many 


who  beard  him  would  be  glad  to  throw  a 
veil.  However,  the  Act  was  passed  at 
that  time  by  those  who  supported  Charles 
1st,  in  his  attempts  to  gain  the  Throne, 
and  were  most  friendly  to  his  s6u  Charles 
2nd.  After  the  Restoration,  the  efforts 
of  those  Reformers  were  met  by  duplicity 
and  falsehood.  No  sooner  did  those 
Monarchs  find  themselves  in  secure  pos- 
session of  the  Throne  than  they  procured 
the  rescinding  of  that,  and  many  other 
valuable  Acts,  and  restored  Episcopacy 
in  the  Church  of  Scotland  which  from  that 
period  to  the  glorious  Revolution  of  1688, 
remained  in  that  situation.  The  first 
proposition  which  the  Prince  of  Orange 
assented  to,  he  having  previously  recog- 
nized the  principles  of  the  celebrat^ 
**  Claim  of  Rights,"  was  one,  on  which  the 
Scotch  Reformers  insisted,  that  ''the  power 
of  lav-presentation  to  Churches  had  been 
terribly  abused,  and  that  it  was  inconve- 
nient to  continue  it  in  that  kingdom.'*  King 
William  kept  his  promise,  and  in  the 
first  Parliament  which  met  in  Scotland, 
Episcopacy  was  abolished,  and  an  Act 
was  passed  which  though  it  did  not  go  so 
far  as  that  of  1649,  went  in  a  great  deg^e 
to  ameliorate  the  Constitution  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland.  The  preamble  stated,  that  it 
was  inexpedient  to  continue  the  system  of 
lay-patronage ;  but  at  the  same  time,  pro- 
vided that  a  sum,  considerable  then^  of 
1,000  marks,  should  be  paid  to  every  lay- 
man deprived  of  patronage,  declaring  it 
to  be  compulsory  on  the  part  of  the 
Heritors  in  every  parish  in  Scotland.  No 
doubt  that  few  parishes  availed  themselves 
of  the  privilege,  but  the  House  would  ob- 
serve that  the  payment  at  that  time  was 
compulsory  simply  on  the  Heritors,  not  on 
the  people.  Many  of  those  Heritors  were 
patrons  themselves,  and  Episcopalians, 
and  therefore  had  no  particular  interest  in 
abolishing  the  patronage.  That  state  of 
the  law  continued  till  after  the  Union  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  That  the  svstem 
of  1649  worked  well  might  be  learnt 
clearly  by  reference  to  the  History  of  the 
reverend  Dr.  M'Cree.  At  the  Union,  the 
people,  being  zealous  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  &e  Crown,  took  care  to  pass 
an  Act  which  declared  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  to  stand  unaffected  by  that 
measure.  The  Ministry  of  Queen  Anne, 
being  anxious  to  pave  the  way  for  the  Re- 
storation of  the  exiled  family  of  Stuarts,  en- 
deavoured to  procure  means  by  which 
clergymen  might  be  foiced  oa  the  peo^Q 
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of  Scotland  so  far  favourable  to  their  I 
opinkma  in  order  that  the  influence  of 
the  Church  might  be  exercised  over  the 
people  in  furtherance  of  their  views,  and 
the  Act  of  Queen  Anne  which  he  sought 
to  repeal  was  the  fruit  of  their  intrigues. 
It  came  upon  the  people  of  Scotland  by 
surprise,  so  that  it  was  not  till  the  Bill 
was  going  through  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  they  had  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard  by  Counsel  at  the  Bar  of  that 
House  against  the  measure.  Then  they 
were  unsuccessful,  and  the  Bill  passed 
by  a  great  majority,  though  it  should  be 
recorded  to  their  honor  that  five  Bishops 
voted  against  it.  Many  eminent  author- 
ities indeed  had  eiven  it  as  their  opinion 
that  there  vras  in  that  Act  no  infringement 
of  the  Articles  of  Union.  But,  it  must  be 
admitted,  that  the  Assembly  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  at  that  period  were  better  able 
to  know  what  rights  were  guaranteed  to 
them  by  that  measure  than  any  of  those 
gentlemen.  For  twenty  years,  by  reason 
of  the  strong  resistance  of  the  Church, 
no  lay-patron  came  forward  to  assert  his 
claim  in  the  unqualified  degree  in  which 
by  the  Act  he  might  have  done.  But  the 
Church  did  not  long  retain  its  high  and 
independent  spirit,  for  about  the  year 
1732  the  Church  in  a  great  measure  gave 
wa^,  and  a  secession  arose  at  that  period 
which  had  gone  on  since  and  now  existed 
in  that  country,  flourbhing  in  numbers 
and  of  ipreat  respectability.  Subsequent  to 
that  period.  Principal  Robertson,  the  cele* 
brated  historian,  had  obtained  the  manage- 
ment of  the  General  Assembly,  and  he 
defered  to  the  claims  of  the  Crown  to 
regulate  the  Sessions  of  that  Assembly  and 
threw  completely  into  the  shade  the  rights 
of  the  people.  From  that  period,  there- 
fore, the  Church  continued  in  a  state  of 
great  apathy  till  about  ten  years  ago,  when 
an  association  formed  in  Glasgow  became 
greatly  useful  in  directing  the  attention  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  to  the  subject. 
The  founder  of  which  association  was  a 
person  whose  name  need  only  be  men- 
tioned to  ensure  respect.  Dr.  Andrew 
Thompson.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  re-uttering  the  evils  which  had 
arisen  from  the  system  of  lay  patronage 
•in  Scotland ;  they  had  been  great  and 
numerous,  making  the  Church  contempt- 
ible in  the  eyes  of  her  own  congregation, 
and  if  she  had  not  been,  humanly  speaking, 
peserved  by  the  purity  of  her  doctrines, 

w  bali^ved  abe  wotld  bare  ceased  to  exist 


in  the  course  of  the  last  century.  He 
would  only  advert  to  the  melancholy  period 
between  the  beginning  of  last  oentury  and 
the  beginning  of  the  present  century, 
durbg  which  the  Church  was  under  Uie 
dominion  of  what  was  called  the  "  High 
Church  party,"  whereby  every  difficulty 
was  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  exeroise  of 
the  people's  rights,  and  ministers  were 
often  inducted  into  their  livings  -at  ihe 
point  of  the  bayonet*  That  state  con- 
tinued so  long  that  heretical  doctrines 
were  preached  in  many  parishes,  and  had 
not  an  Act  passed  to  restrain  such 
practices,  he  believed  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  were  very  likely  to  have  fallen  into 
complete  abeyance.  Not  the  least  of  the 
evils  of  which  he  complained  were  those 
of  the  secession  itself  in  regard  to  the 
Church.  He  felt  great  gratitude  to  the 
seceders,  inasmuch  as  they  had  provided 
church  accommodation  for  many  of  those 
persons  the  State  had  refused  or  neglected 
to  provide.  That  body  comprehended 
now  between  500  and  600  congregations, 
and  within  the  last  few  years  the  evil  had 
been  fully  developed,  and  the  seceders 
had  come  forward  in  an  attitude  of  hostility 
to  the  Church  and  there  (it  would  be  ad- 
mitted even  by  those  who  differed  from  it) 
was  a  great  evil  to  the  Church  which 
otherwise  would  not  have  existed.  Again 
the  character  of  the  Cler^  was  dete- 
riorated .  Instead  of  the  parishes  receiving 
them  with  gratitude  and  respect  for  the 
religious  instruction  afforded  by  these 
ministers,  in  many  instances,  they  were 
forced  upon  the  people  who  looked  upon 
them  consequently  with  indignation  as 
intruders.  The  evils  of  the  system  were 
also  great  with  regard  to  the  candidates 
for  holy  orders,  who,  instead  of  endea- 
vouring to  make  themselves,  by  study,  fit 
for  their  sacred  office,  were  much  more 
anxious  to  become  familiar  with  the  lay- 
patron  of  the  living,  or  the  Home  Secretary 
of  the  day ;  and  he  need  not  explain  how 
injurious  that  must  be  to  the  Church. 
With  regard  to  the  people,  the  efiect  had 
been  no  less  iiyurious,  they  had  been  led 
to  secede  from  the  Church  and  remain 
hostile  to  it,  or  else  had  sank  into  an  utter 
indifference  as  to  whether  they  belonged 
to  any  Church  at  all,  for  them  the  most 
dangerous  state  into  which  they  could  fall, 
Mr.  Potter  moved  that  the  House  be 
counted. 

The  House  was  counted  out« 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  June  19,  1835. 

HiKOTc&l  FMitkiiis  piCKottd.  By  Loid  Bbouobam,  from 
Perth*  far  Amending  the  Game>LawB;  from  the  Glaaigow, 
Radiesl  AnodatioD»  agahut  the  Bishops  having  seats  In 
tfaeHoweof  Peent  from  WThOMxe,  fin- Abolishing  Im- 
prisomnent  for  Dcbti  from  a  Number  of  Places,  for 
Church  Reform,  and  against  any  frirther  Grant  of  Money 
for  Building  Churdies :  from  Glasgow,  In  frtTOur  of  such 
a  Gnnl,  and  for  Prafiection  to  the  CfauKoh  of  Scotland. — 
By  the  Earl  of  Harbwood,  from  Leeds,  against  the  use 
of  Spirits,  and  against  allowing  Beer  to  be  drunk  on  the 
Pnmises  of  Beer-shopa. — By  Lord  Lyttlston,  from 
Wonaits»  for  the  Repeil  of  the  Duty  on  Nempaper 
Stamps. 

Execution  of  Wills'  Bill.]  Lord 
Brougliom  said,  that  two  Bills  of  very 
great  public  importance,  relating  to  the 
devising  and  bequeathing  of  real  and  per- 
sonal property  by  will,  lay  upon  their 
Lordships'  Table — **  The  Execution  of 
Wills'  Bill,  and  the  Executors  Bill."  They 
had  been  sent  up  from  the  Commons,  and 
had  been  read  a  first  time,  and  he  hoped 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  his  then 
moving  the  second  reading,  with  a  view 
to  send  them  to  a  Committee  up  stairs. 
One  object  of  the  first  Bill,  the  Execution 
of  Wills'  Bill,  was  to  throw  the  prote^ion 
of  the  law  around  the  dying  bed  of  those 
who  had  personal  property  to  dispose  of, 
and  to  prevent  those  undue  practices 
which  were  sometimes  resorted  to  by  in- 
terested persons  who  wished  to  obtain  the 
possession  of  that  which  did  not  belong 
to  them,  and  which  otherwise  would  pass 
to  those  who  were  better  entitled  to  re- 
ceive it.  By  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
a  will  devising  Real  Property  must  be 
signed  by  three  witnesses,  while  a  will 
devising  Personal  Property  required  no 
witness  whatever.  Now,  it  was  proposed, 
that  in  all  cases,  whether  with  reference 
to  the  devise  of  real  or  personal  property, 
there  should  be  two  attesting  witnesses. 
It  was  thought  that  the  protection  of  the 
law  in  that  respect  should  be  extended  to  the 
latter  as  well  as  to  the  former  description  of 

Sroperty,  In  order  to  prevent  undue  in- 
uence  being  exerted^  in  cases  where  per- 
sonal property  was  to  be  devised.  At 
present  an  individual  might  dispose  of 
money  to  the  amount  of  millions  by  a 
memorandum  without  witnesses.  He  had 
only  to  say,  "  I,  John  Nokes,  bequeath 
so  and  so ;  and  it  became  a  legal  instru- 
ment. Such  a  state  of  things  as  this  cer- 
tainly laid  parties  open  to  the  operation  of 
Interested  and  undue  influence.  This 
absence  of  all  form  had  led  to  so  many 
instances  of  undue  influence  and  fraud, 
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that  Lord  Hardwick,  Lord  Loughborough, 
and  many  other  Chancellors,  had  ex- 
pressed a  strong  desire  that  the  provisions 
of  the  statute  of  frauds  relative  to  real 
property  should  likewise  extend  to  per- 
sonal property.  This  was  one  of  the  first 
improvements  recommended  by  the  Com- 
missioners who  were  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  laws  relating  to  real  property, 
and  the  object  of  the  measure  now  before 
their  Lordships  was,  to  render  the  execu- 
tion of  wills,  no  matter  to  what  descrip- 
tion of  property  they  related,  the  same  in 
all  cases.  According  to  the  law  as  it 
stood  at  present,  real  property  could  not 
pass  under  a  will  unless  it  was  attested  by 
three  witnesses,  but  an  alteration  was  in- 
tended to  be  made  in  this  respect.  Two 
witnesses,  it  was  though t,  were  quite 
sufficient  to  insure  all  that  was  necessary 
by  way  of  security,  and,  therefore^  after  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  real  property  would 
pass  under  a  will  attested  by  two  wit- 
nesses, while  personal  property  would  not 
pass  under  a  will  which  was  not  equally 
attested  by  two  witnesses.  At  present  it 
was  by  no  means  necessary  that  the  sub- 
scription of  the  names  of  the  witnesses 
should  take  place  at  the  same  period^ 
although  ordinarily  the  attestation  by  the 
witnesses  took  place  *'  in  the  presence  of 
each  other."  This  Bill  was  meant  to  render 
that  which  was  now  the  ordinary  practice 
imperative,  and  such  a  rule  he  felt  satis- 
fied would  be  conducive  of  very  great  ad- 
vantage, and  prevent  much  useless  and 
expensive  litigation.  These  were  the  most 
important  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but 
there  were  others  wholly  unimportant, 
but  which  might  be  more  properly 
made  the  subject  of  investigation  in  the 
Committee.  There  was  one  point,  how- 
ever, which  he  wished  particularly  to 
notice.  As  the  law  now  stood,  if  a  person 
made  a  will,  and  afterwards  contracted  a 
marriage,  and  had  a  child  by  that  mar- 
riage, it  operated  as  a  revocation  of  the 
will,  on  the  ground  that  the  will  did  not 
contain  the  presumed  intentions  of  the 
testator,  under  the  altered  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  law  contemplating  that 
he  made  his  will  under  the  supposition 
that  he  would  die  a  bachelor.  This  was 
a  matter  which  required  consideration, 
and  he  had  a  doubt  whether  there  was 
not  another  case  that  ought  to  be  provided 
for.  A  friend  of  his,  well  known  to  manj 
of  their  Lordships,  made  his  will  after  his 
marriage,  not  being  aware  that  his  wife 
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•was  enceinte^  and  died,  bequeathing  a 
considerable  landed  estate  to  his  wife  and 
sister.  His  widow  was  brought  to  bed 
some  months  after  his  death,  and,  con- 
sequently, that  child,  a  posthumous  son, 
was  left  wholly  unprovided  for.  But  the 
individual  upon  whom  the  property  de- 
volved, in  the  noblest  manner  gave  up  the 
estate  to  the  boy.  It  was  certainly  not 
every  day  that  such  acts  of  extraordinary 
generosity  were  witnessed ;  the  individual, 
however,  in  this  case,  did  so  voluntarily,  and 
as  if  it  were  entirely  a  matter  of  course. 
The  law,  however,  should  not  be  framed  on 
the  calculation  of  the  existence  of  such 
generosity,  for,  unfortunately,  all  men 
coald  not  afford  to  practise — nor  would 
all  men  think  of  practising  it.  There  were 
only  two  other  matters  contained  in  this 
Bill  to  which  he  should  think  it  necessary 
to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lordships ; 
the  first  was,  regarding  the  execution  of 
powers.  This  Bill  proposed  to  enact  that 
appointments  by  will  should  be  executed 
like  other  wills,  and  be  valid,  although 
other  solemnities  required  were  not  ob- 
served. This  was  a  part  of  the  measure 
with  respect  to  which  he  entertained  con- 
siderable doubt;  for  it  appeared  that  it 
was  rather  strange  to  say  there  should  be 
a  total  disregard  of  the  law  as  to  other 
solemnities  required  to  be  observed  in  the 
execution  of  powers  of  appointment.  This 
alteration  was  founded  upon  a  recom- 
mendation contained  also  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  but  in  which  he 
must  say  he  did  not  entirely  concur.  The 
last  point  to  which  he  should  refer  re. 
garded  alterations  of  wills.  The  Clause 
enacted,  that  no  alteration  in  a  will  should 
have  any  effect,  unless  executed  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  will,  and  the  names 
of  the  witnesses  were  written  by  them  on 
the  margin.  At  present  this  might  be 
done  by  the  same  witnesses,  or  any  other, 
and  the  claase  was  not  exactly  clear  on 
this  point ;  it  was  not,  however,  a  very 
material  one,  and  might  easily  be  made 
sufficiently  clear  in  the  Committee.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  in  conclusion, 
moved,  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timp. 

Lord  Ahinger  thought  that  no  alteration 
in  laws  relating  to  the  transmission  of 
property  should  tnke  place  without  full  and 
mature  delilieration.  It  was  not  at  all  im- 
probable that  it  would  be  expedient  to 
adopt  some  of  the  suggestions  contained  in 
this  measure :  but  then  there  were  others 


to  which  strong  objection  might  be  taken, 
and  for  his  own  part  he  should  prefer 
adhering  to  the  Statute  of  Frauds,  of 
Charles  the  Second,  which  rendered  three 
witnesses  to  a  will  passing  Real  Property 
necessary,  than  adopting  the  proposition 
that  two,  or  any  other  number,  should  be 
sufficient.  The  present  practice  of  re- 
quiring the  attention  of  three  witnesses  in 
all  such  cases  had  all  the  advantages  of 
long-established  usage  in  its  favour,  and 
for  his  part  he  should  be  unwilling  to 
alter  the  law  as  it  stood  in  this  respect, 
unless  it  were  shown  that  it  was  disad- 
vantageous or  inconvenient.  Without 
some  evidence  of  this  sort  any  alteration 
would  be  inexpedient;  and,  as  regarded 
personal  property,  he  could  not  help  think* 
ing  that  a  will,  or  testamentary  paper  in 
the  hand- writing  of  a  deceased  person, 
was  quite  as  indicative  of  his  intention  and 
wishes  as  if  it  had  the  signatures  of  two 
or  any  other  number  of  witnesses  to  it. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  an  exception 
in  favour  of  such  documents  would  be 
made,  and  he  proposed  to  introduce  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect,  into  the  Bill. 

Lord  Ahinger  said,  at  all  events,  it  was 
necessary  that  their  Lordships  should  de- 
liberate well  before  they  passed  a  measure 
of  this  importance.  Even  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  himself  had  doubts  respect- 
ing some  of  its  enactments,  and  that  being 
the  case,  he  did  not  think  they  would  be 
acting  rightly  if  they  passed  the  Bill 
through  the  present  stage  without  ample 
and  deliberate  discussion. 

Lord  Brougham  begged  to  assure  their 
Lordships  that  he  was  most  anxious  the 
measure  should  receive  the  fullest  delibe- 
ration possible,  and  for  that  purpose,  if 
their  Lordships  would  allow  the  second 
reading  to  pass  now,  he  would,  instead  of 
going  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  at  once  move  that  it  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  up  stairs,  in  order 
that  every  provision  contained  in  it  might 
be  thoroughly  and  satisfactorily  investi- 
gated. 

The  Earl  of  Mcdmeshury  thought,  that 
a  Motion  of  so  much  importance  ought 
not  to  have  been  brous^ht  forward  without 
notice,  and,  for  himself,  he  must  say,  that 
there  were  provisions  in  this  Bill  of  which 
he  did  not  approve. 

Lord  Denman  fully  agreed  that  no  al- 
teration of  the  law  on  this  subject  should 
take  place  without  the  fullest  deliberation. 
He  certainly  was  favourable  to  the  prin- 
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ciple  of  the  BiU,  but  he,  at  the  rame  time 
thongbt  that  discussion  on  the  subject  was 
necessary,  if  it  were  only  for  the  purpose 
of  making  it  known  to  the  whole  of  the 
Kings's  subjects,  in  order  that  they  might 
understand  what  the  alterations  were  which 
it  went  to  effect.  This  was  one  of  those 
measures  which  had  proceeded  from  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commissioners 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
law  relating  to  Real  Property.  It  bad 
been  in  the  House  of  Commons  for  more 
than  one  Session,  and  now  came  up  from 
that  House  without  any  opposition  hav- 
ing been  offered  to  its  progress ;  so  that 
it  was  important  their  Lordships  should 
give  it  no  unnecessary  delay.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Abinger)  had 
expressed  his  readiness  to  adhere  to  the 
Statute  of  Frauds  rather  than  adopt  the 
change  proposed  to  be  made  by  this  Bill ; 
but  did  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
forget  the  ruinous  litigation  which  com- 
plying with  the  provisions  of  the  Statute 
of  Frauds  gave  rise  to,  and  the  little  com- 
parative security  which  it  afforded  to  pro- 
perty? Now,  surely,  the  attestation  of 
two  persons  was  quite  a  sufficient  guarantee 
in  cases  of  wills.  He  had  a  strong  feel" 
ing  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  he  begged 
to  press  it  on  their  Lordships  that  delay 
should  be  avoided.  He  thought  therefore 
that  the  better  way,  perfasps,  would  be  to 
adopt  the  course  suggested  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Brougham),  and 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  up  stairs  for 
full  investigation. 

The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  said,  he  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  it  was  not  his 
desire  to  give  any  delay  whatever  to  the 
Bill ;  but  he  did  think  that,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  the  Motion  for  reading  it  a 
second  time  should  be  deferred,  say  to 
Monday  next.  He  certainly  was  averse 
to  the  change  which  the  measure  pro- 
posed. 

Lord  Brougham  admitted  that  the 
course  he  had  taken  in  bringing  forward 
such  a  Motion,  without  due  notice,  was 
irregular.  He  admitted  that,  and  bad  been 
induced,  however,  to  propose  it  to  their 
Lordships  in  order  that  he  might  introduce 
some  Amendments  in  the  Bill.  He  could 
have  no  objection  as  their  Lordships 
disapproved  of  the  course,  to  adjourn  the 
subject  till  Monday. 

The  Second  Reading  postponed. 

Patent    Laws.]      Lord    Brougham 


brought  up  the  Report  of  the  Gomiufe- 
tee  on  the  Patent  Laws  Bill,  in  whksk 
they  proposed  certain  Amendments.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  then  moved  that 
the  Bill  with  the  Amendments  be  printed 
and  referred  back  to  the  Committee  for 
further  investigation. 
Ordered. 

CoNSPiEACY  IK  Irelavd.]  The  Earl 
of  Eoden  said,  that  he  had  a  Petition  to 
present  of  an  important  and  serious  cha» 
racter,  and  he  could  assure  their  Lordships 
that  the  subject  to  which  it  related  was 
one  that  was  well  deserving  of  the  atten- 
tion of  every  Member  of  that  House,  more 
especially  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  his  Majesty's  Oovernmentf  whom  he 
was  glad  to  see  in  his  place.  The  peti- 
tioner was  a  gentleman  of  high  respect- 
ability, moral  worth,  and  great  intelli- 
gence, and  one  who  had  frequently  given 
important  information  respecting  Ireland, 
to  their  Lordships'  House  and  the  country. 
The  reverend  Sir  Harcourt  Lees  was  the 
individual  from  whom  this  petition  pio*- 
ceeded,  and  he  stated,  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  prove  on  oath  at  the  Bar  of  tnek 
Lordships'  House  that  a  conspiracy  now 
existed  in  Ireland,  having  for  its  object 
the  overthrow  of  the  Protestant  religion 
in  that  country.  The  noble  Lord  thea 
read  the  petition,  which  was  as  follows  :•— 


fi 


TO  THB   LORDS  SPIRITUAL  AND   TEMPORAL 
IN    PARLIAMENT   ASSEMBLED. 

"  The  Petition  of  the  reverend  Sir  Harcourt 
Lees,  of  Black  Rock,  in  the  county  of  Dublin, 
Baronet,  most  humbly  showetb, 

''That  Petitioner  has,  in  successive  peti- 
tions presented  to  ParliameDt,  endeavoured  to 
convince  your  honourablt  House  that  a  dark 
and  mysterious  joint  Radical  and  Romish  con* 
spiracy,  originally  planned  by  the  Jesuits,  was 
silently  but  maturely  progressing  in  Ureat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  in  close  connection  with 
foreign  revolutionists,  the  ultimate  design  of 
which  was  (as  it  related  to  these  islandsX 
through  the  medium  of  treasonable  associa- 
tions, to  effect  the  overthrow  of  the  T^atftt>]if|he4 
Church  and  Monarchy  of  the  empire,  the  se- 
paration of  Ireland  from  Great  Britain,  the 
total  extermination  of  the  Protestants  in  this 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  para- 
mount and  permanent  establishment  and  as* 
cendancy  of  the  superstitious,  intolerant,  and 
sanguinary  tenets  of  the  Church  of  Rome  in 
Ireland. 

"  That,  under  the  same  unalterable  convic* 
tion,  founded  upon,  perhaps,  a  more  perfect 
and  profound  knowledge  of  the  entire  ma* 
chinery  of  the  Papal  system  and  Ecclesiastical 
constitution,  with  the  whole  of  their  politico- 
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leUgioiit  treasons  ia  the  British  Isles  for  cen- 
turies pasty  than  most  individuals  of  the 
present  age,  your  petitioner  considers  it  to  be 
nis  imperatiye,  though  most  painful,  duty,  in 
oi^er  to  save  the  nation  from  contemplated 
destruction,  to  re-asture  your  honourable 
House  that  he  has  in  his  possession  information 
on  oath,  as  well  as  other  documents,  to  be 
supported  by  living  evidence,  containing  mat- 
ters of  the  most  awful  importance  to  the  secu- 
rity of  the  State. 

^  That  it  appears  from  the  testimony  of  these 
witnesses,  and  also  from  sworn  information  in 
possession  of  petitioner,  that  certain  indivi- 
duals of  great  weight  and  influence  have  been 
for  a  considerable  time  past  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  revolutionary  designs  con- 
templated by  the  leading  conspirators  in  both 
countries, -against  not  only  the  vested  rights 
and  property,  but  against  the  very  existence 
of  our  venerable  Church  Establishment,  as 
well  as  against  the  connection  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland. 

*^  That  petitioner  will  conclude  by  imploring 
your  honourable  House  to  adopt  immediately 
the  most  advisable  and  summary  mode  in  your 
power  to  enable  you,  and,  through  your  in- 
vestigation; a  fatally  deluded  people,  to  arrive 
at  a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  details  and 
iritimate  object  of  a  daric  and  mysterious  con- 
spiracy, oiiginally  framed  by  the  Jesuits  and 
Borni^  hierarohyi  that»  if  not  probed  to  the 
bottom  and  crushed,  will  inevitably  terminate 
in  the  destruction  of  all  lawful  Government, 
through  a  sanguinary  civil  war.  And  he  further 
earnestly,  most  humbly,  and  solemnly  prays, 
that  if  the  charges  contained  in  his  petition 
should  be  satisfisctorily  established  on  a  Par- 
liamentary investigation,  your  honourable 
House  will  afford  protection  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  permanent  security  to  the 
Monarchy  and  liberties  of  the  United  Empire 
by  the  instantaneous  adoption  of  a  Legislative 
measure  excluding  from  Parliament  and  the 
Councils  of  the  nation  a  sect,  the  essential 
principles  of  whose  politico-religious  system 
ever  has,  as  all  history  lamentably  proves, 
pledged  them,  and  ever  must  pledge  them,  to 
struggle  for  the  erection  of  Papal  ascendancy 
over  the  Protestant  institutions  and  Monarchy 
of  these  realms.  From  a  full  persuasion  of 
the  truth  and  awful  importance  of  all  he  has 
asserted  your  petitioner  reiterates  his  prayer 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief 
Bill,  passed  in  the  year  1829. 

"  And  petitioner,  as  in  duty  bound,  will 
ever  pray. 

He  had  the  pleasure,  the  noble  Lord  con- 
tinned,  of  the  acquaintance  of  the  reverend 
Gentleman  whose  petition  this  was ;  and, 
although  he  might  consider  Sir  Harcourt 
Lees,  a  little  too  hasty  and  wild  in  some 
instances,  he  knew  that  many  of  his  pre- 
dictions had  come  to  pass.  From  what  he 
(the  Earl  of  Roden)  knew  of  Ireland,  he 
was  prepared  to  believe  that  such  a  con- 


spirac)  as  the  petitioner  alluded  to  actaally 
existed,  and  that  if  it  were  not  speedily' 
arrested  that  country  must  finally  be  over- 
whelmed with  misery  and  ruin, 
.  Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday f  June  19,   1835. 

MmunB.]  N«w  Wtit  ianied.  A  N«w  Writ  «■•  oidtnA 
OD  the  Motion  of  Mr.  E.  J«  Stahlbt.  for  Bury  St. 
EdnKKuflB,  in  the  room  of  Lord  Crarlss  Fitcroy. 
ChaiAberliifai  to  hie  Mi^eity^  Rounhold. 
BUI,  RMd  a  third  time  :—C^iiuai»aniihaimt& 
Petilioos  presented.  By  General  Smaupk,  from  the  Hand- 
loom  WeaverR  of  Sanquhar,  for  a  Board  of  Trader— By 
Sir  Oson«x  Cniwa*  tmn  the  Gtogy  of  Matloeig  Itar 
Protection  to  tlie  Protestant  Chiinh  of  Ireland  i  ttcm 
Belper,  for  a  Clauie  in  the  Western  Railway  Bill,  to  pre* 
vent  Sunday  Travelling.— By  Mr.  PRvas  I*ry8s,  ftom 
three  Plaeea,  for  the  Better  Olmt  winta  ef  the  SaMnft.— « 
By  Mr.  Seijeant  JACKaoN.  tsaux  Cork,  a^inik  any  ftirther 
Grant  to  Maynootli  College. — By  Mr.  Q  J,  Hvathcots, 
from  Hawley,  tn  an  Inqmry,  Into  the  Operation  of  the 
Slavery  AboUtioB  Aetr— By  Mr.  In obam,  fkan  Uie  SMp- 
ownen  and  othei*  of  South  ShieUb^  agiuost  any  Alteration 
in  the  Timber  Duties. — By  Dr.  Bowarifo,  ftom  the 
Unitarians  of  Bath,  for  an  AltovtinD  In  the  Diaanters 
ManiagesPBiU;  fi«n  Port  niaiipow,  agaiaat  any  Alt«i- 
tion  in  the  Timber  Duties.— By  Mr.  Gillow,  ttcm  Pal- 
kirk,  against  any  ftirther  Grant  (br  Building  Churches  In 
Konriand.*— By  Meaira.  Risunr  OvLioaita,  Bowimm, 
and  M'Cavci,  ftnm  eevenl  P]Mea»~lbr  tha  Rapeal  of 
the  Duties  oo  Newspqier  Stampat^-By  Mr.  pjjiniPrRj^ 
flrain  aevend  Placet,  against  eonpeOIng  Sohlicn  serting  in 
Foielpi  Oonatiiei  to  attend  Roman  GtthoUa  Chunh 
Ceremonies:  ftom  Notfhlxwiinf,  for  Relief  to  tlw  A^ 
cultural  Interest,  flrom  the  East  Kent  Agricultural  Aaso* 
elation,  to  the  same  eflbet ;  ftom  Margate  and  Ram^te, 
against  the  Duty  on  Spirit  Llwueai.  Dy  Sir  Eabsut 
Wiiiifor,  from  Birmingham*  againt  DrunkcoiiB^,  and 
for  Legal  Measures  to  prevent  It 

Factories  Act.]  Mr. Brotherton  rose 
to  present  a  Petition  from  an  individual  of 
the  name  of  James  Turner »  residing  at 
Manchester,  complaining  of  certain  prac- 
tices connected  with  the  Factory  Bill,  and 
which  he  was  confident  the  House,  when 
informed  of  them,  would  be  of  opinion 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with.  It  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  an 
Act  had  passed  two  years  a|;o  for  re- 
gulating the  labour  of  children  in 
factories*  That  Act  required  that  no 
children  under  eleven  years  of  age  should 
be  employed  in  factories,  without  pro« 
duciug  a  certificate  of  a  surgeon,  to  prove 
that  they  were  of  a  proper  age.  The  sur- 
geons, it  appeared,  were  empowered  under 
the  Act,  to  charge  sixpence  for  each  cer- 
tificate they  gave.  A  practice  had  ob* 
tained  of  requiring  the  children  to  produce 
certificates  every,  time  they  changed  their 
employers.  Tlus  he  conceived  to  be  a 
very  injurious  practice,  and,  generally 
Speaking,  it  was  so  considered— for  his 
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part,  he  thoaglit  it  also  a  very  unjust  one. 

Mr.  Mcark  Phillips  considered  that  the 
matter  complained  of  was  a  very  great 
hardship  on  the  poor  people.  He  had 
never  expected  that  the  Bill  would  give 
satisfattion  to  the  class  of  people  for 
whom  the  House  was  legislating,  and  he 
nowregretted  much  that  he  had  been  so  true 
a  prophet.  The  House  would  surely  think 
that  the.  payment  of  the  6d.  was  indeed  a 
hardship  upon  people  whose  average  earn- 
ing did  not  amount  to  more  than  3s.  per 
week — it  actually  operated  as  a  preventive 
on  the  poor  children  from  going  from  one 
employment  where  work  was  scarce  to 
that  of  another  master.  He  was  sorry  that 
the  petitioner  had  not  pointed  out  some 
means  whereby  the  money  for  the  certifi- 
<^te8  might  be  furnished,  in  case  the 
House  should  consider  it  necessary  to  retain 
that  clause.  The  matter  was  well  de- 
serving the  attention  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hindley  was  also  of  opinion  that  the 
matter  was  well  deserving  the  interference 
of  the  House,  because  in  many  cases  he 
thought  the  inspectors  bad  far  exceeded 
their  duty.  One  of  them,  Mr.Richards,  who 
was  in  the  populous  district  of  Manchester, 
had  laid  down  a  rule,  whereby  he  had 
appointed  one  hundred  and  fifty  surgeons, 
from  whom  only  he  would  receive  cer- 
tificates. He  had  also  made  it  imperative 
upon  boys  or  girls  of  sixteen  years  of  age 
who  changed  their  employment  to  produce 
a  certificate  ;  and  yet  if,  from  any  cause, 
they  were  within  the  month  again  to 
change  they  must  again  produce  a  fresh 
certificate,  which  made  such  a  patronage 
as  the  appointment  of  surgeons  valuable. 
In  his  report  that  gentleman  stated,  as  his 
reason  for  always  requiring  fresh  certifi- 
cates, that  the  children  were  much  in  the 
habit  of  changing  from  one  master  to 
another,  and  he  thought  the  tax  would 
have  the  effect  of  making  them  more 
steady ;  but  he  doubted  whether  the  Bill 
gave  him  any  such  powers.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  regretted  that  a 
remedy  had  not  been  suggested ;  but  the 
amendment  of  the  Act  of  last  Session  which 
he  intended  to  propose  would  be  a  remedy. 
If  some  limitation  were  not  fixed  as  to  the 
age  at  which  children  should  be  employed 
in  these  factories,  the  relief  the  House 
was  anxious  to  afford  them  would  not  be 
obtained.  He  had  been  told  by  a  re- 
spectable manufacturer  in  Manchester, 
that  even  if  a  child  was  under  ten  years' 
old  the  surgeon  would  grant  a  certificate 


that  the  child  was  twelve  years  if  the 
manufacturer  said  that  the  child  would  be 
useful  to  him.  He  was  determined,  when 
the  estimate  for  the  payment  of  the  inspect 
tors  was  brought  forward,  to  oppose  it 
until  their  reports,  which  he  had  frequently 
moved  for,  were  laid  upon  the  TaMe. 

Mr.  AgUonby  bore  testimony  to  the 
respectability  of  the  petitioner  and  should 
most  cordially  support  any  measure  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  for  the  relief  of  the 
working  classes. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Maykooth  College.]  Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson  presented  a  Petition  from  several 
hundred  inhabitants  of  Cork,  praying  that 
no  further  grant  of  public  money  might  be 
allowed  for  Maynooth  College.  The  peti- 
tioners complained  that  the  interference 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Clergy  had  done 
away  with  all  freedom  of  election ;  and 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  were 
well  able  to  support  that  establishment, 
as  they  paid  in  voluntary  contributions  to 
one  man  more  than  would  support  the 
College  twice  over.  The  clergymen  edii-> 
cated  at  Maynooth  by  the  public  bounty 
were  not  at  all  the  most  efficient  promoters 
of  peace  and  good  will  among  the  Irish 
people,  for  it  was  a  notorious  fact,  of 
which  every  day's  experience  furnished 
lamentable  illustration,  that  they  turned 
their  chapels  into  political  arenas,  and 
used  their  pulpits  as  rostra  from  which  to 
spout  the  most  inflammatory  doctrines  to 
their  misguided  and  credulous  flocks — in 
fact,  English  gentlemen  could  form  no 
adequate  conception  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  priests  carried  the  agitation  dbtuibanoe. 
Everything  English  and  Protestant  was 
the  subject  of  unceasing,  and  unmitigated 
attacks  by  the  present  race  of  priests  edu- 
cated at  Maynooth.  At  erery  election 
they  were  the  busiest  agents,  and  the 
greatest  promoters  of  disturbance. 

Mr.  0'2>ic;yer  said  the  Protestant  Clergy 
interfered  much  more,  and  more  mis* 
chievously,  at  elections  than  the  priests. 

Mr.  Shaw  denied  that  there  was  any 
comparison  between  the  two  bodies.  The 
Roman  Catholic  clergymen  proposed  and 
nominated  candidates,  and  dragged  the 
freeholders  to  the  place  of  polling  in  a 
manner  which,  if  it  had  been  done  by 
Protestant  clergymen,  he  should  consider 
most  disgriiceful.  The  Protestant  clergy, 
no  doubt,  exercised  the  right  of  suffrage, 
but  then  they  did  not  go  beyond  the  pale 
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of  that  right,  and  become  the  stimulators 
to  outrage  and  violence.  Look  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Catholic  clergy  that  week  in 
Carlow ;  they  were  there  found  proposing 
and  seconding  the  candidates,  and,  not 
content  with  that,  they  were  exerting  all 
their  influence  their  station  and  calling 
gave  them  in  marring  the  independence 
and  purity  of  election  by  coercing  the  will 
of  the  electors,  and  goading  on  the  popu- 
lace to  violence  and  outrage.  Their  power, 
if  not  checked,  would  supersede  the  power 
of  all  law  and  Government,  and  spread 
general  confusion  and  discord  through- 
out the  country. 

Mr.  O'Connell  took  the  liberty  of  saying 
that  the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  totally  false.  It 
was  true  that  Catholic  Clergymen  had 
spoken  at  elections,  and  seconded  the 
nomination  of  candidates;  for  instance, 
one  of  them  seconded  Mr.  Vigors,  a  Pro- 
testant Member.  Their  speeches  were 
printed  and  published,  and  it  would  be 
seen  that  they  did  not  deserve  the  character 
given  them  by  the  correspondents  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  their  existing 
violence.  Were  there  not  many  persons 
in  Ireland  who  would  be  ready,  and  were 
exceedingly  anxious  for  opportunities,  to 
prosecute  them,  if  they  said  one  word  that 
would  make  them  liable  ?  But  their  pro- 
tection was,  that  they  carefully  avoided 
violating  the  law,  while,  as  men  and 
citizens,  they  exercised  that  right  to  which 
they  were  entitled.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  was  violence  used  against  the 
Catholics  by  the  Orange  party,  particularly 
in  one  county,  for  no  other  reason  than 
because  they  were  Catholics.  Was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  almost 
all  the  Protestant  clergy  interfered  with 
elections  ?  ["  JVb,  no,*^  He  would  tell 
them  of  one  case  where  they  did,  and  he 
could  mention  names  if  he  chose.  Mr. 
Mahony,  of  Dromore.  But  he  utterly 
denied  the  charge  against  the  Catholic 
clergy. 

Mr.  Shaw  would  call  the  recollection  of 
the  House  to  a  recent  occasion,  on  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  made  the 
same  assertion  respecting  other  corre- 
spondence which  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  re- 
ceived. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
then  as  confidently  asserted  as  he  did  now 
that  his  (Mr.  Shaw*s)  information  was  false. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  ever 
ready  with  his  confident  assertions,  which 
were  afterwards  disproved.     But  what  was 
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the  result  in  the  case  he  alluded  to  when 
inquiry  was  made  ?  He  would  leave  that 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House.  [Mr. 
0*ConneU:  What  case  do  you  allude  to.] 
The  case  of  David  Murphy. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  he  would  deny  that 
his  assertions  were  disproved  in  that  case. 
Mr.  Shaw's  own  documents  did  not  sub- 
stantiate his  former  accusation. 

Mr.  Shaw — I  leave  that  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House  and  the  country. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Tithes  (England).]  Captain  Pechell 
rose  pursuant  to  notice  to  present  a  Peti- 
tion from  Samuel  G.  Pechell,  Esq.,  a 
Captain  in  the  Royal  Navy,  and  farming 
his  own  land  in  the  county  of  Hants, 
complaining  of  the  vexatious  proceeding 
of  his  vicar,  the  Rev.  Thomas  Cook  Kemp 
and  praying  for  a  speedy  Commutation  of 
Tithes.  The  hon.  Member  begged  to 
state  that  in  the  remarks  he  might  feel  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  make,  he  did  not  intend 
to  convey  any  censure  on  the  cltrgy 
generally,  but  to  show  the  necessity  of 
altering  the  present  law  of  Tithes.  He 
then  went  on  to  say  that  he  should  re- 
quest the  indulgence  and  favour  of  the 
House  while  he  recapitulated  some  neces- 
sary details.  As  it  could  not  be  supposed 
that  he  should  be  very  familiar  with  this 
subject,  he  trusted  the  kindness  of  the 
House  would  be  extended  to  him.  It  ap- 
peared that  in  1826,  the  Rev.  Thomas 
Kemp  entered  on  his  vicarage,  and  im- 
mediately gave  notice  that  all  composi- 
tions for  Tithes  should  cease,  the  peti- 
tioner's composition  at  the  time  being 
19Z.  9s,  6d.  though  only  valued  at  7/. 
195.  He  had  therefore  been  paying  II /• 
lOs.  6(2.  more  than  the  value,  which  com- 
position however  he  was  still  willing  to 
continue  to  the  new  vicar,  knowing  how 
essential  it  was  to  keep  on  a  good  footing 
with  the  clergyman,  as  well  on  his  own  ac- 
count, as  being  a  Magistrate  for  the  common 
benefit  of  society.  The  reverend  Gentle- 
man however  refused  the  old  composition 
and  actually  proposed  an  increase  of  20  per 
cent,  which  was  of  course  refused  by  the 
whole  parish.  The  vicar  then  commenced 
a  series  of  vexatious  proceedings  in  tithing 
hay  and  grass,  and  positively  made  no  dis- 
tinction between  the  grass  cut  daily 
for  the  use  of  the  husbandry  horses,  and 
the  grass  cut  for  other  purposes.  At  last 
a  claim  was  set  up  for  the  tenth  acre  of 
all  turnips  grown  on  the  farm,  which  be- 
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iDg  for  the  depasturing  of  the  sheep^  coald 
not  be  tithed.  This  claim  was  resisted 
because  the  tithe  of  agistment  for  the 
sheep  fed  on  those  turnips  had  been  ten- 
dered. The  vicar  then  proposed  to  bring 
a  friend  to  settle  all  differences ;  and  this 
Friend  actually  turned  out  to  be  his  own 
solicitor,  who  took  advantage  of  the  un- 
reserved conversation  of  the  petitioner, 
the  consequence  of  which  was,  that  a  no- 
tice was  soon  served  on  him  of  a  suit  be- 
ing commenced  in  the  Ck)urtof  Exchequer 
for  the  tithes  of  turnips  generally ,  and 
the  vicar  refused  to  make  any  specific 
demand  which  might  have  been  settled 
either  by  arbitration  or  before  two  jus- 
tices. The  trial  however  proceeded,  the 
claim  for  turnips  generally  was  ahan- 
donedy  but  the  tithe  of  turnips  that  had 
been  pecked  up  in  advance  of  the 
fold  was  demanded.  The  custom  of  the 
country  and  the  common  practice  is  to 
peck  up  the  turnips  to  prevent  any  dam- 
age to  the  iiock  by  the  turnip-greens  and 
to  prevent  them  from  running  to  seed. 
The  turnips  in  this  case  were  pecked  up  or 
hoed  in  the  part  of  the  field  not  hurdled 
off  but  which  was  in  the  course  of  being 
so  hurdled ;  and  even  part  of  the  flock 
had  access  to  the  whole  field.  But  the 
Chief  Baron  decided  that  because  the 
entire  flock  had  not  access  at  the  time  of 
the  pecking  or  hoeing  the  turnips  so 
pecked  up,  they  were  liable  to  tithes, 
thus  drawing  a  line  beyond  which  turnips 
could  not  be  hoed  or  pecked.  Chief 
Baron  Lyndhurst  said  the  turnips  might 
be  pecked  in  the  rear  of  the  fold,  but  not 
in  advance  of  it.  Now  was  there  ever 
anything  so  absurd  as  this  and  so  very 
injurious  to  the  system  of  turnip  cultiva- 
tion ?  If  these  turnips  had  been  severed 
and  removed  from  the  spot  either  for  sale 
or  for  feeding  cattle  and  cows  in  a  yard, 
then  the  vicar  was  clearly  entitled  to  his 
tithe,  and  such  could  be  easily  set  out. 
But  how  was  it  possible  to  set  out  the 
tithe  of  turnips  hoed  up  and  left  on  the 
spot  for  the  sheep  which  already  had  had 
access  to  them?  Therefore  no  distinc- 
tion is  made  between  turnips  pulled  up 
for  safe  and  those  left  on  the  ground  for 
depasturage.  Here  therefore  is  a  case  in 
which  the  vicar  gets  the  tithes  of  all 
sheep  fed  on  the  turnips  and  sold  before 
the  shearing  time,  as  well  as  the  tithe  of 
all  lamb  and  wool  and  the  benefit  of  the 
manure  produced  on  the  ground  for  the 
succeeding  crop.      It  appears  that  the 


Chief  Baron  confounded  this  case  of  peck- 
ing up  the  turnips  for  feeding  the  flock 
on  the  spot  with  those  cases  decided  ISO 
years  ago  of  turnips  removed  for  sale.  It 
is  well  known  to  many  hon.  Members 
connected  with  country  affairs  that  form- 
erly turnips  were  only  grown  on  the  richer 
soils  and  were  removed  either  for  sale  or 
for  feeding  in  yards  and  stalls ;  but  that 
in  the  modern  system  of  cultivation  the 
turnip  crop  has  been  adopted  on  very  poor 
and  inferior  soils  which  were  thereby  pre- 
pared for  a  crop  of  com.  Now  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  practically  impossible  to 
set  out  the  tithe  of  turnips  intended  for  de- 
pasturage ;  and  he  defied  the  Chief  Baron 
and  all  the  Barons  of  the  Exchequer  to 
point  out  how  the  object  could  be  at- 
tained. He  even  defied  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  (Mr.  A.  Trevor),  whom 
he  did  not  at  this  moment  see  in  his  place 
and  who  had  been  designated  as  the  con- 
duit pipe  for  conveying  the  opinions  of 
the  clergy,  to  shew  how  this  was  to  be 
effected.  It  was  well  known  that  clover 
and  grass  cut  for  husbandry  horses  is 
exempt  from  being  set  out  for  tithes  on 
account  of  the  difHculty ;  and  it  is  here  de- 
creed that  no  diflficulty  exists  in  setting 
out  the  tithe  of  turnips.  Here,  then,  the 
right  of  tithe  depends  on  the  difficulty 
or  facility  that  may  be  urged  in  setting  it 
out.  He  could  assure  the  House  that  this 
case  need  never  have  occurred  had  the  vicar 
agreed  to  the  old  composition  which  was 
III,  more  than  the  value  of  the  tithe;  but 
instead  of  taking  to  the  valuable  composi- 
tion of  his  predecessor,  he  ventured  to 
demand  an  increase  of  20  per  cent,  when 
it  was  well  known  that  the  price  of  agri- 
cultural produce,  depreciated  as  it  was, 
would  not  authorise  any  such  increased 
demand ;  and  notwithstanding  the  unfa- 
vourable decree  of  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer, the  petitioner  would  not  at  this 
moment  have  approached  the  House  but 
for  continued  threatened  proceedings  on 
the  part  of  the  vicar,  should  the  petitioner 
venture  to  peck  up  his  turnips.  The  pe- 
titioner had  invested  his  capital  in  farm- 
ing land,  and  he  now  found  himself  im- 
peded in  his  pursuits  by  the  conduct  of 
the  rev.  Gentleman.  He  would  now  pro- 
ceed to  shew  the  consequence  of  the  peti- 
tioner's not  submitting  to  the  Imposition 
of  20  per  cent  on  an  already  overcharged 
composition,  by  stating  that  the  petitioner 
was  decreed  in  the  costs  of  the  suit  for  llie 
claim  of  turnips    pecked^  which    claim 
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amoiinted  to  3/.  6i.»  though  valued  at  no 
more  than  at  305.  He  would  now  just 
state  the  items,  and  he  was  thereby  en- 
abled to  make  mention  of  the  honourable 
conduct  of  the  solicitor  and  counsel  for 
the  petitioner,  who  viewing  the  injustice 
of  the  case  had  acted  gratuitously,  only 
charging  expenses  out  of  pocket. 

Plaintffl^  costs  were  reduced  on  taxft*\    im     •    c 

tioo    from  t50L  to-..--/*"'^ 

P»id  a  Cominiiriooer     ....         38    10    0 

TlUie  of  turnips  claimed    .      .      -  8     6   0 
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PUIntilTb  (UieVifiti'i)  demaaid    •      - 
FeUtionn's  (the  defendant'i)  Solicitor '• 


-  SOT    18    5 
110    10    6 
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Total  paid      .     •    £S1S    8    11 

for  the  demand  of  66s.  Tithe  of  turnips 
valued  at  SOs.  that  had  been  pecked  up 
in  advance  of  the  fold,  and  which  being 
under  10/.  might  have  been  settled  out  of 
Court.  Capt.  P.  then  read  the  petition, 
which  prayed  for  a  speedy  and  compul- 
sory Commutation  of  Tithes. 

Mr.  Estcourt  felt  obliged  to  say,  that 
he  could  not  think  that  the  case  had  been 
fairly  stated.  It  was  impossible  that  the 
reverend  gentleman  would  have  run  the 
risk  of  expending  upwards  of  200/.,  for 
the  purpose  of  recovering  the  trifling  sum 
of  3/.  6s.  if  he  could  have  gone  before  a 
magistrate.  The  only  object  of  the  peti- 
tion appeared  to  him  to  be  to  show  the 
hardship  of  the  proceeding  in  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  and  to  lay  before  the  House 
the  fact  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  having 
taken  a  wrong  view  of  the  matter.  If 
such  were  the  object  of  the  petition,  it 
was  properly  enough  brought  before  the 
House.  If  such  were  really  the  intention 
the  House  would  take  time  to  consider  of 
the  case  before  coming  to  a  decision.  He, 
for  one,  was  inclined  to  believe  in  the  law 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  in  preference  to 
that  of  the  gallant  officer.  He  had  no 
doubt  but  that  the  clergyman  had  been 
driven  to  take  the  course  he  had  done. 

The  Attomey-Genei^al  said,  th'at  it 
seemed  to  him  a  very  proper  petition  to 
bring  before  the  House,  in  order  to  show 
the  state  of  the  law  of  the  land  as  it  at 
present  stood,  and  in  order  to  induce  the 
Legislature  to  alter  it.  He  must  protest, 
however,  against  that  House  being  in  any 
manner  considered  as  a  court  of  appeal 
from  any  of  the  courts  in  Westminster 
Hall.  Though  he  differed  from  the 
opinions  of  the  noble  Lord  who  decided 
the  case,  still  he  was  eminent  for  his  learn- 
ing and  impartiality,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
but  the  decree  was  made  in  strict  con- 


formity with  the  law  of  the  land.  In  fact, 
the  gallant  officer  had  stated  that  the  de- 
cision was  founded  npon  other  decisions 
of  150  years  ago.  It  was  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  during  that  time  there  had 
been  no  alteration  in  the  law,  and  the 
learned  Baron  was  bound  to  take  the  law 
as  he  found  it. 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  understand  the  pe- 
tition to  be  brought  forward  in  the  nature 
of  an  appeal  at  all,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  the  absolute  necessity  for  a  change 
in  the  law,  which,  as  it  now  stood,  obliged 
a  party  to  incur  an  expense  of  near  400/. 
in  the  recovery  of  a  paltry  sum  of  3/.  10;. 
It  was  all,  too,  for  the  support  of  the 
Church.  Would  any  one  say  that  tithes 
were  to  be  appropriated  to  other  than 
Church  purposes?  This  suit  was  for  the 
purpose  of  recovering  tithes,  therefore,  for 
the  support  of  the  Church,  which,  in  con- 
sequence of  these  iniquitous  suits,  had 
become  a  curse  to  the  country.  He 
trusted  that  the  Ministry  would  not  allow 
an  hour  to  pass  which  they  could  possibly 
avoid  before  bringing  in  an  alteration  in 
he  law  in  that  respect. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  thought  it  highly  unfair 
to  use  a  single  case  as  the  means  of  an  attack 
on  the  clergy  in  general.  Because  a  single 
instance  of  grievance  was  alleged,  was 
that  a  fair  ground  for  affixing  a  general 
stigma  on  the  whole  Church?  Besides, 
it  should  be  recollected  that  one-third  of 
the  tithes  in  England  belonged  to  laymen, 
and  if  oppression  was  suffered  in  conse- 
quence of  tithes,  the  whole  offence  was 
not  chargeable  to  the  Church.  What  was 
a  clergyman  to  do  if  this  tithe  were  not 
paid,  but  appeal  to  the  law  for  redress  ? 

Mr.  Gillon  looked  upon  the  petition  as 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
scandalous  oppression  which,  it  appeared 
to  him,  had  been  practised  in  this  case. 
The  clergyman  claimed  tithes  upon  turnips 
grown  in  a  field  upon  which  the  sheep  fed, 
of  whose  fleeces  he  was  afterwards  to  re- 
ceive the  tithe.  A  case  of  more  gross  ra- 
pacity was  never  witnessed.  The  legal 
profession  had  been  accused  of  rapacity, 
but  so  great  was  the  impression  of  the 
hardship  inflicted  in  this  case,  that  the 
counsel  and  solicitor  acted  gratuitously, 
and  the  rapacity  was  all  transferred  to  the 
clergyman.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  soon  pass  a  law  for  the  commuta* 
tion  of  tithes. 

Lord  Sandon  thought  it  was  rather 
hard  upon  individuals  who  had  no  oppor- 
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tuntty  of  defeoding  themselves,  that  they 
should  be  wantonly  assailed  in  that  House. 
In  what  other  place  but  that  did  they 
find  judges  deciding  upon  the  representa- 
tion of  one  party,  and  reprobating  those 
who  had  not  even  the  opportunity  of  de- 
fending themselves  ?  There  was  nothing 
more  valuable  than  the  right  of  petition  ; 
but  there  was  no  right  which  was  so  much 
abused'  in  its  being  made  the  means  of 
assailing  the  character  of  others.  A  ty- 
rannical use  was  made  of  it ;  and  there 
was  nothing  hon.  Gentlemen  should  be 
more  careful  of  than  in  their  comments 
upon  petitions  which  libelled  the  cha- 
racters of  those  who  were  absent.  Upon 
the  face  of  the  petition  which  had  been 
presented  the  entire  facts,  it  was  evident, 
had  not  been  stated.  There  must  have 
been  some  motive  beyond  that  of  recover- 
ing 30s,  to  induce  any  one  to  go  to  an 
expense  of  200/.  What  was  the  situation 
of  the  clergyman?  He  depended  upon 
the  payment  by  his  flock  of  certain  dues. 
In  certain  cases  these  were  withheld,  and 
if  he  enforced  his  claim,  he  was  called  an 
oppressor,  and  if  he  did  not  he  might 
starve.  Again  he  implored  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  be  somewhat  delicate  in  their 
attacks  upon  the  characters  of  those  who 
were  not  present  to  defend  themselves. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  protested  against 
these  attacks  on  the  clergy  in  general  as 
most  unjust  and  undeserved.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  release  the 
clergy  from  these  annoyances,  by  securing 
to  them  a  fair  provision. 

Captain  Pechell,  in  reply,  delared  that 
he  threw  back  all  the  insinuations  levelled 
against  himself  and  the  petitioner,  and 
though  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
begged  to  enter  his  protest  as  usual,  he 
(Captain  Pechell)  should  also  enter  his 
against  any  interference  that  there  was 
any  thing  contained  in  the  petition  which 
he  was  not  prepared  to  prove.  The  case, 
unfortunately,  was  not  a  novel  one ;  there 
had  been  petitions  last  year  presented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hampshire,  express- 
ing the  alarm  felt  by  the  occupiers  of  the 
parishes  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
reverend  Mr.  Kemp,  at  the  decree  obtain- 
ed by  that  reverend  gentleman  in  the 
Court  of  Exchequer;  and  as  due  notice 
had  been  given  to  him  as  well  as  to  the 
late  Chief  Baron  that  the  petition  now  in 
his  (Captain  Pechell's)  hand  would  he 
presented  this  day,  there  was  no  cause,  at 
any  rate,  for  saying  an  opportunity  had 


not  been  afforded  of  rebutting  the  charges 
advanced  against  the  reverend  gentleman. 
This  petition  was  not  presented  unad- 
visedly, and  he  assured  the  House  that  he 
would  not  have  undertaken  its  advocacy 
had  there  been  the  slightest  cause  for 
suspecting  even  that  there  could  be  any 
concealed  fact  lying  behind,  as  was  as- 
sumed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
University.  It  was  very  clear  that  this 
petition  was  not  an  appeal  from  the  de- 
cision of  theCourtof  Exchequer,  for  its 
prayer  was  for  a  commutation  of  tithes. 
The  Attorney-General  had  mistaken  him 
in  saying  that  this  decree  was  founded  on 
cases  decided  150  years  ago.  What  he 
said  was,  that  the  Chief  Baron  asserted 
that  plaintiff's  case  was  supported  by  con- 
current decisions ;  but  all  the  cases  pro- 
duced were  decided  "  120  years  ago,  and 
were  for  turnips  severed  and  drawn  and 
removed  either  for  sale  or  for  feeding 
cattle  and  cows."  This  claim  and  annoy- 
ance for  tithe  of  turnips,  although  unpre- 
cedented in  this  country,  had  been  at- 
tempted in  Spain ;  and  singular  enough 
was  it  that  he  should  have  discovered 
such  a  fact  at  this  precise  moment.  In 
1 828,  the  Ecclesiastical  Chapter  of  Sara- 
gossa  demanded  the  tithe  of  turnips  from 
the  market  gardeners,  who  resisted  the 
imposition  as  illegal  and  oppressive ;  and 
the  question  was  decided  by  the  primary 
tribunal  in  favour  of  the  gardeners.  But 
mark  what  followed.  It  was  brought  be- 
fore a  higher  court  where  the  influence  of 
churchmen  prevailed,  and  the  exaction 
was  confirmed.  The  people,  however, 
paraded  the  streets  and  blockaded  the 
town,  and  cried  "  long  live  the  king,  and 
no  tithe  on  vegetables.*'  The  Captain 
General,  to  put  an  end  to  the  tumult,  de- 
clared that  the  tithe  should  not  be  further 
exacted,  and  that  the  seizure  should  be 
taken  off.  The  petitioner  now  placed  his 
case  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  suffering, 
as  he  was  under  the  costs  of  the  suit, 
which  decided  that  no  turnips  could  be 
pecked  in  advance  of  the  fold,  which  law 
went  forth  into  the  country  to  the  alarm 
of  those  who  had  flocks.  Although  it 
had  been  said  that  blood  could  not  be 
obtained  from  a  turnip,  he  trusted  thnt 
this  petition  would  be  toe  means  of  draw- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
branch  of  the  subject  when  the  Tithe  Bill 
came  before  it. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
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Lord  Eliot's  Mission.]  Mr.  Thomas 
Duncombey  in  moving  according  to  the 
notice  which  he  had  given,  for  the  pro* 
duction  of  papers  relating  to  the  Conven* 
tton  that  had  been  entered  into  respecting 
the  prisoners  taken  by  either  of  the  beU 
ligerent  armies  in  the  north  of  Spain, 
could  not  help  observing  that  there  was 
no  similar  instance  in  our  Parliamentary 
history  where  foreign  politics  and  the  re- 
lations of  foreign  powers  with  this 
country  had  been  so  much  disregarded — 
he  might  almost  say  totally  neglected — 
as  they  had  been  during  the  present 
Session  :  therefore  it  was,  that  he  was  par- 
ticularly anxious  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to^the  subject.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  it  would  have  a  mischievous 
effect  oil  the  internal  affairs  of  Spain,  if 
the  lips  of  Members  of  that  House  re- 
mained longer  closed  on  the  subject  of 
the  Convention.  He  lamented  that  he 
did  not  see  in  his  place  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  he  re- 
gretted it  the  more  particularly,  for  if 
there  was  one  branch  of  foreign  policy 
more  than  another  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  evinced  a  lively  interest  in  the 
establishment  of  freedom  abroad,  it  was 
in  the  conduct  and  opinions  he  had 
manifested  with  regard  to  the  Peninsula, 
to  the  distracted  state  of  which  he  (Mr. 
Duncombe)  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House.  When  Lord  Eliot  and 
Colonel  Gurwood  were  sent  to  Spain,  he 
put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord,  then 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  to 
ascertain  whether  the  object  of  the 
mission  was  to  promote  or  oppose  Don 
Carlos  in  endeavouring  to  obtain  the 
Crown  of  Spain?  This  question  was 
asked  in  consequence  of  an  observation 
made  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  a 
speech  he  delivered  in  August  last  year. 
On  the  occasion  he  alluded  to,  Lord  Mel- 
bourne was  asked  respecting  Colonel 
Caradoc  being  sent  into  the  Peninsula, 
when  that  noble  Lord  answered,  that  the 
gallant  Officer  had  been  sent  there,  that 
the  British  Government  might  be  more 
quickly  as  well  as  more  accurately  in- 
formed as  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  that 
quarter.  The  Duke  of  Wellington  then 
observed  with  respect  to  the  mission  of 
Colonel  Caradoc,  that  it  was  not  usual  to 
send  persons  to  the  head-quarters  of  an 
army  unless  as  a  sort  of  ally,  and  with 
the  intention  of  giving  countenance  to 
th^  caase«    His   object,   then,  was  to 


know  whether  Lord  Eliot  and  Colonel  Gur- 
wood went  to  the  head-quarters  of  Don 
Carlos  as  a  sort  of  ally.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Mahon)  replied,  at  the  time  he  had 
just  alluded  to,  that  the  object  of  the  Go- 
vernmjBnt  in  sending  out  the  two  Commis- 
sioners was  to  put  an  end  to  the  system 
of  warfare  then  prevailing.  He  alluded 
to  the  destruction  of  the  villages,  the 
massacre  of  the  inhabitants,  the  putting  to 
death  the  soldiers  taken  on  each  side,  and 
said  that  no  part  of  the  object  they  had 
in  view  was  to  support  in  any  way  the 
cause  of  Don  Carlos.  Now  he  would 
ask  whether  any  mission  that  could  be 
sent  out  was  more  likely  to  advance  a 
cause  than  this  was  to  promote  the  suc- 
cess of  the  usurpation  of  Don  Carlos.  H^ 
wished  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  the  re- 
lations this  country  bore  to  Spain  and 
Portugal  and  France  in  August  last,  when 
the  treaty  had  been  entered  into  which 
was  known  by  the  name  of  the  Quadri- 
partite Treaty.  In  this  treaty  Spain  and 
Portugal  mutually  engaged  to  assist  each 
other  in  expelling  the  persons  who  at- 
tempted to  usurp  the  thrones  of  those 
countries  from  Spain  and  Portugal,  and 
England  and  France  were  contracting 
parties  to  this  treaty.  France  engaged  to 
co-operate  in  any  manner  that  the  other 
three  Allied  Powers  agreed,  to  promote 
the  objects  of  the  Treaty,  and  bound  her- 
self that  no  arms,  ammunition,  or  armed 
men  should  depart  from  that  country  for 
the  service  or  to  promote  the  cause  of  the 
Pretender  to  the  throne  of  Spain;  and 
England  engaged  toco-operate  withanaval 
force  and  to  afford  assistance  by  arms  or 
ammunition  to  the  legitimate  sovereign  of 
the  Peninsula.  This  had  been  designated 
an  abominable  treaty  in  another  place,  he 
supposed  because  if  it  had  been  carried 
properly  into  effect  that  it  must  have  put 
an  end  to  Don  Carlos's  progress  in  Spain. 
Notwithstanding  this  treaty  it  appeared 
that  British  Commissioners  had  been  sent 
to  Don  Carlos  under  a  plea  of  humanity, 
although  he  had  been  proclaimed  a 
traitor  in  Spain,  and  had  been  virtually 
acknowledged  to  be  so  by  both  England 
and  France.  The  convention  which  had 
been  entered  into  with  him  could  have  no 
other  result  than  to  give  a  more  per-, 
manent  form  to  that  person's  authority 
than  otherwise  would  have  been  the  case, 
and  to  continue  that  waste  of  human  life 
and  those  acts  of  treachery  and  cruelty 
which  the  parties  who  promoted  it  con« 
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tended  they  entered  into  with  a  wish  to 
stop.    With  both  Colonel  Gurwood  and 
Lord  Eliot  he  had  been  many  vears  ac- 
quainted, and  for  both  of  them  he  enter- 
tained the  highest  feelings  of  respect.  He 
believed  that  a  more   amiable    man  in 
private  life  than  Lord  Eliot  did  not  exist, 
or  a  more  upright  man  in  public  life ;  but 
he  only  complained  of    them    now    as 
agents  of  a  Government  whose  system  of 
foreign  policy  he  was  opposed  to.     He 
found,  by  the  public   papers,   that  the 
Convention  was  to  place  the  soldiers  of 
the  usurper,  or  rather  these  traitors  to  their 
country,  on  the  same  footing  as  the  sol- 
diers of  the  Queen.    The  object  of  those 
persons  who  were  to  be  protected  was  to 
subvert  a  Government  which  this  country, 
by  a  solemn  treaty^  had  declared  to  be 
legitimate.     One  of  the  articles  of  this 
Convention  stated,  that  "during  the  pre- 
sent contest  no  person  whatever  should 
be  deprived  of  life  on  account  of  political 
opinions,  without  being  judged  and  con- 
demned previously  according  to  the  laws, 
decrees  and  ordinances  existing  in  Spain." 
He  should  like  to  know  how  this  agree- 
ment could  operate,  unless  to  give  force  to 
the  decrees  and  ordinances  of  Don  Carlos. 
That  person  contended  that,  as  an  abso- 
lute monarch,  whatever  he  made  a  decree 
became  a  law  of  the  land.     He  should  like 
also  to  know  what  difference  there  would 
be  in  the  treatment  of  the  Spanish  soldiers 
or  the  British  volunteers,  m   any  decree 
made  by  theperson  he  alluded  to.  In  hisopin* 
ion,  there  never  had  been  anything  more 
monstrous  than  this  part  of  the  Convention, 
for  it  conferred  power  on  men  in  a  country 
where,  by  their  conduct,  they  had  divested 
themselves  of  all  the  rights  they  had  pre- 
viously possessed.     He  bad  an  authority, 
which  he  would  quote,  which  authorised 
him  in  saying  that  Don  Carlos  had  put 
himself  out  of  the  protection  of  the  law  of 
all  nations.    The  authority  he  alluded  to 
was  Vattel,  who  said  that  those  who  took 
arms  with  traitors  might  be  charged,  and 
were  responsible,  for  all  the  horrors  of  the 
war,  and  for  the  outrages  and  crimes  com- 
mitted in  it.    In  this  case,  however,  the 
rights  of  loyal  soldiers  were  put  on  exactly 
the  same  footing  as  rebels ;  and  yet  they 
were  told  that  the  Convention  had  only 
been  entered  into  from  a  feeling  of  hu- 
manity.    He  should  like  to  know  where 
was  this  humanity  the  late  Government 
was  so  anxious  to  display,  when   they 
luffered  Poland  to  bo  devaitated|  and  that 


brave  people  to  be  removed  into  distant 
and  barbarous  countries  ?  What  would  the 
Autocrat  of  Russia  have  said,  if  we  had 
sent  to  him  Commissioners,  to  say  that  no 
Poles  should  be  punished  until  thev  had 
been  tried  and  condemned  by  the  Polish 
laws?  There  was  another  occasion  in 
Spain,  when  it  might  have  been  thought 
that  humanity  would  have  dictated  inter- 
ference; he  meant  when  Torriios  and  his 
companions  had  been  murdered  at  Malaga. 
They  never  heard  of  interference  dictated 
by  humanity  in  such  cases  as  these, because 
the  cruelties  were  perpetrated  by  despots. 
The  late  Ministers  made  no  attempt  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  outrages  on  one  side,  but 
they  determined  to  prevent  the  extreme 
punishment  being  inflicted  hn  those  who 
bad  carried  civil  war  into  the  country. 
This  was  not  the  only  form  in  which 
liberty  had  been  injured  by  the  late  Con- 
vention. Tliey  had  bad  an  intimation  of 
what  had  taken  place  in  a  conversation 
between  Louis  Philippe  and  the  British 
Commissioners,  a  conversation  most  com^ 
plimcntary  and  encouraging  to  Don  Carlos 
and  his  party,  and  injurious  to  the  cause 
of  the  Queen.  He  trusted  that  he  should 
have  that  conversation  explained  at  least, 
for  he  knew  that  it  could  not  be  denied. 
If  this  was  not  explained  satisfactorily,  he 
should  like  to  know  how  they  could  place 
any  reliange  on  the  Commissioners.  He 
knew  that  arms  and  ammunition  had  been 
sent  from  this  country  to  Don  Carlos,  and 
nobody  could  doubt  that  the  Neapolitan 
Court  sided  with  that  person.  Was  not 
the  promotion  of  tl)c  liberties  of  the 
Peninsula  a  fit  subject  for  British  talent  ? 
Spain  now  looked  to  England  alone,  as 
she  had  repeatedly  done  before,  to  protect 
her  independence.  Her  liberties  now 
trembled  m  the  balance ;  and  he  believed, 
that  if  the  House  of  Commons  would 
speak  out,  and  would  repudiate  the  terms 
of  the  Convention,  that  it  was  not  too  late. 
He  would  not  trouble  the  House  at  greater 
length,  but  would  conclude  with  observing, 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  ask  for  any  papers 
that  would  affect  any  negotiation  in  pro- 
gress, but  only  for  such  information  as 
would  throw  a  light  on  the  subject  of  the 
negotiations.  He  concluded  by  moving 
that  an  Address  be  presented  to  his  Ma* 
jesty,  praying  that  he  would  order  to  be 
laid  before  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  In- 
structions sent  to  Lord  Eliot  and  Colonel 
Gurwood  upon  their  late  mission  to  Spain, 
tog etbi(  yfiih  Cppiei  Qf  «U  Reporti  ai4 
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CommiiDicatioos  made  to  the  British 
Goyemipent  by  those  Commissioners ;  and 
also  for  a  Copy  of  any  CooventioQ  for  the 
exchange  of  prisoners  proposed  by  Lord 
Eliot,  and  signed  by  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  of  the  armies  in  the  provinces  of 
Guipuscoa,  Alava,  Biscay,  and  the  king- 
dom of  Navarre. 

Lord  John  Russell  said  that,  in  the  first 
place,  he  had  to  apologise  for  the  absence 
of  bis  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  forForeign 
Affairs.  He  would  have  been  present,  had 
it  not  been  that  he  had  been  required  to 
attend  his  Majesty  at  Windsor.  With  regard 
'to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  begged 
to  state  that  he  had  seen  the  Convention 
that  had  been  entered  into  by  Lord  Eliot 
and  Colonel  Garwood  between  the  com- 
manders of  the  contending  armies  in  the 
Biscayau  provinces,  and  his  Majesty's 
Government  would  have  no  objection  to 
lay  it  before  the  House.  With  respect  to 
the  instructions  given  to  Colonel  Gurwood, 
he  begged  to  observe  that  he  did  not 
believe  that  there  was  any  instance  of  any 
instructions  having  been  made  public; 
and  he  doubted  whether  it  would  not  be 
found  extremely  inconvenient  to  lay  in- 
structions of  this  nature  before  Parliament. 
With  respect  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Motion,  that  all  the  reports  and  communi- 
cations of  Lord  Eliot  and  Colonel  Gurwood 
should  be  laid  before  the  House,  he  must 
say  that  such  a  course  was  most  unusual, 
and  it  would  not  be  fur  the  convenience  of 
his  Majesty's  service,  or  for  the  promotion 
of  the  public  good,  to  lay  the  papers 
before  Parliament.  His  hon.  Friend  was 
aware  that  the  contest  going  on  in  Spain 
had  been  carried  on  with  great  fierceness 
on  both  sides,  and  a  Convention  had  been 
entered  into  between  the  two  parties, 
tlirougb  the  intervention  of  the  Commis- 
sioners^ to  diminish  the  shedding  of  human 
blood*  He  did  not  think  that  it  would  be 
proper  to  lay  before  the  House  any  portion 
of  the  documents,  until  they  could  be 
wholly  laid  on  the  Table.  With  respect 
to  the  general  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
he  would  only  say,  that  the  object  of  send* 
ing  the  Commissioners  out  was  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  useless  bloodshed  going  on  in 
Spain,  and  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
war  was  carried  on  in  Spain.  From  the 
papers  he  had  seen  in  the  Foreign*  office, 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  seemed  to  have 
carried  into  effect  most  fairly  and  strictly 
the  provisions  of  the  treaty  signed  last 
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not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  in  the 
charge  he  had  brought  against  the  late 
Government  of  not  having  acted  with  good 
faith  with  respect  to  that  treatv. 

Dr.  Bowring  said,  he  would  be  the  last 
person  in  the  House  to  urge  the  production 
of  papers  in  any  case  in  which  their  being 
furnished  would  be  likely  to  embarrass  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  He  fel( 
bound  to  add,  however,  that  it  was  with 
ereat  gratification  that  he  saw  this  subject 
mtroduced  to  the  notice  of  the  House. 
The  people  of  Spain  were  looking,  with 
great  anxiety,  to  what  was  the  feeling  of 
this  country  with  respect  to  the  great 
struggle  in  which  they  were  engaged.  In 
that  country  existed  all  the  elements  ne* 
cessary  to  the  establishment  of  their  future 
liberty;  the  slightest  expression  of  sym* 
pathy  on  the  part  of  England  would  in« 
sure  their  complete  developement.  No  one 
who  had  not  visited  Spain  could  judge  of 
the  degree  of  affection  which  was  there 
felt  towards  this  country,  or  of  the  extent 
to  which  she  relied  on  us  for  countenance 

« 

and  encouragement ;  no  one  who  had  not 
visited  Spain  could  know  how  completely 
our  interests  were  associated  with  hers,  or 
how  intimately  were  connected  with  her 
success,  in  her  present  struggle,  the  cause 
of  Reform  in  this  country,  and  of  general 
freedom.  If  there  was  any  deficiency  of 
sympathy  in  this  country  with  the  cause 
of  good  government  in  Spain,  it  might  be 
referred  to  the  fact  that  the  Spanish  go- 
vernment had  not  rendered  justice  to  the 
Spanish  people.  Don  Carlos,  in  the  North, 
had  associated  himself  with  certain  popular 
feelings ;  and  the  existing  government  of 
Spain  had  experienced  much  difficulty, 
because  it  had  not,  by  liberal  measures, 
sufficiently  identified  itself  with  the  in- 
terests of  the  people.  The  name  of  Don 
Carlos  had  been  associated  by  the  people 
with  ancient  and  popular  institutions,  and 
the  government  of  the  Queen  had  perilled 
its  cause  from  a  want  of  liberality.  It  had 
not  found  a  response  to  its  call  in  the 
hearts  of  the  people;  it  had  not  even 
courted  an  alliance  with  them;  it  had 
shackled  the  press,  and  instead  of  acting 
on  principles  of  freedom  and  liberality, 
had  adopted  the  maxims  of  arbitrary  power. 
If  the  Spanish  government  acted  as  it 
ought,  there  was  no  danger  for  the  cause. 
No  country  in  the  world  was  better  cal* 
culated  for  popular  institutions ;  and  the 
time  might  arrive  when  Spain  would  be  aa 
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with  which  everything  exalted  was  asso- 
ciated. It  could  not  be  too  often  repeated 
that  there  was  no  country  in  which  more 
of  the  elements  of  freedom  existed  than  in 
Spain.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  its  go- 
vernment would  associate  itself  with  the 
recollections  of  ancient  greatness,  and 
establish  a  system  of  constitutional  free- 
dom on  a  sound  and  enduring  basis. 

Viscount  Mahon  concurred  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  regretting  the  absence  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Foreign  Department,  because,  though 
that  noble  Lord  was,  of  course,  bound  to 
obey  the  summons  of  his  Majesty,  yet  it 
would  have  been  much  more  satisfactory 
to  have  heard  from  the  noble  Lord  himself, 
who,  from  the  office  beheld,  must  be  much 
more  conversant  with  them,  a  statement 
of  some  of  the  details  connected  with  this 
subject.     He  only  expressed  his  personal 
feelings  when  he  declared  his  regret  that 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  thought  it  his 
duty  to  refuse  the  papers  for  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fiusbury  moved;  but 
the  noble  Lord  having  said,  that  not  to 
refuse  the  papers  would  be  to  establish  a 
bad  precedent,  and  to  take  a  course  which 
would  be  inconvenient  to  the  public  service, 
he  considered  himself  bound  to  yield  his 
assent  to  the  noble  Lord's  objection.     He 
begged  to  inform  the  House,  however,  that 
he  was  authorized  by  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington to  state  that,  as  far  as  his,  the 
noble  Duke's,  feelings  and  wishes  were 
concerned,  he  was  not  only  willing,  but 
desirous  that  his  instructions    to    Lord 
Eliot,  his  dispatches  to  Lord  Eliot,  and 
also  that  the  previous  correspondence  from 
Madrid  —  indeed,  that  everything  which 
could  bear  on  the  present  Question  should 
be  produced.     He  was,  at  the  same  time, 
authorized  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington  to 
state,  that  he  did  not  in  the  least  wish  to 
press  on  his  Majesty's  Government  to  pro- 
duce papers  that  they  thought  ought,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  be  withheld ;  but  the 
noble  Duke  was  persu.^.ded  that  the  more 
closely  this  question  was  examined  in  all 
its  bearings,  the  more  it  would  be  seen 
how  completely  unfounded  were  the  attacks 
which  had  been  made  on  his  Administra* 
tion.  He  confessed  he  had  witnessed,  with 
great  surprise,  the  attacks  on  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  in  connexion  with  this  sub- 
ject ;  and  he  alluded  not  merely  to  those 
of  this  evening,  but  also  to  others  out  of 
this  House.  If  ever  there  was  a  transaction 
which  he  should  have  thought  was  beyond 


the  reach  of  party  spirit  — -  which   was 
founded  on  no  principles  but  those  of 
justice  and  humanity — which  was  stained 
by  no  motive  mean  or  sordid — he  should 
say,  it  was  that  convention  which  tho 
Duke  of  Wellington  so  judiciously  framed, 
and  which  Lord  Eliot  so  ably  and  judici- 
ously executed.     He  trusted  he  might  be 
allowed  to  add  that,  in  his  opinion,  and, 
if  he  were  not  misinformed ,  also  in  the 
opinion  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  Lord 
Eliot  had  done  himself  great  credit  by  the 
skill,  judgment,  and  temper  with  which 
he  had  conducted  that  difficult  negotta<» 
tion.     He  hoped  the  country  would,  at 
some  future  time,  derive  the  great  advant- 
ages  of  Lord  Eliot  being  employed  in  some 
still  more  difficult  and  important  mission. 
To  return  to  the  Convention :  he  really 
could  scarcely  believe  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  could  be  aware  of  the 
system  of  barbarity  which  previously  ex- 
isted.    In  Navarre  the  prisoners  on  both 
sides  were,  on  being  taken,  cruelly  treated, 
and  a  few  hours  afterwards  killed.     If  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  more  fully  informed 
on  these  points,  he  would  surely  not  have 
indulged  in  the   observations  he  made, 
he  would  surely  not  have   disapproved 
of  a   transaction    which  tended   to  put 
an  end  to  such  a  system.     He  was  per- 
suaded that   the    hon.    Member  would 
have  taken  a  very  different  view  of  tlie 
subject,  if  he  could  only  have  witnessed 
that  which  the  letters  of  Lord  Eliot  and 
Colonel  Gurwood  described.  They  stated, 
that  on  the  very  evening  when  Lord  Eliot 
reached  the  head-quarters    of    Zumala- 
carreguy  there  were  twelve  or  6fteen  pri- 
soners that,  had  been  taken  in  the  course 
of  the  day,  and  were  ordered  to  be  shot 
the  next  morning ;  but  Lord  Eliot  inter- 
ceded to  save  them,  and  Zumalacarreguy 
acceded  to  his  request.     When  the  pri- 
soners were  informed  that  they  owed  their 
lives  to  Lord  Eliot's  humanity,  they  natu- 
rally expressed  the  greatest  joy  and  the 
deepest  gratitude  to  their  deliverer.     If 
such    facts   as  these   had  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  and  to  the  House  generally,  he  was 
confident  that  a  very  different    feeUng 
must    prevail.      He  thought  the  ques- 
tion one  in  which   all  civilized  nations 
were  interested.     Not  only  ought  nations 
to  be  bound  together  by  the  commoQ 
feelings  of  civilization  and  humanity,  but 
as  they  were  all  exposed  to  the  chance  of 
civil  war,  it  was  to  their  interest  to  pn-t 
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vent  a  precedent  being  set  for  a  most 
rancorous  and  exterminating  animosity 
being  indulged  in.  But  the  bon.  Member 
!br  Finsbury  stated  that  this  Convention 
was  unfavourable  to  the  established  Go- 
vernment of  Spain.  So  far  from  that 
being  the  case  he  could  assert  that  the 
mission  was  undertaken  with  the  full  con- 
cunence  of  General  Alava;  the  Conven- 
tion was  submitted  to  him  before  Lord 
Eliot's  departure,  and  he  most  completely 
concurred  in  it.  He  would  refer,  also,  to 
a  declaration  made  by  Martinez  de  la 
Rosa,  a  statesman  whose  talents  and 
public  character  were,  as  they  ought 
to  be  universally  respected.  In  answer 
to  an  attack  made  in  the  Chamber,  of 
Procnradores  by  Signior  Galiano,  that 
eminent  statesman  took  the  opportunity 
of  defending  every  point  of  the  Convention 
as  favourable  to  the  Queen's  interest,  and 
to  the  Queen's  Government.  Martinez  de 
la  Rosa  not  content  however  with  that, 
went  on  to  bear  testimony  to  the  conduct 
of  the  late  Administration  in  a  manner  so 
gratifying  to  his  feelings  that  he  trusted 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  bring  it  to 
their  recollection.  The  Minister  to  whom 
he  was  adverting  stated  with  reference  to 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tamworth  that 
**  He  roust  say  all  their  official  conduct 
towards  Spain  had  been  marked  by  a  strict 
and  honourable  fulfilment  of  the  treaties, 
and  every  act  of  theirs  bespoke  a  wish 
to  befriend  the  Queen's  Government." 
This  was  after  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  resigned 
office,  80  that  there  could  not  have  existed 
any  political  interest  to  prompt  the  gratify- 
ing testimony  borne.  He  would  also  beg 
leave  to  refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  a 
letter  he  perhaps  had  seen  in  the  public 
papers  from  General  Cordova,  and  which 
appeared  in  the  Spanish  papers  on  the 
19ih  of  last  month.  That  General,  who 
was  second  in  command  in  the  armv  of 

m 

the  Queen  of  Spain,  entered,  in  that  letter, 
into  a  defence  of  every  article  of  the 
treaty.  The  letter  stated  that  the  lives  of 
not  less  than  five  hundred  of  the  Queen's 
soldiers,  and  one  hundred  of  the  urban- 
guards,  had  been  saved  in  consequence  of 
the  Convention.  Perhaps,  however,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wbuld  say,  *'Ye8,  but 
much  greater  advantages  were  derived 
from  the  Convention,  by  the  Carlists;  how 
many  of  them  were  saved  V  His  reply 
would  be— not  one.    General   Cordova 


stated  that  not  one  of  Don  Carlos's  army 
received  any  advantage  from  the  Conven- 
tion. Now,  unless  t£e  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  thought  he  better  understood  the 
interest  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  than  the 
Queen's  Prime  Minister,  or  than  the 
Queen's  own  General,  or  than  the 
Queen's  own  Minister  in  London — un- 
less the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  this,  it 
really  did  appear  to  him  that  he  had 
given  such  testimony  as  must  change  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  sub- 
ject. In  the  Convention  as  at  first  pro- 
posed, the  Queen's  General  suggested 
several  alterations,  which  were  agreed  to. 
He  would  also  add  to  the  list  of  facts 
he  had  furnished,  that  after  the  Conven- 
tion was  proposed  atid  signed  by  Lord 
Eliot  and  General  Zumalacarreguy,  at  that 
time  it  being  considered  only  a  stipula- 
tion, the  Queen  attached  great  import* 
tance  to  its  being  converted  into  a  Conven- 
tion, so  that  the  Convention  was  as  much 
the  act  of  the  Queen  of  Spain's  Govern- 
ment as  it  was  that  of  the  late  Adminis- 
tration. He  would  take  this  opportunity 
of  adverting  to  a  notice  he  had  thought 
right  to  give  of  a  Motion  relating  to  the 
recent  Order  in  Council;  he  had  no  wish 
to  interfere  inconveniently  with  the  busi- 
ness conducted  by  the  Government^  but 
he  thought  the  House  would  feel  that  if  the 
subject  was  to  be  discussed  at  all,  there 
ought  not  to  be  much^  delay  in  bringing 
it  forward.  When  that  Motion  came 
before  the  House  he  could  enter  more 
fully  into  matters  respecting  Spain,  than 
he  should  feel  himself  justified  in  doing  on 
the  present  occasion.  He  believed,  how- 
ever it  would  be  found  that  the  Conven- 
tion concluded  by  Lord  Eliot  would  be 
honourable  to  the  English  Government, 
beneficial  to  the  Government  of  Spain, 
and  .worthy  the  high  character  this  country 
had  always  borne,  and  which  he  trusted 
it  would  always  be  the  wish  of  this  House 
to  adhere  to  and  maintain. 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelhatn  was  understood 
to  argue  against  the  principle  of  inter- 
ference in  the  civil  wars  of  neighlx>uring 
States,  and  the  danger  of  establishing  a 
precedent  for  foreign  interference  in  Eng- 
land. What,  he  would  ask,  would  Oliver 
Cromwell  have  said  if  Louis  14th  had 
claimed  a  right  to  interfere  to  protect  the 
Royalist  prisoners  taken  during  the  wars 
of  the  Commonwealth,  when  England  was 
struggling  for  liberty  ?  As  he  had  men- 
tioned the  name  of  Cromwell  he  must  do 
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him  the  justice  to  say,  that^ehad  humanely 
interposed  to  protect  the  French  Protest- 
ants who  had  been  driven  from  their 
country.  He  must  own  that  this  Convene 
tiop  appeared  to  be  undertaken  in  a  spirit 
of  humanity  which  claimed  the  approbation 
of  all  enlightened  men.  In  his  opinion,  the 
late  Administration  had  wisely  interfered 
for  the  promotion  of  humanity  without 
running  the  risk  of  incurring  expense  or 
provoking  further  contest. 

Colonel  Evans  could  not  see  the  neces- 
sity which  existed  for  the  present  Motion. 
The  Members  of  the  late  Government  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  call  for  the  pro- 
duction of  any  papers  to  vindicate  their 
characters  respecting  the  objects  they  had 
in  view  in  the  formation  of  the  Convention. 
Neither  did  the  present  Ministry  attempt 
to  arraign  those  motives,  or  to  cast  any 
blame  on  the  conduct  of  the  Commis- 
sioners who  executed  it.  On  the  contrary, 
they  had  given  their    predecessors   un- 

?[uali6ed  praise  for  this  portion  of  their 
breign  policy.  There  was,  therefore,  a 
perfect  coincidence  of  opinion  on  this  sub- 
ject between  the  parties  in  England  whose 
characters  and  interests  might  be  chiefly 
affected  by  it.  For  my  own  part  (said  the 
gallant  Colonel)  1  at  first  felt  somewhat 
uncertain  what  bad  been  the  effect  of  this 
measure  in  Spain,  and  made  anxious  and 
particular  inquiries  with  respect  to  its  ope- 
ration on  the  parties  whose  conduct  it  was 
intended  to  influence.  I  have  now,  how- 
ever, great  pleasure  in  stating  that,  from  all 
which  I  can  learn,  the  conduct  of  the 
noble  Duke  throughout  the  negotiation  has 
been  marked  by  an  entire  fidelity  to  existing 
treaties — to  the  honour  of  England  and  the 
obligations  she  had  entered  into  relative  to 
the  recognition  of  constitutional  liberty 
abroad.     I  now  feel  convinced  that  he  has 

Eursued  a  sound  and  faithful  as  well  as 
enevolent  policy  in  his  late  measures 
adopted  towards  Spain.  If  there  has 
been  anything  that  can  fairly  be  com- 
plained of  in  connexion  with  any  part  of 
the  transaction,  it  is  the  subsequent  indis- 
cretion of  a  gallant  acquaintance  of  mine, 
(Colonel  Ourwood)  relative  to  a  reported 
conversation  with  an  illustrious  individual 
abroad  (the  King  of  the  French)  as  stated 
in  the  newspapers.  I  have  little  doubt 
that  the  opinions  and  sentiments  attri- 
buted to  these  individuals  are  much  dis- 
torted in  the  statement  which  appeared ; 
but.  however  that  may  be,  no  blame  at- 
taches either  to  the  nobto  Duke  for  tbeipirit 


in  which  he  originated  the  Convention' 
or  to  the  Commissioners  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  carried  it  into  operation* 
On  the  contrary,  the  conduct  of  both  is 
the  just  theme  of  approbation  amongst 
those  whose  opportunities  of  observing 
its  effects  on  the  spot  entitle  them  to 
every  confidence. 

An  Hon,  Member  congratulated  the 
House  that  the  Question  had  been  brought 
forward,  as  it  had  elicited  so  much  to  be 
approved  of  in  the  conduct  of  those  who 
had  the  management  of  the  humane  nego- 
tiation as  well  as  the  honour  of  England 
in  their  hands.  He  was  inclined  to  give 
credit  to  Lord  John  Russell  for  his  motives 
in  withholding  the  papers  referred  to  at 
this  crisis.  It  was  highly  gratifying  to 
find  the  successors  of  those  who  had 
filled  the  most  important  trusts  coming 
forward  to  vouch  for  the  integrityi  honour, 
and  regard  to  public  faith  which  their  pre- 
decessors had  evinced  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties.  Indeed,  it  was  a  subject  of 
just  congratulation  to  Englishmen,  that 
notwithstanding  the  frequent  changes 
which  had  lately  taken  place  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  which  tended 
to  give  to  foreign  countries  an  impression 
of  the  instability  of  our  country,  but  one 
feeling  prevailed  as  to  the  execution  of 
the  treaties  which  had  been  entered  into. 
The  British  Government  might  be  pre- 
vented from  any  direct  interference  with 
the  state  of  Spajo,  but  he  thought  it  ad- 
visable that  on  every  occasion  the  subject 
should  be  brought  under  the  attention  of 
the  British  public,  and  that  every  possible 
opportunity  ought  to  be  taken  to  express 
a  sentiment  which  might  strengthen  the 
relations  of  amity  that  subsisted  between 
the  two  parties. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  after  the  satisfac- 
tory statement  of  the  noble  Lord  he  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
that  the  right  course  would  be  for  him  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  The  House  must 
be  perfectly  satisfied  with  what  this  Con- 
vention had  effected.  It  was  delightful 
to  understand  that  the  first  result  of  this 
stipulation,  or  Convention,  or  whatever  it 
was,  was  the  saving  of  human  life.  It 
appeared  that  the  Queen's  ministers  and 
generals  were  satisfied  with  the  ConveO'* 
tion  ;  therefore  he  did  not  see  why  any 
one  in  this  country  should  quarrel  with  it* 
He  would  once  more  express  his  hopa 

that  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  persevere 
with  bis  Motioat 
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Hn  Thomas  Buncombe  would  leave  his 
Motion  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Lord»  trusting  that  he  would  furnish  as 
much  information  as  be  conveniently 
could. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Disturbances  among  the  Labour- 
in  a  Poor.]     Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  rose  to 
move  for  copies  of  any  information  in  the 
possession  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
relative  to  the  recent  disturbances  among 
the  labouring  poor  in  Ampthill,  Bedford- 
shire ;  Chesham,  Bucks ;  and  Eastbourne, 
Sussex,     He  said  it  could  not  but  be 
matter  of  regret  that  in  attempting  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  new 
Poor-*Iaw,  some  disturbances  had  broken 
out.     Though  he  deprecated  them,  he 
could «not  be  altogether  surprised  at  them. 
There  were  some  points  in  that  measure 
which  he  thought  extremely  objectionable 
— there  were  some  points  in   it  which 
amounted  to  neither  more  nor  less  than 
saying  that  the  poor  were  strangers  to  the 
feelings  of  their  more  fortunate  fellow- 
creatures— that  their  nature  was  not  so 
sensitive  as  was  the  nature  of  the  higher 
classes.    When  he  saw  the  social  com- 
pact violated,  as  it  was  by  this  law,  he 
could  not  be  surprised  at  what  had  taken 
place;    and  he  feared  that,  before  they 
had  passed  through  the  winter,  other  cases 
of  a  similar  kind  to  those  he  was  now 
bringing  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  would  occur.     In   so  saying,  he 
spoke  not  his  individual  opinion  only,  but 
the  opinion  of  many  experienced  persons, 
among  whom  were  some  of  the  magistrates 
of  the  county  in  which  he  resided.     He 
thought  that  the  information  for  which  he 
was  oboni  to  move,  could  not  fail  to  show 
the  temper  of  the  people  towards  the  law 
in  question.    The  hon.  Gentleman  con* 
eluded  by  moving — *'  That  there  be  laid 
before  the  House  copies  of  any  information 
his  Majesty's  Government  may  have  re- 
ceived relative  to  the  recent  disturbances 
among  the  labouring  poor  in  the  parish 
of  Ampthill,  in  the  county  of  Bedford ; 
Chesham,  Bucks ;    and  Eastbourne,  Sus- 
sex." 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  only 
objection  he  had  to  the  production  of  the 
papers  was,  that  the  information  would 
come  before  the  House  in  a  better  way 
when  the  Commissioners  of  the  Poor-laws 
presented  their  Report,  and  they  informed 

Aim  that  thoy  would  be  able  to  do  lo  by 


the  end  of  this  month.  That  Report 
would  take  notice  of  any  riots  or  disturb- 
ances against  the  alterations  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  law  affecting  the  poor. 
He  had  desired  particularly  that  the  Re- 
port should  be  full  respecting  the  disturb- 
ances which  had  taken  place  in  East- 
bourne, Ampthill,  and  Chesham.  With 
respect  to  the  riots  in  Devonshire,  they 
were  caused  by  a  number  of  boys  and 
women,  who  misconstrued  the  intention 
of  the  Poor-laws.  These  persons  objected 
to  receiving  in  food  the  relief  which  theji 
had  been  accustomed  to  receive  in  money ; 
but  it  was  to  be  hoped  they  would  become 
reconciled  to  it.  The  advantage  of  the 
present  system  was,  that  the  giving  of  the 
food  afforded  substantial  relief,  but  when 
money  was  supplied,  it  was  too  often  car- 
ried to  the  gin-shop.  There  had  been  no 
disturbances  in  consequence  of  dissatis- 
faction with  the  Poor-laws  of  a  very  seri- 
ous character.  The  ordinary  police  had 
been  in  every  case  equal  to  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  riots.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  better  wait  for  the  inform- 
ation he  required  till  it  was  furnished  by 
the  general  Report. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  that  under- 
standing from  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
Report  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
would  be  shortly  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  he  would  not  press  his  Motion. 
He  sincerely  trusted  that  the  Report  would 
have  the  effect  of  removing  the  anxiety 
which  was  at  present  felt  by  many  persons 
as  to  the  consequences  of  efforts  to  carry 
the  Poor-laws  into  full  effect.  Under  the 
present  circumstances  he  begged  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Abolition  OF  Slavery.]  Mt,  Fowell 
Buxton  rose  pursuant  to  notice,  to  move 
"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  the  conditions  on  which 
the  20,000,000^.  were  granted  for  the 
Abolition  of  Slavery  have  been  complied 
with."  He  was  aware  that  he  might  ex« 
pect  considerable  opposition  to  the  Mo- 
tion ;  and  he  would  at  once  admit,  that 
the  honour  of  the  country  was  pledged, 
and  its  best  interests  committed,  to  the 
payment  of  the  20,000,000Z.  if  the 
planters  had  fulfilled  the  conditions  im- 
posed on  them,  and  observed  the  promises 
they  had  made.  He  was  prepared,  bow- 
ever,  to  show  that  the  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment had  not  been  fulfilled  by  the  planters; 

and|  that  no  uioim  or  apology  was  to  ba 
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found  in  the  conduct  of  the  negroes  for 
that  breach  of  faith.  In  entering  upon 
this  subject,  he  felt  that  the  part  he  had 
taken  with  respect  to  the  emancipation  of 
slaves  in  the  colonies,  imposed  upon  him 
at  the  present  period  a  duty  of  the  utmost 
responsibility,  and  from  which  he  could 
not  shrink  with  any  regard  to  consistency. 
From  the  terms  of  the  Motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  he  should  assuredly 
be  understood  to  allude  to  the  necessity 
there  existed  for  the  British  Parliament  to 
Ivatch,  with  an  attention  almost  amount- 
ing to  jealousy,  the  conduct  of  those  per- 
sons officially  intrusted  with  the  charge 
conferred  upon  them  by  the  Act  of  1833  ; 
the  object  of  which  was  to  relieve  the 
slave  population  of  our  West-India  pos- 
sessions from  the  infliction  of  the  lash, 
and  other  odious  evils,  inseparable  from  the 
state  of  degrading  servility  in  which  they 
were  held.  The  House  would  recollect 
the  high  tone  of  remonstrance  then  held 
by  several  hon.  Members  connected  with 
the  West-India  interests,  as  to  the  im- 
practicability of  the  measure  proposed  for 
extinguishing  the  hateful  relation  between 
the  slave  and  the  master ;  and  the  pro- 
phecy of  many,  that  the  measure  must 
fail  of  effecting  what  it  rashly  proposed  to 
accomplish.  Gentlemen,  he  sincerely 
hoped,  would  see  that  it  was  their  duty, 
under  the  circumstances  he  was  about  to 
detail,  to  take  some  decisive  step,  or  to 
adopt  a  positive  resolution  to  prevent  the 
money  apportioned  by  way  of  compensa- 
tion to  the  owners  of  slaves,  or  rather  as  the 
ransom  of  the  slaves  themselves  from  their 
state  of  bondage,  from  being  disbursed 
until  the  promises  and  stipulations  should 
have  been  fulfilled,  under  which  it  was 
announced  to  the  House  that  this  large 
sum  of  20,000,000/.  was  to  be  advanced 
to  the  owners  of  slaves,  by  way,  as  it  was 
termed,  of  compensation  for  the  loss  of 
the  services  of  their  slaves.  It  was  neces- 
sary that  he  should,  in  limine,  recall  to 
the  recollection  of  the  House  some  of  the 
melancholy  forebodings  indulged  in  as  to 
the  results  of  the  measure.  A  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  now  elevated  to  the  Peerage 
(Lord  Ash  burton),  spoke  with  considerable 
confidence,  inspired  by  his  general  know- 
ledge on  the  subject  of  our  commerce  and 
colonies,  and  even  went  so  far  as  to  pro- 
phesy what  would  be  the  effects  of  the 
total  emancipation  of  the  negroes  in  the 
West  Indies  from  slavery.  Recollecting 
these  prophetic  and  portentous  announce- 


ments, he  had  looked  with  attention  to 
the  returns  made  to  the  House  upon  this 
subject — returns  which,  so  far  from  sup- 
porting the  noble  Lord's  authority  as  a 
prophet,  showed  bow  completely  these 
confident  predictions  had  failed.  He 
would  read  to  the  House  an  extract  from 
Mr.  Baring's  speech  on  the  subject,  de- 
livered on  the  7th  of  June,  1833:— The 
hon.  Member  accordingly  read  a  long 
extract  from  that  Gentleman's  speech, 
for  which  see  Hansard's  Third  Series,  Vol. 
xviii.,  p.  492,  494.  Had  those  predic- 
tions, the  hon.  Member  continued,  been 
fulfilled  ?  Had  our  manufactures  and  com« 
merce  declined,  and  were  our  ships  rotting 
in  harbour  ?  As  to  the  price  of  sugar,  so 
far  from  being  doubled  or  trebled  in  conse- 
quence of  the  abolition  of  slavery,  it  was,  if 
anything,  rather  lower  than  it  had  been  for 
the  average  of  the  ten  years  preceding  the 
abolition  of  slavery.  He  wished  to  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whether  he  had  found  a  deficit 
of  3,000,000Z.  in  the  Sugar-duties?— 
Whether  the  emancipation  of  the  slaves 
had  been  attended  with  all  the  serious 
financial  difficulties  foretold  by  the  right 
hon  .Gentleman  ?  Had  our  West-Indian 
Colonies  separated  from  us  ?  The  hon. 
Member  expressed  his  desire  of  being 
taunted  at  the  end  of  two  years  as  a  false 
prophet.  He  had  not  recalled  the  hon. 
Member's  predictions  for  the  purpose  of 
taunting  him,  but  for  the  purpose  of  shew- 
ing, in  countries  where  slavery  still  con- 
tinued, such  as  America — and  where  the 
same  doctrines  were  current — hbw  little 
reliance  was  to  be  placed  on  bold  asser- 
tions and  confident  predictions  of  the  evils 
of  freedom,  even  when  they  came  recom- 
mended by  the  undoubted  probity  and 
peculiar  acquaintance  with  commerce  and 
colonies  of  the  late  Member  for  £ssex. 
In  reply  to  the  representations  made  by 
the  great  body  of  West- India  Proprietors, 
he  would  confidently  slate,  that  by  the 
slave  population  in  these  islands,  the  boon 
of  freedom  on  August  the  1st,  had  been 
received  in  a  way  which  would  have  done 
credit  to  the  most  enlightened  people. 
Had  he  said  five  years  ago  that  freedom 
granted  would  not  be  accompanied  with 
rivers  of  blood — with  scenes  of  unexam- 
pled desolation,  he  should  have  been  set 
down  as  an  enthusiast.  Now  the  real 
facts  were  before  them ;  it  was  saying  little 
to  assert,  that  no  blood  was  shed.  Not 
one  act  of  violence  was  committed— there 


921 


AbolUimn 


{JUKS  19} 


of  Savory* 


923 


was  no.  boisterous  merrimentT-no  uproar 
of  joy.  On  the  evening  of  the  31st  of 
Jufy,  as  the  moment  of  liberation  ^s 
approaching,  which  was  to  make  so  great 
a  change  on  them  and  their  condition, 
transforming  them  from  things,  and 
chattels,  and  brutes,  as  they  are  described 
in  Colonial  Acts,  into  citizens  and  sub- 
jects of  the  British  Empire,  with  her  laws 
and  her  power  to  defend  them  —  that 
moment  found  every  chapel  and  place  of 
worship  thronged  with  worshippers.  It 
passed  over  in  deep  and  solemn  silence, 
and  was  at  length  broken  by  a  burst  of 
praise  and  thanksgiving  to  that  Almighty 
Power  which  had  redeemed  them  from 
bondage;  and  the  day  which  was  to  have 
let  loose  the  rude  passions  of  a  savage 
multitude,  passed  over  in  profound  tran- 
quillity, and  in  acts  of  simple  and  grateful 
devotion.  So  passed  Friday,  the  1st  of 
August.  On  the  Sunday  the  Slaves  did 
that  which  we  had  so  long  in  vain  labour- 
ed for — they  abolished  the  Sunday  mar- 
kets. But  what  did  they  do  on  the  Mon- 
day morning  ?  Did  they,  which  had  been 
predicted  a  thousand  times,  refuse  and 
reject  all  labour  ?  Did  they  *'  pass  their 
hours  basking  in  the  sunshine  of  a  luxuri- 
ous but  languid  soil?"  In  1832  he  was 
examined  before  the  House  of  Lords,  for 
several  successive  days,  and  amongst  the 
multitude  of  questions  proposed  he  was 
asked : — "  Suppose  Emancipation  were 
granted  this  evening,  what  would  be  done 
to-morrow  morning?"  His  answer  was, — 
"  To-morrow  morning  is  an  early  day. 
Perhaps  they  will  enjoy  themselves  a  little. 
I  should  say^  that  on  the  following  Mon- 
day they  would  proceed  to  work."  Lord 
Sligo  was  sitting  by  at  the  time.  Lord 
Sligo  was  Governor  of  Jamaica  when  the 
liberation  was  effected,  and  these  are  his 
words: — "  The  1st  of  August,  the  day  of 
Emancipation,  was  devoted,  in  most  parts 
of  the  island,  to  devotional  services.  Sa- 
turday was  a  holiday.  On  Monday  the 
apprentices  turned  out  to  their  work,  with 
even  more  than  usual  readiness,  in  some 
cases  with  alacrity,  and  all  with  good 
humour."  He  was  compelled  to  turn 
prophet  upon  the  subject  of  that  inevitable 
rebellion,  which  haunted  Gentlemen's  im- 
aorination.  '*  Do  you  believe,"  he  was 
asked,  '*  that  if  Parliament  were  to  grant 
privileges  to  the  Slaves  (which  the  Colo- 
nial Legislature  would  not  authorize),  those 
privileges  would  be  granted  without  pro- 
ducing a  rebellion  on  the   part    of   the 


Slaves  V*  His  answer  was—"  The  plant-, 
ers  would  be  in  a  state  of  rebellion." 
Again  he  was  asked — "  Would  there  not 
be  an  insurrection  of  the  negroes?" — **  No; 
I  think  the  real  danger  of  the  case,  and  so 
I  stated  the  other  day,  is,  that  the  planters 
would  be  disposed  to  rebel.  The  danger 
is  not  with  the  neproes."  Now  let  them 
look  at  the  fact  as  Lord  Sligo  stated  it ; — 
*•  They  (the  negroes)  will  be  quiet  unless 
forced  into  rebellion  by  the  conduct  of  the 
overseers,  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  many  of 
the  masters  and  managing  attorneys  en- 
courage them.  There  have  been  several 
petty  disturbances,  in  almost  every  in- 
stance caused  by  the  intemperate  conduct 
of  the  overseers,  or  exaction  by  the  pro- 
prietors or  managers."  Again  he  was 
asked — "  There  being  difficulties  attend- 
ant upon  the  emancipation  of  the  negroes 
in  what  way  do  you  propose  to  obviate 
them  ?" — "  The  way  .  I  should  propose 
would  be,  simply  to  subject  the  negroes 
to  those  motives  which  induce  men  to 
work  everywhere  else, — make  it  their  in- 
terest,— throw  them  upon  their  own  re- 
sources ;  and  whether  black  men  or  white 
men,  6r  men  of  any  colour,  or  in  any  cli- 
mate, I  think  there  would  be  more  labour 
obtained  than  there  could  be  by  force." 
And  what  did  Lord  Sligo  say  upon  that 
point?  After  many  months  experience 
he  said, — "  As  far  as  the  work  of  the 
negroes  is  concerned,  it  is  now  found  that, 
except  on  Saturdays  (when  they  work  in 
their  own  provision  grounds),  as  much 
work  as  is  required  can  be  had  for  wages." 
The  House  would  see  how  my  speculations 
on  these  points  had  been  in  conformity 
with  subsequent  events, — ^how  thoroughly 
his  expectations  had  been  fulfilled — but 
nowhere  had  they  been  so  fulfilled  as  in 
Antigua.  The  fairest  answer  would  be 
found  there,  where  there  was  no  interven- 
ing apprenticeship, — where  the  negroes 
were  '*  thrown  upon  their  own  resources," 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  they  had 
realized  all  that  had  been  predicted  in 
their  favour.  He  could  not  expect  that 
the  House  would  be  so  indulgent  as  to 
listen  to  the  variety  of  details,  all  equally 
satisfactory,  which  he  had  to  produce  on 
this  subject ;  but  a  few  facts,  derived  from 
unquestionable  authority,  he  mi  hr,  per- 
haps, be  permitted  to  state.  "  1  found," 
wrote  an  eminent  individual,  on  the  '27th 
of  November,  1834,  **  in  Antigua,  where, 
on  the  1st  of  August,  entire  and  unquali- 
fied freedom  was  given  to  the  slave,  that 
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the  work  of  the  plantations  is  conducted 
most  satisPactorily,  and  at  a  far  less  ex- 

Gnse  than  before/'  The  Speaker  of  the 
ouse  of  Assembly,  in  a  speech  delivered 
on  the  30th  of  October,  1834,  said:— 
**  That,  far  from  desponding,  he  looked 
with  exultation  at  the  prospect  before 
them.  The  agricultural  and  commercial 
prosperity  was  absolutely  on  the  advance ; 
and,  for  his  part,  he  would  not  hesitate  to 
purchase  estates  to-morrow."  Mr.  Loving, 
the  chief  of  police  in  that  island,  wrote  on 
the7lh  of  January,  1836:—"  You  may 
tell  all  our  friends  that  matters  are  work- 
ing vastly  well  in  this  island.  The  rural 
population  exhibited  a  peaceful  and  moral 
deportment  during  the  Christmas  holidays, 
that  would  have  done  honour  to  any 
country  in  the  world ;  and  in  no  past  year 
did  the  season  of  West-Indian  revelry, 
frolic,  and  debauchery,  blow  over  with 
such  tranquillity."  Another  individual 
wrote  to  a  noble  Member  of  this  House  on 
the  14ih  of  February,  1835:— "As  to 
disturbance,  there  has  been  nothing  like  it 
since  the  celebrated  1st  of  August,  but  the 
island  has  been  even  more  quiet  than  at 
other  times.*'  But  he  could  not  attempt 
to  lead  the  House  through  all  the  details 
he  had  before  him.  He  would,  however, 
ask,  was  the  tranquillity  of  the  island 
disturbed?  Gentlemen  would  recollect 
the  arguments  in  favour  of  an  intermediate 
state — of  the  extreme  danger  of  passing, 
per  salium,  from  slavery  to  freedom.  The 
two  islands  of  St.  Kitt's  and  Antigua  were 
contiguous,  and  under  the  same  governor. 
Granting  the  force  of  those  arguments, 
against  the  sudden  and  entire  establish- 
ment of  freedom,  the  point  of  danger  was 
not  at  St.  Kitt's,  where  apprenticeship 
existed,  but  at  Antigua,  where  none  of 
these  precautions  were  used.  What  was 
the  result?  Was  there  danger  among 
the  free  negroes  of  Antigua,  or  among 
the  half-freed  negroes  of  St.  Kitt's? 
Look  at  one  fact.  A  few  days  before  the 
1st  of  August,  the  Governor,  his  staff,  and 
his  force,  passed  from  Antigua  to  St. 
Kitt's,  for  this  plain  reason,  because  he 
apprehended  danger,  not  on  the  island 
where  entire  freedom  was  given,  but  in  the 
colony  where  it  was  only  in  part  conceded. 
But  he  would  go  to  the  Christmas  holidays, 
a  period  of  great  danger  in  every  slave 
colony,  but,  according  to  the  old  notions, 
of  peculiar  and  excessive  danger  in  a  co- 
lony where  slavery  had  expired.  For  100 
years  they  had  established  military  law 


during  these  holidays,  and,  for  the  first 
time,  that  practice  waj  departed  from ;  and 
why  ?•— because  they  felt  perfect  security 
under  their  new  circumstances.  In  fur- 
ther confirmation  of  the  perfect  tranquil- 
lity which  had  prevailed,  he  would  quote 
a  passage  of  a  tetter  from  the  chief  of  the 
police,  up  to  an  early  period  of  the  present 
year: — "  There  had  not  been  a  single 
crime  of  any  atrocity  perpetrated  by  the 
free  negroes  of  this  island,  since  their 
emancipation;" — while,  as  it  was  quite 
unnecessary  for  him  to  inform  the  House, 
such  offences  were  of  constant  occurrence 
before  that  time.  But  how  much  have 
they  heard  of  the  want  of  an  inclination 
in  the  negroes  for  the  enjoyments  and 
luxuries  of  life  ?  How  often  had  the  walls 
of  that  House  heard,  that  if  they  could 
implant  within  the  breast  of  the  negro  a 
desire  for  the  luxuries  and  enjoyments  of 
civilized  life,  all  would  be  well  ?  But  un- 
happily the  negro  had  no  such  tastes.  He 
had  an  inclination,  however,  it  now  ap- 
peared for  some  of  the  enjoyments  of  life ; 
marriage  for  example.  *'  To  the  best  of 
my  recollection,*  said  a  clergyman,  5th 
January,  1835,  '*  durinp^  the  seven  preced- 
ing years  I  have  spent  m  this  Islana,  there 
were  solemnized  in  my  church  103  mar- 
riages. Since  the  1st  of  August,  a  period 
of  five  months  only,  I  have  alreaay  so- 
lemnized 61  marriages  of  the  newly  fVeed 
people."  The  House  would  hardly  be 
prepared  to  hear  of  the  refinements  in 
which  they  were  disposed  to  indulge.  A 
person  who  had  been  gratified  by  the  in- 
dustrious and  obedient  conduct  of  the 
negroes  on  his  estate,  wrote :— '*  I  collected 
all  my  negroes  and  asked  them  what  stores 
of  clothes,  &c.  I  should  order  for  them 
from  England  ?  They  all  declined  mv  offer, 
saying,  they  preferred  waiting  till  they 
could  see  what  would  be  the  fashions,  and 
then  they  might  ask  me  to  buy  for  them, 
if  they  could  not  purchase  for  themselves." 
Another  gentleman  who  had  long  resided 
in  Antigua,  and  on  whose  testimony  he 
could  entirely  rely,  assured  him  that  at  a 
meeting  of  a  friendly  society  there,  con- 
sisting of  some  hundreds  of  apprentices, 
the  males  attended  almost  all  of  them  in 
kid  gloves :  the  females,  without  except- 
ion, protected  by  parasols.  And  these 
were  the  people  in  whom  a  taste  for  the 
indulgencies  and  luxuries  of  life  could  not 
be  implanted.  But  the  poor  planters  were 
to  be  ruined.  They  might  receive  compen* 
sation/or  their  slaves,  itwassatd,  hot  who 
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would  rapft;  them  for  their  buildings  and 
froundt  which  would  cease  to  bear  any 
value.  A  gentleman  recently  from  An* 
tigua,  gave  htm  this  piece  of  information : 
— "  The  price  of  land  has  advanced  con- 
siderably since  the  1st  of  August.  In  the 
town  of  St.  John's  it  has  been  doubled  in 
Talue.  More  ground  has  been  opened  in 
the  island  since  that  period,  than  was  ever 
known  to  have  been  done  before  in  the 
same  time."  Were  the  negroes  indus- 
trious? A  gentleman  on  whom  he  could 
entirely  rely,  wrote  to  him,  on  the  25th  of 
April,  1836,  as  follows :— "  The  negroes 
are  a  much-defamed  people.  In  all  An- 
tigua I  know  but  one  disinclined  to  work 
since  the  1st  of  August,  and  he  is  an  idiot. 
They  are  as  able  and  willing  to  labour  as 
any  people  under  the  sun,  if  they  receive 
proper  remuneration  for  their  labour, — 
they  give  their  labour  for  small  wages, 
about  6rf.  per  day."  But  nothing  perhaps 
would  more  clearly  place  before  the  House 
the  advantages  which  the  proprietor  of 
West-India  property  would  derive  from 
freedom,  than  this  Summary  of  an  estate 
of  185  acres,  situated  in  the  Island  of 
Antigua,  from  the  months  of  January  and 
February,  of  the  last  three  years,  ne  had 
obtained  it  through  the  medium  of  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House,  then  present,  and 
he  had  his  authority  for  stating,  that  the 
proprietor,  though  an  indulgent  master  to 
nis  negroes,  had  been  his  whole  life  long, 
a  determined  enemy  of  emancipation.  He 
received  at  the  early  part  of  this  year  let- 
ters from  his  manager.  The  manager 
generally  complains  of  the  idleness  of  the 
free  negroes  on  the  estate.  He  says, 
*'  their  laziness  is  unbearable**— (January.) 
**  It  was  impossible,  I  find,  to  make  more 
than  one  hogshead  of  su|;ar  per  day  !'* — 
(February.)  "  The  people  do  not  work. 
How  am  I  to  get  off  the  crop,  and  put  in 
the  ensuing  ?  I  hardly  know.  As  to  provi- 
sion ground,  I  know  not  when  I  shall  be 
able  to  prepare  any." — (February.)  A 
note  of  admiration  marked  his  surprise  or 
indignation  at  their  exorbitant  demand 
of  two  bits  per  day  (seven-pence  British,) 
for  wages.  He  would  proceed  to  read  the 
Summary  of  what  was  obtained  from  the 
Estate : 

HoonnAM  or  Smam  vottso. 


1855. 
January    —    5 
Pebniary  —  10 

Hhdi.  —  15 


1831 

January    •—  10 
Fdmiary  .—    9 

lUl4^-•  Id 


1855. 
Jannary    - 
Febmary  - 


10 
14 


The  industry  of  the  two  first  months  of 
1835,  then  produced  five  more  hogsheads 
than  1834,  and  nine  ntore  than  1833. 

op  Rum. 
None  was  made  in  January  in  any  of  these  yean. 

1833.  1834.  1835. 

February  >0  Tebruary  -  95  galls.    Fetmiary  - 128  galls. 

This  requires  no  comment. 
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Fewer  grown  persons,  then,  were  em- 
ployed in  1835  than  in  any  of  the  pre- 
ceding years,  and  the  number  of  children 
was  reduced  from  fifty  to  two.  What 
could  be  said,  then,  of  the  manager's  com- 
plaints: and  how  sympathize  with  his 
despondency  ?  —  Or  how  reconcile  such 
results  with  his  accounts  of  the  idleness 
and  unbearable  laziness  of  the  negroes. 
In  the  two  months  for  which  accounts  had 
been  received  of  this  year,  much  more 
sugar  and  rum  had  been  made,  more  field- 
work  had  been  done,  than  in  the  like 
period  in  former  years ;  less  was  left  to  be 
done,  the  provision  ground  (of  which  he 
knew  not  how  he  could  prepare  any)  was 
all  prepared,  and  the  work  was  done  by 
fewer  hands  than  in  the  corresponding 
months  of  the  two  preceding  years.  With 
a  reduction  of  forty  per  cent,  of  the 
numbers  employed,  forty  per  cent,  more 
work  was  done  than  on  an  average  of  the 
two  preceding  years!  He  would  men- 
tion another  anecdote,  which  is  applied  to 
Antigua,  he  believed,  tliough  he  was  not 
certain.  A  friend  of  his,  an  hon.  Member 
of  this  House,  met  with  a  gentleman,  an 
acquaintance  of  his,  who  possessed  West- 
India  property.  He  asked  him,  ''  How 
are  things  going  on  in  the  colonies?" 
"  Bad  enough,**  was  the  reply  ;  •<  the 
negroes  are  the  most  ungrateful,  indolent, 
worthless  rascals  in  the  world."  I  am 
afraid,  then,"  said  mv  friend,  ''  they  will 
never  get  in  the  crop.  ••  Yes  they  will," 
said  his  friend,  '*  that  is  the  worst  of 
them — they'll  do  nothing  out  of  gratitude, 
but  they'll  work  like  furies  for  wages." 
And  these  are  the  people  of  whom  some 
slender  hopes  might  be  entertained  if  they 
could  but  be  got  to  work  at  any  price. 
They  worked  well,  it  seemed,  for  6<f. 
a*day.    In  Jamaica^  the  Christmas  holi- 
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days  and  dayg  preceding  and  subsequent  I 
to  that  period,  passed  over  without  any 
disturbance,  as  appeared  by  a  variety  of 
letters  addressed  by  the  special  magis- 
trates to  the  Marquess  of  Sligo.  These 
gentlemen  had  the  best  opportunities  for 
judging,  and  they  were  unanimous  in 
stating,  that  no  peasantry  in  the  world 
could  have  conducted  themselves  with 
more  propriety  than  they  had.  Some 
state  that  "all  was  quiet;"  others,  that 
there  was  perfect  tranquillity;  another, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  negroes  was  'Wery 
exemplary,*'  —  •*  perfectly  tranquil  and 
orderly," — "  most  regular," — "all  at  work 
cheaply  and  well," — **  praiseworthy  in  the 
extreme,"  —  "irreproachable  and  admi- 
rable,"— ."  blameless, " — "  most  orderly," 
— "  most  satisfactory," — "  most  orderly, 
correct,  and  obedient."  He  selected  only 
a  few  of  the  epithets  applied  by  the  special 
magistrates  to  the  conduct  of  the  negroes 
since  their  emancipation,  as  the  best 
answer  to  the  predictions  of  convulsion  in 
this  island  9  as  a  consequence  of  the 
measure.  A  report  had  been  drawn  up  by 
the  special  mag^trates,  confirmatory  of 
the  quiet  state  of  everything  on  452 
estates,  and  not  a  single  complaint  against 
the  negroes.  From  the  papers  which  had 
been  already  presented  to  the  House,  it 
would  be  seen  that  as  much  labour  could 
be  obtained  for  wages  as  was  required. 
From  the  reports  of  the  special  magis- 
trates and  planters  to  the  Marquess  of 
Sligo,  it  appeared  that  "  The  negro  will 
work  for  money,  and  work  cheaply  too ;" 
that  "  a  disposition  to  work  in  their  free 
time,  on  terms  equally  favourable  to  the 
proprietors,  was  not  only  general,  but 
universal,  among  the  negroes  in  some 
parishes — **  the  negroes  have  shewn  that 
they  are  easily  to  be  satisfied  with  wages," 
"  I  never  knew  them  so  greedy  for  money, 
so  industriously  anxious  to  earn  it;" — I 
have  been  hiring  apprentices  to  dig  cane 
holes,  in  their  own  time,  at  from  405.  to 
50<.  per  acre  cheaper  than  the  current 
price  paid  to  jobbers ;"— '*  coppers  hung, 
and  plumber's  work  done  in  the  apprentices 
own  time,  and  I  can  hire  as  many  labour- 
ers as  I  require  for  the  estate  from  the 
neighbouring  estates,  in  their  own  time." 
In  the  Marquess  of  Sligo's  despatch  dated 
the  10th  of  February,  1835,  he  says, — 
"  I  think  that  the  crop  will  be,  if  not  more, 
at  all  events  a  full  average  one ;"  and  in 
a  subsequent  despatch,  dated  the  6th  of 
March,  1835,  he  adds — "  nothing  can  be 


going  on  better  than  everything  in 
island."  Governor  Smith  wrote  to  Lord 
Aberdeen,  in  April,  of  the  present  year. 
During  the  last  quarter  of  1834,  the  ap- 
prenticed labourers  have  produced  2,764 
hogsheads  more  than  the  planter  bad  a 
right  to  calculate  upon,  and  the  produce 
of  this  year,  notwithstanding  unfavourable 
weather,  exceeds  that  at  the  same  period 
of  1831 :  24,676  hogsheads  have  been 
shipped  from  the  river  Demarara  alone, 
during  the  last  six  months,  more  than 
(with  a  dimunition  of  one-sixth  of  his 
labour)  he  had  a  right  to  expect/'  In 
another  letter  to  the-  same  noble  Lord, 
Governor  Smith,  stated  —  "  The  whole 
colony  is  perfectly  tranquil.  Indeed,  the 
general  good  conduct  of  the  labouring 
population  is  such,  that  it  is  impossible,  in 
any  quarter  of  the  British  dominions,  that 
the  same  extent  of  numt)ers  can  conduct 
themselves  better  than  the  apprenticed 
labourers  in  this  colony."  And  again,  on 
the  4th  of  March, — "  In  this  colony,  com- 
plete tranquillity  prevails,  the  industry  and 
good-will  of  the  labourers  are  acknow- 
ledged by  the  planters  themselves.  Where 
there  are  complaints,  in  nine  cases  out  of 
ten,  they  arise  from  the  quantum  of  work 
attempted  to  be  exacted,  and  not  the 
labour  itself.  In  very  many  cases  the 
labourer  was  more  sinned  against  than 
sinning.  There  is  not  one  estate  where  a 
reasonable  quantity  of  work  is  not  per- 
formed. Since  the  1st  of  August,  no 
white  man  has  been  struck  or  ill-treated, 
nor  a  single  building  or  cane-field  set  fire 
to."  From  these  accounts,  particularly 
from  Antigua,  it  was  fair  to  infer  that  the 
Legislature  might  have  safely  and  wisely 
provided  at  once  to  emancipate  the  slaves 
completely,  if  it  had  trusted  to  human 
nature.  But  he  would  content  himself 
with  congratulating  the  House,  and  the 
negroes  themselves,  on  what  had  been  done 
so  happily  in  this  respect,  and  the  little 
evil  there  was  fairly  to  be  anticipated  from 
a  measure  of  so  much  humanity.  Trying 
them  by  every  test,  the  negroes  had  shewn 
themselves  worthy  of  the  boon  granted 
them.  The  disposition  evinced  by  the 
negroes,  since  the  attainment  of  freedom, 
had  been  cheerful  and  industrious  in  the 
extreme.  The  amount  of  the  proceeds  of 
their  labour  on  various  estates,  so  far  from 
bein^  diminished,  had  actually  increased 
since  that  event.  In  short,  their  conduct 
had  not  only  refuted  the  calumnies  so  pro- 
fusely spread  against  them,  but  had,8ur- 
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pasted  the  warmest  expectations  of  their 
most  sanguine    friends.     He  wished  he 
could  have  closed  his  case  at  this  point, 
and  had  not  found  it  necessary  to  make 
further  remarks,  having  for  their  object 
to  shew  that  the  same  disposition  to  fulfil 
engagements  had  not  been  manifested  by 
other  parties  to  the  contract  which  has 
been  entered  into  on  the  subject  of  eman- 
cipation.     Had   the  planters   performed 
their  engagements  to  the  negro,  as  the 
negro  had  performed   his    duty    to    the 
planter?      Had  they  acted    up    to  the 
promises  given  on  their  behalf? — promises 
to  the  effect  that  the  whip,  as  a  stimulant 
to  labour,  should  be  abolished,  that  fe- 
males should  not  be  subjected  to  corporal 
punishment, — that  the  special  magistrates 
alone   should   inflict  punishment,  —  and 
that,  in  fact,  the  negroes  subject  to  the 
obligation  of  working  a  certain  number  of 
hours  a-week  for  their  masters,  should,  to 
all  intents  and  purposes,  be  free.    It  was 
-  settled  that  no  part  of  the  money  was  to 
be  paid  until  provision  had  been  made  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  intention  of  the 
Act.  It  could  not)  indeed,  be  denied,  that 
the  condition  on  which  the  20,000,000/. 
had  been  given,  was,  that  the  negroes, 
subject  only  to  the  daily  task,  should  be 
substantially   free.      He  must,  however, 
quote  certain  documents  to  shew  that  the 
conditions    on    which    the    money    was 
granted   had  not  been   fulfilled  by  the 
planters*    The  object  which   he  had  in 
view  was,  that  the  money  should  not  be 
paid  to  the  planters  till  such  an  inquiry 
bad  been  made  as  would  enable  the  House 
to  see  whether  the  settlement  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  Negro  Slavery  had  been  adjusted  in 
an  adequate  and  satisfactory  manner.   Had 
the  planters  and  slave-owners  done  that 
upon    doing    which,    20,000,000/.     was 
bestowed  on  them  ?    The  project  of  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  in  the 
Resolution,  ran  thus  : — "  Subject  to  the 
obligations    imposed    by    this    Act,    all 
persons  held  in  slavery  on   the   1st  of 
August,    1834,    become    to   all    intents 
and  purposes  free,  and  discharged  from 
all   manner   of  slavery;   and   from   and 
after  the  1st  of  August,   1834,  slavery 
shall  be,  and  is,  utterly  abolished,  and 
declared  unlawful  throughout  the  British 
Colonies,  plantations,   and    possessions ; 
and   that  the  power  of  the  whip,  as  a 
stimulant  of  labour,  shall  cease :  that  fe- 
males shall  not  be  flogged ;  that  neither 
master  nor  local  magistrate,  but  only  spe« 
VOL.  XXVllI.  {iS!^} 


cial  magistrate,  shall  inflict  punishment; 
that  the  allowances,  hitherto  granted  by 
law  shall  be  continued;  that  the  negro 
shall  be  liable  to  work  for  his  master  for  a 
certain  number  of  hours  each  week,  but 
that,  subject  to  this  obligation  only,  he 
shall  be  free ;  that  no  part  of  the  money 
shall  be  paid  till  adequate  and  satisfactory 
provision  has  been  made  for  carrying  these 
principles  into  effect;  and,  finally,  that 
the  Act  in  principle  is  to  be  irrevocable- 
it  cannot  be  altered  at  all — till  the  alter- 
ations have   received    the  assent  of  his 
Majesty,  nor  unless  the  alterations  accom- 
plish the  objects  of  the  Bill  as  fully  as  the 
Bill   itself."     He   would   ask   the    noble 
Lord  (Stanley)  whether  the  plain  under- 
standing of  all  these  conditions  was  not, 
that,    hereafter,    the    apprentice  in  our 
colonies  shall,  after  giving  his  labour  to 
his  master  for  a  certain  number  of  hours, 
be  free? — [Lord  Stanley :  Yes.] — Exactly 
so.  The  condition  announced  by  the  noble 
Lord  was,  "  That  the  negro  should  have, 
after  that  service,  all  the  rights  of  free- 
dom,'* and  '*  that  no  taint  of  the  servile 
condition  should  be  suffered  to  remain  as 
respected  the  apprentice."  "  That  no  cor- 
poral punishment  should  be  inflicted ;  nor 
should  he  or  his  connexions  be  insulted  by 
the  use  of  the  lash."    The  noble  Lord 
appeared  to  be  aware  that  the  craving 
of  the   slave-owner  for  absolute  power 
over    the    slave    was    so    undeviatingly 
active,  that  he  withdrew  by  his  Bill  all 
former  restrictions,  ''  so  that  no  taint  of 
slavery  should   remain  to  impeach    the 
new-born  rights  of  the  apprentices  in  our 
Colonies:    and  it  was  distinctly  stated, 
that  the  Act  provided  ''that    the   Co- 
lonial legislatures  themselves  should  be 
positively  bound  to  legislate  on  this  sub- 
ject in  the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.     Nay  further,  that  no 
Act  of  the  Colonial  legislature,  on  this 
important  subject,  though  enacted  in  that 
spirit,  should  be  of  force  or  validity  till  it 
was  sanctioned  by  his  Majesty  in  Council. 
— [Lord  Stanley :  The  suspending  clause 
was  struck  out  in  the  Committee.] — Still 
he  contended  that  every  Act  on  this  snb« 
ject,  passed  by  the  Colonial  legislatures, 
was  suspended  till  ratified  in  England. 
Those  legislatures  were  not  at  liberty  to 
pass  a  law,  and  enforce  it  in  the  Colonies, 
touching  the  negroes,  till  a  formal  recog- 
nition should  have  been  despatched  from 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  to  the 
Colonial  Government. 
2H 


931 


AMMm 


{COMMONfi) 


^AtMry. 


WHi 


Sir  Oe&rgi  Orey  sM^  that  the  daoie 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  alluded 
merely  referred  to  Local  Acts,  and 
provided  that  if^  in  the  coarse  of  that 
species  of  legislation,  any  thing  should 
be  found  to  contravene  the  Imperial 
Act,  an  Order  in  Council  might  prevent 
• 

Mr.  Fowell  Buxton :  That  was  pre- 
cisely what  he  contended  for ;  that  legis- 
lation was  not  left  to  the  Colonies  as 
regarded  the  rights  of  the  negroes,  that 
the  Colonial  Assemblies  could  only 
legislate  in  minor  matters,  and  even 
then  that  their  Acts  could  not  be  carried 
into  effect  till  they  had  received  the 
assent  of  the  King  in  Council.  The 
Order  in  Council  approving  the  Act  for 
the  Abolition  of  Slavery,  arrived  in  the 
Colonies  early  in  May,  1834,  when  the 
planters  were  told  that  they  had  an  inde- 
feasible right  to  the  grant  of  '20,000,000/. 
Upon  this  understanding  between  the 
Government  at  home  and  the  colonists,  it 
was  natural  to  infer  that  the  Colonial 
legislatures,  and  the  persons  thus  benefited 
by  this  large  grant  of  public  money,  would 
be  prepared  to  act  in  obedience  to  the 
Slavery  Abolition  Bill,  and  in  furtherance 
of  its  spirit.  But  had  they  so  acted  ?  He 
answered,  no.  It  was  not  too  much  to 
suppose,  that  by  such  a  Bill  it  was  intended 
the  apprentices  should  have  the  ordinary 
privileges  of  freemen — those  common  but 
indispensable  rights  without  which  liberty 
could  be  nothing  but  a  name.  For  ex- 
ample :  thefreeman,after  havingdischarged 
his  duty  to  his  master  as  required  by  the 
Act,  in  the  time  indisputably  his  own — say 
the  Saturday  afternoon — should  be  at 
liberty  to  walk  along  the  high  road,  attend 
a  meeting,  if  he  conducted  himself  pro- 
perly, vote  for  a  favourite  candidate,  if  he 
bad  the  necessary  qualification  of  property, 
visit  his  own  wife  residing  upon  a  neigh- 
bouring estate,  and  complain  to  the  person 
sent  specially  from  England  to  hear  his 
complaints,  and  protect  him  from  the 
violation  of  his  rights,  if  he  should  feel 
himself  in  any  respect,  however  trifling, 
aggrieved.  Who  would  say,  that  the 
apprentice,  delivered  from  every  taint 
of  slavery,  was  not  to  have  these  moderate 
privileges?  By  the  Act  of  the  Jamaica 
legislature,  however,  for  walking  along  the 
high  road,  in  his  own  time,  he  was  an 
offender  liable  to  punishment.  By  attend- 
ing a  meeting  a  second  punishment  was 
incurred;  by  voting  for  a  candidate,  or 


indeed  voting  at  tlU  he  wa9  ft  thifd  time  a 
transgressor  of  the  law ;  by  making  hit 
complaint,  slight  and  trivial  in  the  eyes  of 
the  white  man,  but  important  to  htm  who 
had  better  reason  than  we  had  to  value 
every  part  of  freedom,  he  was  once  more 
an  offender;  and  he  was  undoubtedly  a 
criminal  for  the  fifth  time  if  he  should 
visit  his  own  wife  on  a  neighbouring  estate. 
[**  No!  No!*'] — It  was  so,  however,  in  the 
27th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1833,  and  in  the 
7th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1 834.  All  persons 
leaving  the  estate  to  which  they  belonged 
were  liable  to  be  apprehended  by  the  con- 
stable, to  be  adjudged  vagabonds,  and  to 
be  treated  accordingly.  There  was  an 
exception,  however,  in  favour  of  the  wife, 
for  she  was  permitted  to  visit  her  husband 
on  a  neighbouring  estate,  though  her  hus- 
band was  not  allowed  to  go  to  her.  Why 
should  there  be  an  exception  in  favour  of 
the  wife,  without  also  including  the  hus** 
band?  Had  justice  been  done  to  the 
negroes  by  the  planters  ?  In  his  opinion  it 
had  not.  There  was  scarcely  an  instance 
in  which  the  promises  held  out  to  the  negro 
population  had  been  satisfactorily  tt* 
deemed;  the  West-India  legislatures 
had  set  themselves  to  work,  to  undo  and 
thwart  all  the  kind  intentionsof  the  British 
Parliament.  The  Acts  of  the  Colonial 
legislatures  ought  to  have  been  laid  before 
the  House,  in  order  that  before  the  money 
was  paid  to  the  planters,  it  might  be 
ascertained  how  far  they  had  acted  up  to 
their  agreement.  Why  was  it  that  the 
Acts  of  the  Colonial  Assemblies  were  not 
laid  before  the  House  ? — [Sir  George  Oreyi 
They  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  if  called 
for.] — If  called  fori  It  was  announced  in 
the  King's  Speech,  that  the  Acts  of  the 
Colonial  legislatures  in  reference  to  the 
Emancipation  Bill,  which  were  to  become 
laws  on  their  being  approved  of  by  his 
Majesty  in  Council,  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  immediately;  but  they  had  not 
been  produced.  He  had  done  his  duty  on 
the  occasion,  for,  at  an  early  period  of  the 
Session,  he  had  moved  for  copies  of  all 
Acts  passed  by  the  Houses  of  Assembly 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  his  Majesty's 
dominions,  and  yet  up  to  the  present 
period  no  one  in  the  House,  except  his 
hon.  Friend,  knew  anything  at  all  about 
them.  This  country  would  pay  the  money 
blindly  if  it  paid  it  now ;  but  the  House 
ought  at  least  to  inquire  and  see  if  the 
conditions  of  the  contract  had  been  ade- 
quately and  satisfactorily  fulfilled  before 
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If  tiray  h«d  U&n  MitisAwlorily 
ilfiUtd,  he  should  be  at  glad  as  any  one 
to  see  the  money  paid ;  but  if  tbey  had  not 
been  fulfilled,  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  agree  with  him,  when  he  said  that 
the  20,000,000<.  ought  not  to  be  paid. 
With  regatd  to  the  appointment  of  local 
magistrates,  he  must  observe  that  when  the 
Bill  was  discussed  in  1833,  nothing  made 
a  deeper  impression  on  him,  or  more  recon- 
ciled him  to  the  general  principles  of  the 
measure,  than  the  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Stanley),  that  impartial  persons 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Crown  to  act 
us  magistrates.  He  relied  on  that  promise, 
and  he  might  add,  the  noble  Lord  urged 
that  point  so  much,  that  he  confidently 
trusted  it  would  have  been  carried  into 
effect.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  **  sti- 
pendiary Magistrates,  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  uninfluenced  by  the  local  assem- 
bitesy  free  from  local  passions,  and  un- 
biassed by  party  prejudices,  who  will 
administer  equal  justice  to  the  rich  and 
^e  poor,  the  black  and  the  white;  who 
will  watch  over  and  protect  the  negro  in 
bis  incipient  state  of  freedom,  and  will  aid 
and  direct  his  inexperience  in  fbrmtnga 
«oatfact  with  his  master,  which  must  have 
00  material  an  effect  upon  his  ftiture  life.^' 
What  was  the  fkct?  According  to  letters 
which  he  had  received,  it  appeared  that 
in  one  island,  out  of  eight  magistrates, 
fhre  wfere  connected  with  estates ;  in  another, 
out  of  twenty*one  or  twenty-two  magis- 
trates, seventeen  were  planters,  or  attor- 
ntes,  or  agents;  and  in  a  third,  there  were 
thirty  special  Magistrates  connected  with 
the  planters.  He  had  deceived  accounts 
of  these  («cts  fh)m  a  variety  of  quarters ; 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  lay  them  before 
the  House  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  their  guard  against 
paying  the  planters  the  whole  sum  of 
20,000,000/.  without  seeing  that  the  con- 
ditions on  which  it  was  given  had  been 
complied  with.  It  might  be  said,  that 
the  Governor  carefully  selected  proper 
persons  for  the  office.  He  doubted  that, 
as  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  very 
improper  persons  had  been  appointed. 
He  was  going  to  say,  that  in  one  case,  a 
person  convicted  of  crime  had  been  ap- 
pointed a  Magistrate,  but  he  would  not 
say  so — for  he  was  not  convicted,  he  was 
acquitted,  but  his  name  was  a^erwards 
struck  out  of  the  Council,  yet  that  man 
had  been  appointed  a  Magistrate.  [Lord 
Stanley  wished  to  know  the  date  of  the 


appointment  and  the  colony?]  He  did 
not  wish  to  name  Individuals,  or  enter 
into  numerous  details,  but  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  his  assertion  was 
strictly  true.  All  he  wanted  by  his  Mo- 
tion was,  to  suspend  the  payment  of  the 
twenty  millions  till  the  House  could 
judge  whether  the  conditions  of  the  con- 
tract had  been  fulfilled  on  the  part  of  the 
planters.  He  came  to  another  point,  and 
one  too  on  which  the  noble  Lord  had  laid 
great  stress.  On  bringing  in  the  Bill,  the 
noble  Lord  dwelt  on  the  destruction  of 
morals  caused  by  the  infiiction  of  corporal 
punishment  on  females.  The  expressions 
used  by  the  noble  Lord  on  that  occasion 
were  to  the  following  efiect  :-—>''  To  talk 
of  preparing  the  slave  for  freedom,  to 
speak  of  developing  or  ripening  his  moral 
faculties  to  render  him  capable  of  enjoying 
it,  and  yet  show  him,  that  all  the  domestic 
ties  of  his  home  may  be  violated  ;  that  his 
wife,  that  his  daughter,  that  his  sister,  may 
be  at  the  pleasureof  theoverseerof  a  planta* 
tion,aU  be  subject  to  corporal  punishment 
upon  their  bare  persons,  was  a  mockery  and 
an  insult*^*  Since  that  time,  however,  a 
sort  of  bye-law  had  been  passed,  accord^ 
ing  to  which  it  was  lawful  to  inflict  eer- 
tain  punishment  on  juvenile  offenders,  and 
to  show  how  that  law  had  been  acted  on, 
he  would  give  a  case  which  occurred  in 
St.  Kitt's,  and  it  took  its  rise  ftcm  Mr. 
Wilson,  a  Special  Justice,  having  given  a' 
general  permission  to  whip  the  small 
gangs  on  estates,  whose  conduct  might  be 
deemed,  by  those  in  authority  over  them, 
to  be  impertinent.  The  case  was  as 
follows : — **  Ann  Mahon,  a  girl  of  fifteen 
years  of  age,  had  given  oflRence  to  her 
master,  who  had  taken  improper  liberties 
with  her,  which  she  resented.  Her  master 
in  consequence  accused  her  of  not  water- 
ing the  garden  properly,  and  called  upon 
the  auxiliary  constable  of  the  estate,  de- 
sired him  to  do  his  duty  according  to  the 
orders  he  had  received  from  Mr.  Wilson. 
The  constable  then  took  her  round  the 
waist,  and  carried  her  to  the  mango  tree, 
where,  assisted  by  two  men,  each  holding 
a  hand  of  the  girl,  he,  after  unbuttoning 
her  frock,  and  taking  off  her  handkerchief 
proceeded  to  flog  her  with  a  bunch  of 
tamarind  twigs,  after  which  infliction  she 
was  eompell^  to  work  in  the  garden  until 
dark.^    He  had  a  great  file  of  atrocities 

*  See  Hansard,  (third  series)  vol.  xvii.  p. 
1202. 
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which  he  could  produce,  but  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  with  citing  them.     He 
wished,  however,  to  refer  to  an  extract 
from  the  St.  Christopher  Advertiser  of  the 
10th  March,  1836,  relative  to  this  case. 
It  appeared  from  this,  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Special  Magistrates  was  held  on  the 
previous  Thursday,  and  the  case  of  Ann 
Mahon  came  under  their  consideration. 
The  opinion  of  the  Solicitor- General  was 
taken  on  the  right  which  the  authorities 
had  to  inflict  such  a  punishment,  and  it 
was    to   the  following    effect  :•— "  That, 
although  Mr.  Justice  Wilson  might  fairly 
have  considered  he  was   not  exercising 
an  unsound  discretion  in  awarding  this 
punishment,  yet,  that  he  (the  Solicitor- 
General)  was   inclined,    under  the  17th 
clause  of  the  Imperial  Act,  to  advise  for 
the  future,  that  it  be  not  resorted  to  by 
the  Special  Magistrates."    The  opinion  of 
the  Magistrates  varied  ;   Mr.  Wilson  said, 
he  would  adopt  the  punishment,  as  he 
could  not  see  what  else  was  to  be  done 
with  the  voung  people  on  the  estate. — 
"  Mr.  A.  H.  Rawlins  felt  it  his  duty  to 
say  there,  openly  and  candidly,  that  he 
had,  in  two  instances,  given  such  an  order, 
but  that  he  had  done  so  from  a  feeling  of 
humanity,  and  with  strict  justice  to  the 
apprentice  and  to  the  master.     He  was 
equally  bound  candidly  to  say,  that  he 
knew  at  the  time  that  he  was  giving  this 
order,  that  it  was  illegal ;  but  he  did  it  in 
his  discretion,  and  was  prepared  to  take 
the  consequences — ^he  should  continue  to 
exercise  that  discretion,  notwithstanding 
the  opinion  of  the  Crown  officer,  as  he 
conceived  that  nothing  but  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  had  power  over  the  dis- 
cretionary acts  of  a  Magistrate.*'    "  Mr. 
Fahie  considered  that  he  ought  to  con* 
tinue  such  a  species  of  punishment,  for  he 
conceived  it  founded  on  humanity  and 
sound  policy.    Two  other  Magistrates  re- 
fused to  agree  to  the  punishment,  and  said 
they  never  would  give  such   an  order." 
He  could  mention  other  cases,  but  these 
happened  in  one  colony.    The  Emancipa- 
tion Act  was  to  do  away  with  the  symbols 
of  slavery,  as  well  as  slavery  itself,  and  it 
was  under  the  conviction,  that  every  trace 
of  such  barbarities  would  be  swept  away, 
that  the  compensation  was  voted.     He 
proved,    however,   that   the  whip,  to  a 
limited  degree,  was  still  in  frequent  use. 
Now,  when  the  noble  Lord  wanted  to  get 
rid  of  slavery  entirely,  how  did  it  happen 
that  penal  gangs  were  still  allowed  in  the 


colonies,  v  Would  the  House  believe,  that 
though  the  Act  of  Emancipation  declared 
that  no  master  or  overseer  could  inflict 
punishment — or  put  supposed  o£Peoders 
into  the  penal  gang,  the  practice  was  still 
allowed  by  the  21st  clause  of  the  Act  of 
Assembly  to  which  he  had  already  re- 
ferred. 

Lord  Stanley  was  understood  to  say, 
that  the  clause  in  question  had  no  refer- 
ence to  such  a  punishment. 

Mr.  Buxton :    All  he  could  say  on  the 
point  was,  he  had  received  the  fact  as  he 
had  stated  it ;   and  it  was  because  there 
was  some  doubt  on  the  subject,  that  he 
called  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee, 
to  see  how  far  the  intentions  of  the  Act  of 
1833  were  answered,  and  its  provisions 
enforced.    The  49th  Clause  of  the  Act 
provided  for  the  punishment  of  insolence 
on  the  part  of  the  negro.    This  was  un- 
questionably a  very  indefinite  offence,  and 
when  the  clause  in  question  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  it  had  been 
asked  whether  looking  a  man  in  the  face 
might  not  be  construed  into  an  act  of 
insolence  ?    For  this  very  vague  offence, 
however,  no  less  than  tbirty^nine  lashes 
were  ordered  to  be  inflicted  on  the  negro. 
He  was  certainly  of  opinion,  that  if  they 
punished  the  insolence  of  the  negro,  they 
ought  to  visit  the  offence,  when  committed 
by  the  planter,  with  equal  severity.    Lord 
Sligo  was  of  a  similar  opinion  as  to  the 
justice  of  restraining  the  overbearing  con- 
duct of  the  planters  and  overseers ;  for  he 
said,  in  his  despatch  of  the  13th  August^ 
that  the  negroes  were  quiet,  well-temper- 
ed, and  tranquil ;   but  at  the  same  time 
dwelt  upon  the  violence  of  the  overseers, 
as  being  calculated  to  excite  them  to  re- 
bellion.    By  what  measures,  then,  were 
the  cruelty  and  injustice  of  the  planters, 
which  ought  to  be  so  carefully  watched 
and  guarded  against,  checked  and  punish- 
ed ?    By  the  49th  Clause  of  the  Act,  they 
got  off  with  the  slight  punishment  of  a 
fine  of  51.  of  that,  or  3/.  1  Is.  3d.  of  this 
currency. 

Lord  Stanley  :  I  must  inform  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  he  labours  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. The  Clause  to  which  he 
refers,  directs  that  a  fine  of  51.  should  be 
paid  ou  the  commission  of  certain  of* 
fences;  but  that  clause  does  not  deter 
the  negro  from  preferring  his  charge,  if 
he  should  think  fit,  before  any  of  the  Su- 
perior Courts. 

Mr.  Buxton  acknowledged,  on  looking 
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at  the  Act,  that  the  Clause  contained  the 
provisions  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  ;   but 
still  he  would  put  it  to  the  House  whether, 
when  the  offence  of  insolence  on  the  part 
of  the  negro  was  so  severely  punished, 
that  that  of  cruelty,  when  committed  by 
the  planter,  should  be  only  visited  by  a 
fine  of  3/.  lis.  3cf.    What  he  was  anxious 
principally  to   impress    upon  the  House 
wasy  that  they  should  not  pay  over  the 
monev  to  the  planters,  until  they  saw  that 
the  liberty  awarded  by  it  to  the  negro  was 
in  no  way  curtailed ;  that  the  bargain  be- 
tween the  country  and  the  planter  was 
fulfilled  by  them,    and    that  the  negro 
should,  in  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  enjoy  every  right 
and  privilege  of  a  freeman,  subject  only 
to  the  contract  of  labouring  a  certain  time 
for  his  owner.     The  noble  Lord  then  said, 
'*  He  proposed,  that  every  negro  should, 
from  tnat  day,  not  after  a  year  or  two,  but 
forthwith,  be  entitled  to  claim  to  be  put 
in  such  a  situation  as  would  prepare  him  to 
enjoy  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a  free- 
man— a  situation  in  which  be  would  no 
longer  bear  about  him  any  taint  of  a  ser- 
vile condition/'    He  suspected,  however, 
that  certain  taints  of  slavery  were  allowed 
still  to  remain  on  the  character  of  the 
negro ;   he  wished  to  have  an  inquiry  in- 
stituted, in  order  to  judge  of  their  exist- 
ence, and,  if  possible,  to  have  them  re- 
moved.    He   understood,  too,   that   the 
Colonial  Assemblies  bad  passed  several 
Acts  incompatible  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Emancipation    Act,    though    such    laws 
could  not  be  considered  binding  until  they 
had  actually  received  his  Majesty's  con- 
sent.    He  had  not  the  slightest  wish  to 
impede  the  payment  of  the  gift  to   the 
West-India  planters,  but  he  warned  the 
House  against  proceeding  too  hastily  with 
the  payment,  for  if  the  people  of  this 
country  found  that  the  same  cruelties  were 
practised  after  as  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1833,  they  must  feel  regret  at  the 
passing  of  a  measure  for  which  they  sacri- 
ficed so  much,  with  so  little  benefit  to 
those  whom  it  was  designed  to  relieve. 
He  was  satisfied  that  the  negroes  were 
generally  quiet  under  the  present  system, 
but  there  were  some  instances  in  which 
he  had  been  informed  that  it  was  not  un- 
likely thatthey  would  be  forced  into  rebellion 
by  the  conduct  of  overseers  and  masters, 
and  that  an  impediment  would  be  thus 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  success  of  the 
great  experiment  which  Parliament  had 


made.  He  was  only  anxious  that  justice 
should  be  done  to  both  parties,  and  that 
the  contract,  as  entered  into  with  the 
planters,  should  be  strictly  fulfilled.  He 
would  state  one  fact,  to  show  that  the 
measure  had  conferred  no  slight  benefit 
on  the  planters.  He  had  been  told,  that 
a  gentleman  in  Trinidad  had  purchased  a 
man  and  a  maid  servant  for  forty  dollars, 
and  that  the  amount  of  compensation 
awarded  to  him  for  these  servants,  under 
the  Bill  of  1833,  was  no  less  than  200/. 
The  price  of  land,  also,  had  considerably 
increased  in  the  island  of  Antigua,  and  in 
St.  John's  it  had  doubled  in  value.  He 
was  not  about  to  propose  that  anything 
which  the  planters  received  as  a  boon 
should  be  withdrawn ;  but  he  called  upon 
the  House  to  «ee  that  they  obtained  those 
benefits  for  which  they  had  bargained. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving, 
"  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  In- 
quire whether  the  Conditions  on  which 
the  twenty  millions  were  paid  to  the  West- 
India  planters  had  been  fulfilled." 

Sir  George  Grey  commenced  by  observ- 
ing, that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  only  differed  from  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member,  but  that  the  Motion  which 
he  had  submitted  to  the  House  departed 
considerably  from  that  of  which  he  had 
g^ven  notice.  He  assured  the  hon.  Member 
however,  that  he  was  satisfied  his  conduct 
was  dictated  by  none  but  the  purest  and 
most  honourable  motives.  The  character 
of  the  hon.  Member  stood  far  too  high  for 
humanity,  and  love  of  freedom  and  jus- 
tice, to  leave  his  motives,  on  that  occa- 
sion, open  for  a  single  moment  to  any  im- 
putation of  a  derogatory  character;  and, 
therefore,  he  felt  it  his  duty,  in  opposing 
even  the  amended  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  to  award  him  the  credit  to  which 
he  was  entitled,  by  declaring  that  he  felt 
a  perfect  conviction  that  the  spirit  in  which 
the  hou.  Member  submitted  his  proposi- 
tion to  the  House  was  that  of  a  man 
deeply  imbued  with  the  feelings  of  honour, 
justice,  and  real  humanity.  The  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  he  took  in  point  of 
fact,  to  mean  that  the  payment  of 
20,000,000/.  to  the  West-India  pro- 
prietors should  be  suspended  until  a 
Committee  report  whether  the  conditions 
on  which  the  grant  was  made  had  been 
fulfilled.  [Mr.  Buxton  expressed hisassent] 
He  saw  by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  he 
acquiesced  in  his  interpretation  of  the 
LMoUdd.  Now  he  would  just  ask^  whether 
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the  Committee  for  which  he  had  moved, 
could  by  possibility  make  a  Report  which 
would  give  Batisfactioa  to  the  House  or 
the  country?     Was  the  Committee  to 
inquire  into  Acta  which  had  been  passed 
by  the  Colonial  Assemblies,  or  were  they 
to  investigate  the  oases  of  cruelty  said  to 
be  committed  by  planters,    proprietors,, 
and  Special  Constables,  throughout  all 
the  islands  of  the  West-Indies?    If  an 
inquiry,  then,  was  to  be  instituted  into 
these  particulars — and  he  conceived  that 
on  these  the  hon.  Member  rested  his  case 
•<^would  it  be  possible  for  a  Committee  to 
come  to  any  impartial,  satisfactory  decision 
without  communicating  the  fact  of  the 
appointment  of  such  a  tribunal  to  the 
nest-Indies  —  without   acquainting   the 
persons  on  trial  with  the  nature  of  the 
charges  which  were  to  be  preferred  against 
them,  in  order  that  the  parties  interested 
might,  be  able  to  prove  or  disprove  such 
statements  as  those  which  the  House  had 
that  night  heard?     Was  it  possible  that 
the  Committee  could  be  called  upon  to 
frame  its  Report  on  the  evidence  collected 
from  private  letters,  newspapers,  and  such 
sources,    without   at   least    hearing    the 
parties  whom  they  aflfected,  and  affording 
them  the  opportunity  of  rebutting  such 
accusations?    Wert   these   facts   which 
had  been  detailed  by  the  bon.  Member, 
s^nd  which  referred  to  but  a  small  minority 
of  the  islands,  to  be  taken  as  condem- 
natory of  the  conduct  of  the  whole  of  the 
planters  to  whom  the  20,000,000/.  were 
due ;  and  were  those  under  whose  sanction 
liberty  had  been  established,  to  be  branded 
with  a  breach  of  engagement,  because  on 
a  few  occasions  some  acts  of  cruelty  had 
been  committed,  which  he  reprobated  with 
as  strong  feelings  of  indignation  and  ab* 
horrence    as  those    by  which  his   hon. 
Friend  was  actuated  ?    He  did  not  mean 
to  express  a  doubt  that  some  transactions 
bad  taken  place  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1833,  which  disgraced  those  who 
took  part  in  them.    But  was  his  hon, 
Friend  so  ignorant  oi  human  nature — had 
bis  acute  eye  Bied  itself  to  so  little  purpose 
on  this  British  Act  of  Parliament — this 
Charter  of  liberty  to  the  negro,  as  not  to 
know  that  whatever  might  be  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  how- 
ever its  provisions   might  be   enforced, 
they  could  not  change  the  nature  of  the 
West^Indian  planter,  and  could  not  pre- 
vent thoae  ill  effects  which  most  result 
ftpm  «  chingtt  by  vhkh  arUtrary  powtt 


was  wrested  from  those  wba  were  hence* 
forward  made  responsible  for  their  acts  ? 
If  the  hon.  Member  foresaw  that  such 
occurrences  must  take  place  on  the  pasaiog 
of  the  measure  of  1833,  he  should  never 
have  consented  to  its  adoption  until  bo 
received  a  pledge,  that  under  it  every 
attribute  of  slavery  should  be  totally 
abolished,  and  that  no  payment  should 
take  place  until  he  was  satisBed  of  that 
event;  but  the  hon.  Member  took  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  two  oocasiona 
relative  to  his  views,  and  they  reyected  hie 
propositions  when  accompanied  by  such 
conditions.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  contract  could  not  be  fairly  disturbed, 
because— "Without  at  all  wishing  to  screen 
or  wink  at  acts  of  cruelty-->individual  acta 
of  hardship  and  q[)preasion  might  in  seme 
cases  be  adduced.  His  hon.  Friend 
brought  forward  the  two  instances  of 
Antigua  and  Bermuda,  in  which  he  un- 
derstood him  to  argue,  that  the  conditiooa 
of  the  Act  had  not  been  complied  with. 
[Mr.  BuxtoH  had  excluded  them.]  He 
saw  no  notice  of  the  exclusion  in  his  hon. 
Friend's  Motion.  Was  it  to  be  understood 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  abandoned  th« 
conclusion  at  which  he  seemed  anxious  to 
arrive  from  his  statements  with  reference 
to  these  islands.  Would  it  be  iwst  to  say 
to  the  planters  in  the  West-Indies,  ''  We 
agreed  to  give  you  this  money  on  one 
condition ;  we  now  propose  that  you  shall 
receive  it  on  another?"  Let  the  House 
consider  what  a  bad  precedent  such 
conduct  on  our  part  would  hold  out  to 
other  nations.  He  should  be  sorry  te 
give  the  slavc^owners  in  the  slavery  States 
of  America  any  pretext  for  a  similar  step, 
by  enabling  them  to  point  to  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  ParUament 
of  Great  Britain— by  the  Representatives 
of  a  country  renowned  for  the  maintenance 
of  ita  national  failh.  While  be  trusled 
that  in  many  respects  he  held  the  same 
opinions  as  bis  bon.  Friend— while  he 
trusted  that  he  entertained  similaf  feelinge 
of  humanity  for  the  oppressed,  and  of  dle« 
testation  for  the  oppressor,  he  hoped  that 
he  should  never  be  found  ready  to  gratify 
those  feelings  at  the  expense  of  the  netioiial 
faith  and  honour,  which  he  hoped  a  British 
Parliament  would  neither  now  nor  at  any 
future  period  do  anything  to  tarnish  off 
impair.  The  House  could  not  fiul  to 
remember  that  it  was  the  duty,  as  it  woeU 
be  the  care,  of  the  Government  at  beaiw 
to  keep  ft  wntebful  end  tigUeitt  ^^^i^ 
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the  WflBt-India  colonies— -over  every  law 
paaned  by  their  Colonial  Legblativc  As- , 
semblies»  and  the  practical  eiecution  of . 
those  laws ;  and  be  (Sir  George  Grey)  on  \ 
the  part  of  the  present  Government, 
would  pledge  them  to  the  boo.  Member 
opposite.  U^t  the  fullest  inquiry  and  in* 
vestigation  in  a  manner  most  satisfactory 
to  the  hon.  Member  himself  should  be 
instituted  into  every  case  which  the  boo. 
Member  could  suggest,  if  the  Government 
was  furnished  with  a  sufficient  specification 
of  the  nature  and  necessity  of  such  inquiry. 
He  had  already  stated  this  to  his  hon. , 
Friend,  who  bad  brought  many  cases  of 
complaint  to  him  at  the  Colonial-office, 
and  with  respect  to  some  of  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  already  put  notices  upon 
the  books,  and  he  had  only  requested  in 
instances  where  no  information  as  to  the 
circumstances  could  be  found  among  the 
Records  in  tbe  Colonial-office,  that  he 
shottkl  be  allowed  time  for  such  informa- 
tion to  be  sent  for,  and  tb^  case  thus  fully 
met.  To  this  he  had  pledged  himself  to 
the  hon.  Member,  and  on  that  pledge  he 
had  acted ;  information  had  been  sent  for 
in  reference  to  those  cases,  and  with 
respect  to  any  other  complaints  which 
might  be  adduced  by  the  hon.  Member,  or 
by  any  one  elst,  tbe  Government  would 
take  every  means  to  procore  information 
for  tbe  satisfaction  of  this  country,  to 
reduce  existing  grievances,  and  to  afford 
prateetion  to.  the  apprenticed  labourers. 
Tbe  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  acts  of 
cruelty  and  oppression,  but  he  would, 
in  the  cdisence  of  information,  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  character  of  the 
Governors  of  the  British  West-Indian 
colonies,  men  of  tried  humanity,  who 
would  not  suffer  those  acts  without  at 
least  lepresenting  them  to  tbe  Government 
at  home.  It  should,  however,  not  be  lost 
sight  of,  that  there  were  many  acts  which 
could  not  be  controlled  by  them,  but, 
as  their  despatches  generally  showed, 
which  arose  from  that  demoralized  state 
and  oonditkm  of  society  in  the  colonies, 
which  was  the  consequence  of  the  long- 
continued  system  of  slavery,  and  which 
eottld  not  in  one  day  be  removed.  Would 
any  man  assert,  that  the  Marquess  of 
Sligo  would  refuse  justice  or  protection  to 
any  class  of  the  su^ects  of  his  Sovereign 
over  whom  he  had  been  by  that  Sovereign 
introtted  to  preside?  Again,  the  de- 
apatchesof  Sir  Lionel  Smith,  the  Governor 
•f  Baibtdosfi  OMoifiMlid  the  position  for 


which  he  (Sir  George  Grey)  had  contended, 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  his  hon.  Friend 
o(4X)site  (Mr.  Buxton)  would  not  think 
that  distinguished  Officer  was  playing  into 
the  hands  of  the  planters  by  his  system  of 
Government.  He  would  call  another 
witness  (Sir  Carmichael  Smyth,  the  Go-* 
vernor  of  Demerara),  than  whom  no  man 
had  laboured  more  strenuously  in  the  pro«r 
tection  of.  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
apprenticed  labourers.  The  effects  of  the 
exertions  of  that  Officer  had  already  mani- 
fested itself  in  the  improved  spirit  of  the 
planters  in  his  colony.  But  to  return  to 
the  Question  more  immediately  before  the 
House,  he  must  call  their  attention  to  tbe 
conditions  upon  which  the  money  was 
made  payable.  Those  conditions  were 
stated  in  the  44th  section  of  the  Act  of 
Emancipation,  which  provided,  that  no 
part  of  tlie  said  sum  should  be  applied  for 
tbe  benefit  of  any  person  now  entitled  to 
the  services  of  any  slave  in  any  of  tbe 
colonies  aforesaid,  unless  an  order  *'  shall 
have  been  first  made  by  his  Majesty,  with 
the  advice  of  his  Privy  Council,  declaring^ 
that  adequate  and  satisfactory  provision 
had  been  made  by  law  in  such  colony  for 
giving  effect  to  this  Act,  or  unless  a  copy 
of  such  Order  in  Council  duly  certified 
shall  have  been  transmitted  to  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  for  their  guidance  and 
information.''  The  effect  of  this  clause 
vras  to  delegate  to  his  Majesty's  responsible 
advisers  these  duties,  and  he  would  ask, 
how  it  was  possible  for  this  House  to  make 
away  a  right  made  indefeasible  by  this 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  at  the  same  time 
place  in  the  hands  of  a  Select  Committee 
the  powers  of  the  Government  to  withhold 
payments  legally  demanded  and  charge- 
able under  and  by  virtue  of  this  Act. 

Mr.  Fowell  Buxton  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  refer  to  the  16th 
section  of  the  Act,  he  would  find  that  after 
reciting  the  various  regulations  necessary 
for  giving  effect  to  the  Act,  It  provided 
that  '*  nothing  therein  contained  should 
be  construed  to  extend  to  prevent  the 
enactment  by  the  respective  governors, 
councils,  and  assemblies,  of  laws  and 
ordinances  necessary  for  that  purpose." 

Sir  G,  Crrey  was  perfectly  aware  of  the 
provisions  of  the  clause  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  had  called  his  attentioni 
and  only  regretted  that  tbe  hon.  Member 
had  not  read  the  remainder  of  the  Clause^ 
for  the  House  would  then  have  seen  that 

it  wot  Aefsrtbeless  provided  that  any 
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cnacUneot,  regnlatiooy  prorision,  rale,  or 
order,  which  should  in  anywise  be  repug- 
nant or  contradictory  to  the  act  should 
be  voidy  and  of  no  ^ect.  The  object  of 
this  was  manifest,  for  it  was  impossible 
at  ODoe  to  legislate  in  detail,  and  it  was 
th^efore  necessary  to  leave  it  to  time  to 
judge  of  the  propriety  of  snch  legnlationSy 
and  for  carrying  into  effect  the  great  prin- 
ciples of  the  Emancipation  AcL  So  also 
in  the  23rd  section,  it  was  provided  that 
acts  passed  by  local  legislatures  with  simi- 
lar, but  improved,  enactments  to  those 
contained  in  the  measure  of  slave  relief, 
should  supersede  the  provisions  of  the 
latter  on  being  confirmed  by  his  Majesty 
in  CounciL  He  was,  however,  prepared 
to  say,  that  as  yet  no  such  instance  had 
occurred  as  that  for  which  this  23ni  sec- 
tion provided,  and  every  enactment  of  the 
original  measure  still  remained  in  full 
force  and  effect.  How,  then,  was  the 
House  circumstanced  at  the  present  mo- 
ment with  respect  to  the  colonies?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Weymouth  had  thrown 
aside,  and  out  of  the  scale,  the  situation 
of  Antigua  and  the  Bermudas.  The  next 
in  order  were  Trinidad,  the  Mauritius,  and 
St.  Lucia.  In  those  colonies  no  local 
legislation  had  taken  place,  but  orders  in 
Coancil  had  been  issued  by  his  Majesty, 
against  which  no  lemoostianoe  had  been 
inade,  and  yet  the  bon.  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth would  withhold  the  money  until 
lie  was  satisfied  that  in  enacting  those 
ordinances  right  had  been  done.  The 
three  next  colonies  were  Honduras,  Bri- 
tish Guiana,  and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 
From  them  ordinances  in  furtherance  of 
the  Emancipation  Act  had  been  sent 
home — had  been  amended  and  altered  by 
the  Government  here,  and  on  being  re- 
turned so  altered  had  been  adopted  and 
were  now  in  full  force  and  efiect.  He 
would  next  inquire  what  degree  of  justice 
would  it  be  to  say  to  the  slave-proprietors 
of  these  colonies.  *<  You  have  passed  inade- 
quate and  nnsatislactory  ordinances,  which 
the  Government  of  the  day  at  home  have 
altered:  so  altered,  yon  have  submitted 
to  them,  and  under  them  the  apprentice 
labourers  are  in  peace,  yet  we  will  not 
pay  you  that  to  which  we  are  pledged 
(because  we  may  have  been  wrong)  until 
a  select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Cora« 
mons  shall  have  gone  throngh  them  and 
pronounced  an  opinion  upon  their  pro- 
priety?** Surely  the  hon.  Member  for 
Weymouth  would  not  hesitate  to  exclude 


together  with  Antigua  and  the  Bermudas, 
these  six  colonies  from  the  sweeping 
effects  of  the  Motion  which  be  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  The  authorities  in 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  were  endtied  to 
some  extraordinary  good  feeling,  inas* 
much  as  they  had  reduced  the  period  of 
apprenticeship  by  two  years.  For  this,  at 
least,  they  were  entitled  to  some  credit 
on  the  score  of  humanity.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Weymouth  had  dwelt  much 
upon  the  other  West-India  Colonies,  which 
he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  had  not  yet  named, 
and  of  these  he  would  first  allude  to  the 
island  of  Jamaica.  With  respect  to  what 
had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend,  in  re- 
ference to  the  declaration  made  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley),  that  the  Act 
of  the  Colonial  legislature  of  Jamaica 
transmitted  to  the  Government,  of  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  formed  a  part,  a 
declaration  omde  advisedly  and  under 
responsibility,  his  boo.  Friend  must  make 
out  that  Parliament  was  called  upon  for 
that  declaration  to  censure  in  Uie  most 
marked  manner  possible  the  conduct 
which  had  in  that  instance  been  pnsned 
by  his  noble  Friend.  He  doubted  not 
that  his  noble  Friend  wcrald  be  fuUy  able 
to  justify  himself;  but  he  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
would  not  on  the  part  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment shrink  from  any  portion  of  re- 
sponsibility which  might  attach  to  the 
Administration  by  whieh  that  important 
decision  had  been  come  to.  It  was  but 
due  to  his  noble  Friend  and  to  the  Honse 
to  state  further,  that  his  Majesty's  present 
Goremment  was  satisfied  that  thecoone 
pursued  in  that  instance  was  oonect,  and 
that  by  it  they  were  prepared  to  abide. 
With  regard  to  the  spirit  in  which  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (Lord  Stanley) 
had  dealt  with  the  West-India  Coloniea* 
he  could  cite  extracts  from  the  primed 
papers  beCore  the  House,  but  this  he  at 
present  thought  to  be  unnecessary.  He 
would,  however,  refer  his  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite (Mr.  Buxton)  lo  the  despatches  in 
18d2of  Eari  MulgTave,--a  nobleman  fimn 
whom  his  hon.  Friend  could  not  differ  in 
sentiment,  who  had  held  the  Government 
of  Jamaica  in  times  of  great  di€ficnlty  Sttd 
delicacy,  and  who  instead  of  aulMecliiig 
himsdf  to  repreadi  had  won  for  himself 
immortal  credit.  That  noble  Lord  was 
the  organ  of  communication  between  the 
Government  at  home  and  the  *  ooknial 
interests  in  Jamaica,  and  with  the  means 
of  information  irtiich  he  poasesMd, 
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the  best  guide  for  the  Government  here 
to  take,  and  whose  opinion  as  to  the  act 
of  the  Colonial  legislature  in  furtherance 
of  the  Emancipation  Act  was  entitled  to 
the  fullest  weight.  The  noble  Earl  in  his 
despatch  communicated  to  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  act  had  passed  the  House 
of  Assembly  through  all  the  stages  except 
the  last,  which  was  one  of  form,  and  that 
on  the  first  point,  that  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  the  measure,  he  did  not  think 
there  existed  the  slightest  ground  of  com- 
plaint, for  many  of  the  provisions  of  their 
(the  colonial)  act  had  adopted  the  very 
words  of  the  English  measure  of  the 
Emancipation.  On  the  second  point— 
viz.  the  details  and  minor  points,  the 
local  Legislature  desired  a  postponement, 
in  consequence  of  a  difference  of  opinion 
upon  those  details  and  minor  points  pre- 
vailing amongst  themselves ;  but  in  order 
to  afford  the  British  Government  a  sub- 
stantial pfxwf  of  their  sincerity  they  ex- 
pressed their  full  approbation  of  the  mea- 
sure passed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
With  such  information  before  it,  could 
the  British  Grovernment  withhold  its  ap- 
probation of  the  colonial  act  thus  described 
and  would  the  House  then  consent  to 
censure  such  approbation  declared  by  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him— Lord  Stanley  ? 
He  would  also  repeat  his  inquiry,  whether 
this  measure,  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial 
legislature,  could,  in  the  remotest  degree, 
alteet  that  indefeasible  right  to  a  share  in 
the  receipt  of  that  sum,  for  the  payment 
of  which  the  British  Government  stood 
pledged  to  the  colonies  generally  ?  To 
the  Government  of  Earl  Mulgrave  that  of 
the  Marquess  of  Sligo  succeeded,  and  the 
latter  nobleman  had  enforced  upon  the 
colonists  of  Jamaica  the  necessity  of  fill- 
ing up  those  defects  which  prevailed  in 
the  preceding  local  legislation,  and  to 
remedy  them  in  a  supplemental  Bill.  The 
Colonial  legislature  acceded  to  the  sug- 
gestion in  all  points  but  two,  and  those 
two  points*  the  Marquess  of  Sligo,  from  his 
local  knowledge,  was  enabled  to  inform  the 
Government  at  home  were  impmctwable. 
Hence  it  was  manifest  the  House  of  As- 
sembly had  throughout  shown  a  determina- 
tion not  only  to  accede  to  sng^gesttons, 
but  to  uphold  both  the  letter  and  the 
spirit  of  the  Slavery  Abolition  Act,  and  to 
carry  out  into  effect  its  details  and  its 
principles.  Would  the  House,  then, 
now  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Weymouth  in  censuring  the  Act 


as  inadequate  and  unsatisfactory  ?  Re- 
ference had  been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
to  a  Colonial  Act  of  Assembly  passed  in 
1834,  and  he  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friend  in  the  opinion  that  it  did  not  show 
that  good  spirit  in  the  Legislative  Assem- 
bly of  Jamaica  which  he  could  have  wished 
but  he  must  again  remind  the  House, 
that  he  distinguished  between  the  feel- 
ing of  the  Legislature  and  that  of  the 
residents  generally  in  that  colony.  The 
whole  population  was  not  to  be  included 
in  any  censure  to  which  that  measure 
might  give  rise.  It  had  been  transmitted 
to,  and  was  now  under  the  consideration  of, 
the  Government,  and  would  be  dealt 
with  without  reference  to  party  or 
colour.  It  had  been  stated  that  it  was  in- 
tended there  should  he  no  restriction 
upon  the  apprentice  labourers  during  their 
servitude,  but  the  Act  of  Parliament  itself 
had  in  terms  provided  punishment  for  in- 
solence of  conduct  and  insubordination 
during  that  period,  and  the  British  Legis- 
lature was  in  this  respect  alone  to  blame, 
as  the  Colonial  Legislature  had  only  car- 
ried out  those  provisions,  awarding  (as  we 
understood)  the  amount  of  punishment. 
By  the  22nd  section  of  the  Act,  the  mili- 
tary, civil,  and  other  franchises,  to  which 
the  negro  apprentice  was  entitled,  were 
also  strictly  and  scrupulously  maintained, 
and  the  Colonial  Act  did  not  infringe  or 
trench  upon  those  rights  and  privileges,  so 
that,  on  that  head,  no  censure  could  at- 
tach. With  regard  to  St.  Kitt's,  Nevis, 
Tobago,  and  the  other  colonies,  they  had 
passed  ordinances,  which,  after  amend- 
ment at  home,  had  finally  been  adopted 
by  them.  The  Virgin  Islands  had  as  yet 
furnished  no  act,  and  until  their  acquies- 
cence was  received  they  would  not  be  en- 
tilled  to  any  share  of  the  compensation. 
On  the  whole,  he  contended  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (the  Member  for  Weymouth)  had 
shown  no  grounds  for  the  censure  which 
his  motion  (if  carried)  would  cast  upon  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley),  and  the  Go- 
vernment to  which  he  was  attached ;  he 
had  shown  no  grounds  for  taking  this 
measure  out  of  the  hands  of  the  responsi- 
ble advisers  of  the  Crown,  or  for  removing 
from  them  those  powers  which  had  been 
delegated  to  them  by  an  Act  of  the  Legis- 
lature, and  thus  hold  them  up  as  being 
unworthy  of  watching  over  the  important 
interests  of  the  British  colonies,  and  dis- 
qualified for  the  stations  which  they  had 
been  called  upon  by  their  Sovereign  to  fill. 
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Hit  hon.  Friend  must  make  out  a. case  of 

this  kind  to  justify  the  introduction  of  a 
Billy  for  such  it  must  be  (which  many  hon* 
Members  would  not  support,  though  a  few 
might  vote  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry),  to 
render  defeasible  those  powers  already 
conferred.  The  House,  in  considering  the 
present  Motion,  ought  not  to  forget  that 
on  the  faith  of  the  payment  of  the  awarded 
compensation  in  the  course  of  the  ensuing 
autumn,  engagements  had  been  entered 
into,  and  the  result  of  the  postponement, 
which  must  be  the  consequence  of  the 
appointment  of  the  proposed  Committeci 
would  lead  to  most  disastrous  commercial 
eiFects.  He  trusted  that  Parliament  would 
not  re^open  this  question,  but  that,  on  the 
faithful  performance  of  the  conditions 
contained  in  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion, it  would  pay  this  money  according 
to  the  pledge  which  it  bad  abready  given. 
There  was  one  other  branch  of  the  subject 
which,  though  it  was  not  connected  with 
the  point  of  money,  required  some  obser- 
vations on  bis  part,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  hishon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth ;  and  that  regarded  the  conduct  of 
the  stipendiary  Magistrates.  Now,  he 
concurred  with  bis  hon.  Friend  in  saying, 
that  the  powers  vested  in  the  stipendiary 
Magistrates  ought  only  to  be  confided  to 
impartial  men,  who  in  all  controversies 
between  the  masters  and  the  apprentices 
ought  to  have  no  bias  either  to  one  or  the 
other,  and  who,  acting  fairly  and  indifier- 
ently  on  their  responsibility  to  the  Local 
Government,  and  through  the  Local  Go- 
vernment to  the  Government  at  home, 
could  be  looked  on  with  confidence  by 
every  class  of  the  community  among  which 
they  were  sent  to  administer  justice.  He 
admitted  that  there  had  been  a  grievous 
miscalculation  as  to  the  number  of  local 
stipendiary  magistrates  necessary  to  carry 
the  law  into  effect.  It  had  been  thought 
that  100  magistrates  would  be  sufficient ; 
but  that  number  was  too  small,  and  it 
therefore  became  necessary  for  the  gover-^ 
nora  of  several  colonies^  acting  upon  the 
discretion  with  which  they  were  vested,  to 
appoint  individuals  to  occupy  that  wide 
unoccupied  field,  which  it  was  quite  im- 
possible for  100  magistrates  to  occupy. 
What  then  was  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Government?  It  had  been  made  a  sub- 
ject of  complaint  against  Lord  Sligo  by  the 
Colonial  Legislature,  that  he  had  refused 
to  grant  this  special  commisaion  to  the 
io^  magiaUMei  geoaraUy,    Iiord  Sligo 


bad  placed  in  the  commission  persona  re* 
sident  in  the  colony ;  but  in  no  one  case 
had  be  placed  in  it  any  person  interested 
in  apprenticed  slavery.    The  hon.  Baronet 
then  proceeded  to  read  a  dispatch  sent  by 
Lord  Sligo  to  Mr.  Spring  Rice,  descriptive 
of  the  measures  which  he  had  adopted  on 
this  subject,  and  also  part  of  the  reply  sent 
by  bis  right  hon.  Friend  to  that  despatch » 
Did  his  right  hon.  Friend  content  himself 
with  cautioning  Lord  Sligo  how  he  fiUed 
up  these  commissions  ?    No;  ha  called  on 
his  Lordship  to  state  the  number  of  stipes* 
diary  magistrates  sent  out  from  England , 
who  were  able  to  perform  the  duties  im- 
posed upon  them  with  ability  and  impar* 
tiality,  and  upon  receiving  that  statement^ 
he  declared  his  intention  of  sending  out 
such  a  number  as  would  enable  the  eiecu'r 
tive  Government  to  meet  all  the  exigenoies 
of  its  new  position.    His  noble  Frieiid» 
Lord  Aberdeen,  in  augmenting  the  num* 
ber  still  further,  acted  on  the  same  priaci* 
pie  as  that  on  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  acted.     The  House  would  find,  on 
looking  at  the  Estimates  for  this  year,  that 
there  was  a  charge  for  136  stipendiary 
magistrates  to  be  voted.    Of  this  number 
35  had  been  added  by  Lord  Aberdeen, 
acting  00  the  same  great  principle  of  iheic 
being  impartial  men,    unconnected  with 
the  colonies.    Lord  Glenelg  had  carried 
the  principle  still  further,  for  he  thought 
that  it  was  better  that  Parliament  should 
grant  a  larger  sum  of  money  to  defray  the 
charge  of  a  greater  number  of  magistrates, 
than  leave  their  present  power  in  the  bands 
of  the  local  magistrates.     He  had,  there- 
fore, sent  out  instructions  to  the  Govef- 
nors  of  all  our  colonies  in  the  West  Indieet 
and  also  to  the  Governors  of  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  and  of  the  Mauritius,  ordering 
them  to  withdraw  the  special  commissioQ 
from  every  magistrate  who  was  a  planter 
in  their  governments.     He  also  ordered 
them,  in  filling  up  such  commissions  as 
might  become  occasionally  vacant,  to  se* 
lect  men  who  were  not  planters,  bot  who 
were  as  free  as  possible  from  all  local  bias 
or  interest    It  was  clear,  that  if  the  8pe« 
cial  commission  was  withdrawn  from  Ibe 
local  magistrates,  an  additional  oamber  of 
stipendiary  magistrates  must  be  employed* 
It  was  therefore   now    proposed  to  |miI 
twenty-five   more   into   the  oommiseioe* 
When  the  charge  for  them  came  to  be 
voted,  it  would  be  for  the  House  todecid# 
whether  it  would  agree  to  afipoiot  thai  i»» 
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a  mimiier  of  these  special  commissions  io 
the  hands  of  the  local  authorities.    His 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Department  had  not  adopted  this  course, 
because  he  had  received  intelligence  from 
the  colonies  that  the  local  magistrates  had 
abused  the  powers  with  which  they  were 
vested  by  the  special  commission.  Indeed, 
ha  had  informed  the  local  governors  that 
those  powers  had  not  been  withdrawn  from 
any  notion  that  they  had  been  abused, 
and  bad  commissioned  them  to  comrouni* 
cale  to  the  local  magistrates  the  thanks  of 
his  Majesty  for  their  services  in  any  way 
which  they  might  deem  to  be  moet  agree- 
able to  their  feelings*    With  regard  to  the 
report  which  bis  hon.  Frimd   had  read 
ffom  a  ooioiiial  nevspaptf »  respecting  the 
obeefvatioQS  which  had  been  made  by  se- 
vend  of  the  roagistratea,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
magistrates   assembled   to    consider   the 
legality  of  whipping  females,  he  bad  only 
to  obsenre  that  he  had  not  seen  it.     He 
understoody  however,  that  in  the  island 
where  it   ocoarred  the  Solicitor-^General 
bad  written  to  the  authorities   at  home 
staling,  that  doubts  had  arisen  upon  the 
legality   of  that  practice,  expressing  his 
wonder  how  they  could  have  arisen,  since 
It  was  clearly  prohibited  by  law,  and  de* 
dariag  his  mtention  of  remitting,  till  he 
heard  from  home,  every  sentence  of  every 
magistrate  which  should  impose  so  impro- 
per a  punishment.     This  functionary,  in 
his  opinion,  was  perfectly  correct  in  the 
view  which  he  had  taken  of  the  law,  and 
he  insisted,  that  by  the  Act  of  1833,  the 
power    of    fioglging  females  was  entirely 
taken  away.     He  pledged  himself  to  his 
hon.  Friend,  that  if  he  (Mr.  F.  Buxton) 
would  state  to  him  any  case  of  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  any  stipendiary  magistrate, 
it  should  be  instantly  examined  into ;  and 
that,  if  it  were  proved,  that  stipendiary 
magistrate    should    be   dismissed.       In 
making  this  statement^  he  was  not  giving 
his  hon.  Friend  any  rague  or  indefinite 
piedge»for  it  was  in  strict  consistency  with 
the  past  conduct  of  the  present  Govern- 
Bient,  of  the  late  Government,  and  indeed 
of  every  Government  which  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  question.    His  hon.  Friend 
bad  said,  that  there  roust  have  been  mis- 
conduct, as  some  of  the  special  DMgiatrates 
had  been  dismissed.    Undoubtedly  it  was 
so.    Lofd  Sligo  had  reported  some  such 
cases  to  the  Qovemmeat  at  horae^  and  the 
eondnsioM  to  which  hia  Locdship  had 
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the  Colonial  Department  in  this  country. 
In    other   cases  where    the    misconduct 
seemed  to  arise  out  of  an  error  of  judg- 
ment only,  a  reprimand  had  been  deemed 
a  punishment  sufficiently  severe  upon  the 
magistrates,  and^  therefore,  in  such  cases 
the  special  commission  had  not  been  with- 
drawn.    He  assured  his  hon.  Friend,  that 
the  most  vigilant  circumspection  had  been 
used,  and  would  continue  to  be  used,  by 
the  Government  at  home,  and  by  the  Go- 
vernors of  our  colonies  abroad,  over  the 
stipendiary  magistrates ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  any  act  of  misconduct,  oppres- 
sion, or  cruelty  would  be  committed  by 
them  without  drawing  down  upon  them, 
as  occasion  might  require,  a  reprimand  or 
dismissal.    If  nis  hon.  Friend  would  bring 
forward  any  cases  of  misconduct,  cruelty^ 
or  oppression,  he  pledged  himself  on  the 
part  of  the  Colonial  Department,  to  grant 
a  full  and  patient  inquiry  into  them ;  but 
be  thought  that  until  the  Government  ba4 
been  convicted  of  being  either  negligent^ 
or  partial,  or  cruel,  his  hon.  Friend  ought 
not  to  call  upon  the  present  Parliament  to 
take  from    the  Government  that  power 
which  a  former  Parliament  had  confided 
to  its  care»  nor  to  disgrace  the  Governmenjt 
by  calling  on  the  House  to  accede  to  a 
proposition  which  would  affix  the  bitterest 
stigma  upon  it.    The  hon.  Baronet  then 
proceedea  to  express  his  concurrence  vs^ 
the  statements  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Weymouth  had  made,  to  prove  that  th^ 
negro  was  capable  of  being  moved  by  the 
stimulus  of  wages,  and  that  for  wages  he 
would  willingly  work.     He  could  corrobo- 
rate that  statement  from  other  quarters. 
He  had  heard  from  a  relation  of  his  own 
residing  io  Antigua,  that  with  a  less  amount 
of  labour  his  estate  had  been  more  pro- 
ductive last  year  than  it  had  been  in  the 
years  1839  and  1833,  before  slavery  was 
abolished.    He,  therefore,  hoped  that  the 
House  would  consider  itself  bound  by  the 
law    which  had  abolished  slavery.    He 
conceived  that  nothing  could  be  more  in* 
juriotts  to  the  colonies,  and  indeed  to  the 
country  at  large,  than  to  consider  any 
qaestioBS    which    had    been    settled  by 
law  as  open  questions.    The  experiment 
of  the  Abolition  Act  had  succeeded  to  a 
greater  extent  than  its  warmest  friends 
bad  anticipated,  and  it  was  a  glorious  re« 
fleotioB  for  those  who  had  made  it,  to  kno  w^ 
that  during  the  ten  months  which  had  now 
elapsed  since  the  1st  of  August,  ld34| 
wlian  il  fi»l  cama  into  optiatioDi  nol^  onf 
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act  of  violence  or  injury  had  been  con\- 
niitted  upon  any  white^  and  that  not  more 
than  one  black  man  had  been  hurt  out  of 
a  population  of  800,000  negroes,  whom  it 
was  still  necessary  to  keep  in  subordina- 
tion.    He  was  happy  to  say,  that  a  better 
feeling  between  the  master  and  the  ap- 
prentice was  daily  growing  up  in  the  West 
Indies.    The  letters  of  Lord  Sligo  (which 
he  read  to  the  House)  were  full  of  the 
most. satisfactory  proofs  that  the  growth  of 
this  kindly  feeling  was  uniting  all  classes, 
rich  and  poor,  black  and  white,  together 
for  the  protection   of  their  common  in- 
terests.    If  the  House  wished  to  promote 
a  union  so  desirable,  it  would  not  sanction 
the  present  Motion  for  a  Committee ;  for 
if  that  Motion  were  carried,  the  payment 
of  the  money  would  be  suspended  for  a 
year  at  least ;  and  believing  that  such  a 
suspension  would  be  injurious  to  the  na- 
tional honour,  that  it  would  be  derogatory 
to  the  national  faith,  that  it  would  be  ruin- 
ous to  thousands,  and  that  it  would  ex- 
asperate the  white  without  benefitting  the 
negro  population,  he  should  oppose  it  to 
the  utmost  of  his  power.     He  felt  that  he 
bad  performed  very  inadequately  the  task 
which  his  official  duty  had  that  evening 
imposed  on  him,  but  he  still  hoped  that 
the  House,  listening,  if  not  to  his  argu- 
ments, to  the  arguments  of  those   hon. 
Gentlemen  who  might  rise  after  him,  would 
pause  before  it  entertained   the  present 
Motion,  and  that  it  would  be  convinced  of 
the  paramount  necessity  for  takin?  such  a 
dangerous  step,  before  it  ventured  upon  a 
measure  which  would  impair  the  national 
character  for  justice  and  good  faith,  which 
he  was  sure  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
the  last  man  to  injure  under  the  sanction 
of  his  name  and  respectability. 

Mr.  Buckitigham  said,  he  was  glad  that 
he  had  given  way  to  the  hon.  Baronet^  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  as  it  had 
enabled  him^  in  common  with  the  House, 
to  enjoy  the  advantage  of  listening  to  the 
▼ery  able  and  satisfactory  speech  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman — able  from  the  clear  and 
convincing  manner  in  which  the  statements 
had  been  laid  before  the  House,  and  satis- 
factory, as  containing  the  solemn  declarn. 
ftions  and  public  pledges  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  see  the  Abolition  Act  carried 
into  effect  in  all  its  integrity,  as  far  at  least 
as  their  power  and  authority  could  achieve 
80  destrabie  a  restilt— As,  however,  he 
(Mr.  Buckingham)  had  taken  a  very  deep 
interest  in  the  QuesUoa  oi  Slave  Bmancipa- 


tion  from  an  earlier  date  than  the  proposi- 
tion for  abolishing  slavery  in  that  House; 
as  he  had  taken  part  also  in  the  discussions 
on  the  Question  whUe  this  great  charter  of 
negro   liberty  was  passing   through    the 
House,  he  hoped  he  might  he  forgiven  for 
desiring  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  occasion. 
In  reverting  to  the  discussions  on  this  Ques- 
tion, he  could  not  help  recalling  with  plea- 
sure the  fact,  that  he  had  always  contended 
for  immediate  emancipation  without  delay 
and  without  price ;  and  the  result  had  but 
too  clearly  proved  that  in  so  contending  for 
this  right  of  the  slave,  he  had  seen  some- 
what  more  clearly  into  futurity  than  those 
by  whom  this  immediate  and  uncompen- 
sated emancipation  was  opposed  ;-^for  it 
was  now  shown  that  the  labour  of  the  same 
individual  after  his  emancipatioii,  was  worth 
more  to  his  employer  than  while  he  waa  a 
slave  ;  and  that  estates  on  which  the  slaves 
were  set  wholly  free,  were  of  greater  value 
to  their  owners  after  that  event,  than  they 
were  before:  which  must  clearly  show  that 
compensation  was  unnecessary^  as  the  plan* 
ters  were,  by  the  abolition  of  slavery,  bene- 
fitted instead  of  injured;  and  to  give  them 
twenty  millions  for  a  change  which  had 
turned  out  as  was  predicted  to  be  to  their 
advantage,  rather  than  their  wrong,  was  a 
reckless  waste  of  money,  to  call  it  by  no 
milder  name.     While,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  complete  success  of  the  experiment  of 
immediate  abolition,  as  tried  and  proved  in 
Antigua,  and  the  Bermudas,  shewed  that 
the  apprenticeship  was  as  unnecessary  as  the 
compensation;   and  that  both  might  have 
been  safely  dispensed  with,  by  which  the 
enormous  cost  to  the  nation,  and  the  six 
years  of  suffering  to  the  apprentice  might 
both  have  been  saved.     It  might  be  per- 
fectly true,  according  to  the  language  of  tlie 
hon.    Banmet   (Sir  G.  Grey)   that   there 
could  be  no  benefit  in  discussing  these  sub- 
jects from  day  to  day.    But  on  the  other 
hand  he  (Mr.  Buckingham)  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  there  was  great  utility  in  dis- 
cussing it  occasionally :  for  the  facts  elicited 
in  such  debates  would  go  forth  to  the  world, 
and  produce  their  proper  influence  on  the 
Colonies,  and  on  the  mother  country.     It 
was  for  this  reason  that,  though  he  was 
gratiOed  with  the  sentiments  and  declara- 
tions made  in  the  name  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite, 
he  was  at  the  same  time  of  opimon,  that 
the  House  and  the  country  ouoht  to  feel 
;lad  that  the  hon*  member  for  Weymmilli 
Mr.  Buxton)  had  introduced  the  subject 
for  diflcussiott.    In  reply  to  .that  km* 
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Member's  statements,  it  h&d  beenrshown, 
and   he  thought   satisfactorily,    that  the 
Grovemment  were  not  themselves  parties  to 
any  breach  of  contract  in  the  matter,  and 
that  they  had  taken  such  steps,  by  the  pu- 
rification  of  the  local  magistracy  especially, 
as  were  likely  to  check  any  disposition  to 
such  breaches  in  future,  among  those  func- 
tionaries.    But  at  the  same  time,  it  could 
not  be  concealed,  that  faith^lly  as  England 
and  the  English  Ministry  had  done  their 
duty,  the  colonial  authorities,  hitherto,  at 
least,  had  not  so  well  performed  theirs ; — 
and  surely  in  the  bargain  made  there  were 
two  contracting  parties,  from  each  of  whom 
certain  conditions  were  to  be  exacted,  as 
the  act  prescribed.    Every  one  who  remem- 
bered the  discussions  on  the  act  must  re- 
member that  when  the  originally  proposed 
loan  of  fifteen  millions  was  transformed  as  if 
by  the  suddenness  of  magic,  into  a  gift  of 
twenty  millions :  the  reason  urged  for  such 
a  rapid  and  immense  advance  was  this : — 
that  it  was  a  large  sum  it  was  true — ^but 
then,  it  was  to  purchase  freedom  for  the  slave 
— to  give  liberty  to  the  captive— to  abolish 
corporeal  punishment  by  the  whip— to  place 
the  African  on  a  level  with  the  European 
in  the  administration  of  justice,  and,  in 
short,  to  secure  to  the  negro — save  and  ex- 
cept only  the  reservation  of  a  portion  of  his 
daily  labour  for  his  former  owner — all  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  a  free  man:  and  it 
was  asked  triumphantly,  whether  the  British 
nation,  in  its  high  feelinff  of  chivalrous  de. 
votion  to  freedom,  would  not  readily  pay 
even  this  large  sum  as  a  munificent  sacrifice 
on  the  altar  of  justice.    But  what  if  the 
sacrifice  were  to  be  made,  and  the  justice 
to  be  stiU  withheld,  surely  this  would  be  a 
source  of  deep  regret  and  disappointment  to 
those  who  were  to  pay  the  money.    The 
twenty  millions  were  to  be  given  to  pur- 
chase certain  substantial  and  valuable  bless- 
ings to  800,000  of  our  fellow  subjects,  and 
if  these  substantial  and  valuable  blessings 
were  not  attained  by  the  payment,  then  was 
it  a  mockery  to  talk  of  the  compact  being 
faithfully  fulfilled.   The  House  should  see, 
then,  how  the  matter  stood,  for  he  (Mr. 
Buckingham)  should  be  able  to  prove  to 
them,  not  frum  mere  newspaper  paragraphs, 
but  from  authentic  and  undoubted  author- 
ity, that  in  the  island  of  Jamaica,  at  least, 
the  conditions  have  not  been  fulfilled.    He 
would  not  go  through  all  the  details  of  those 
conditions,  but  he  would  select  only  three, 
and    they   were    these: — ^first,    that    the 
flogging  of  females   by  the  whip  should 
cease  after  the  first  of  August  1834: — next, 


that  the  apprentices  should  be  put  in  a  con« 
dition  to  obtain  their  manumission  at  a  fixed 
and  moderate  rate:  —and  lastly,  that  justice 
should  be  impartially  administered  between 
the  negro  and  his  master  in  all  cases  of  dis- 
pute. He  would  prove,  then,  that  these  con- 
ditions had  been  grossly  violated  in  the  letter 
and  in  the  spirit,  in  Jamaica  at  least,  and 
he  would  argue  from  this,  that  the  owners 
by  whom  such  violations  had  been  perpe- 
trated, ought  to  have  their  individual  com« 
pensation  suspended  until  satisfactory  ex- 
planations,  if  that   indeed  were  possible, 
had   been   given  of  their  conduct.     The 
authoritv  he  was  about  to  cite  was  that 
of  Dr.  Madden,  who   had  been  sent  out 
by  the  government  of  this  country  about 
two  years  ago  as  a  stipendiary  magistrate, 
to  Jamaica :  but  who,  after  residing  there 
for  more  than  a  year,  and  endeavouring 
to  do  his  duty  in  a  truly  English  spirit, 
being  determined  to  uphold  the  integrity 
of  the  Abolition  Act,  and  protect  the  negro 
from  oppression,  had  met  with  such  perse- 
cution from  the  local  magistrates  and  per* 
sons  connected  with  the  planters,  and  the 
Colonial  Union,  that  he  had  felt  himself 
obliged  to  give  up  his  appointment  in  dis-* 
gust,  and  return  to  En^nd  }  though,  in 
proof  of  the  general  excellence  and  pro- 
priety of  his  conduct,  he  had  received  the 
most  valuable  testimonies  as  to  his  zeal, 
ability,  and  irreproachable  conduct,  from 
the  two  Governors  of  Jamaica,  Lord  Mul- 
grave  and  the  Marquess  of  Sligo.     This 
gentleman  had  resolved  to  publish  hisob^ 
servations  on  the  state  of  society  in  Jamaica 
which  were  now  passing  through  the  press, 
and  would  appear  in  a  few  days,  under  the 
title  of  '*  Twelve  Months  in  the  West  In- 
dies."   The  work  had  not  yet  been  pub* 
lished :  but  Dr.  Madden  had  favoured  him 
(Mr.  Buckingham)  with  an  early  copy  of 
such  sheets  as  were  printed;  and  from  these 
as  he  held  the  fragments  of  those  volumes 
in  his  hands,  he  would  cite  the  passages 
adverted  to,  to  show  that  in  these  three  par- 
ticulars, the  abolition  of  flogging  of  females 
the  self.redemption  at  a  fixed  and  reasona- 
ble  rate  of  the  apprentices,  and  the  impartial 
administration  of  justice,  the  planters  and 
magistrates  of  Jamaica  had  grossly  abused 
their  powers  and  forfeited  all  claim  to  com- 
pensation till  these  acts  were  satisfactorily 
explained.     The  following  were  two  cases 
only,  among  many,  of  the  female  floggings. 
He  said : — 

'*  The  negroes  are  prone  to  shamming  when 
they  want  to  escape  from  labour ;  but  tlie  re- 
sult of  this  propensity  is,  that  every  sick  negro 
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M  niiptelad  of  being  a  shaniBer.  On  one 
occasion,  a  woman  wu  pointed  out  to  mo  as 
a  shammer  by  an  overseer.  The  woman  was 
limping  before  the  Busha's  house,  and  when  I 
asked  what  was  the  matter  with  her,  I  was 
answered,  '  Oh,  nothing  at  all,  Sir,  the  woman 
is  shamming  lameness.'  I  asked  had  she  been 
seen  by  the  doctor?  I  was  told  that  she  had, 
and  had  been  recommended  a  dose  of  salts.  I 
said  to  Mr.  Jetdan,  who  was  with  me,  '  That 
is  no  shamming ;  observe  bow  the  woman  drags 
her  left  leg  after  her,  call  her  and  see  if  she 
can  raise  her  left  arm  to  her  head.'  The 
woman  was  told  to  do  so,  but  she  could  only 
lift  it  with  her  other  hand.  I  said  to  the  over- 
seer, 'This  young  woman.  Sir,  is  not  shamming, 
she  is  dead  of  one  side,  and  she  is  not  able  to 
work.'  I  was  assured  if  soch  was  the  case, 
she  should  not  be  required.  In  the  course  of 
three  weeks  (when  I  happened  to  be  absent 
in  the  parish  of  8t.  Mary,)  the  same  paralytic 
woman,  I  was  informed  on  my  return,  had 
been  to  my  house  with  a  complaint  which  she 
would  not  go  away  without  making  to  my 
wife  ;  she  was  crying  a  good  deal,  and  stated 
that  for  refusing  to  work  she  had  been  flogged 
on  her  paralytic  hand."— 

Such  a  case  as  tkia  needed  no  comment : 
and  he  (Mr.  Buckingham)  would  offer 
none,  but  leave  it  in  the  words  of  the 
wrilert  There  was  another  case,  however, 
more  touching  still.  It  was  this:— A 
woman  was  brought  to  Dr«  Madden  by  the 
overseer,  as  a  shammer,  and  she  had  been 
flo^;ed  before,  but  without  effect,  as  she 
8tiu  persisted  in  her  having  a  jpain  in  the 
skin,  which  is  the  usual  mode  of  describing 
pains  in  various  parts  of  the  body.  After 
a  description  of  the  first  intervieWj  Dr. 
Madden  said  :— 

*'  X  begged  the  overseer  to  withdraw,  and 
again  urged  her  to  tell  me  what  was  the  matter  ? 
I  oould  learn  nothing  except  that  the  marks  of 
a  recent  flogging  were  very  visible.  I  imagined 
it  was  the  e&cts  of  this  punishment  she  meant 
by  '  pain  in  the  skin/  I  told  her  I  saw  nothine 
at  that  time  to  disqualify  ber  for  labour.  I  called 
the  overseer  in,  and  requested  him  to  allow  her 
some  customary  gratuity,  which  had  been  with- 
held as  a  punishment;  and  that  the  woman 
would  and  must  go  to  labour.  The  obstinacy  of 
this  perverse  woman  now  began  to  give  way; 
she  burst  out  a  crying  and  said,  '*  Well,  Mossa  I 
God  judge  one  day  ^ween  you  and  meT' 
I  again  urged  her  to  inform  me  of  her  illness  i 
it  was  in  vain,  however ;  but  1  satisfied  myself 
there  was  no  shamming  in  the  case.  The  un- 
fortunate woman  was  labouring  under  one  of 
the  most  awful  maladies  a  female  is  subject 
to." 

He  would  pass,  however,  from  this  pain* 
ful  and  revolting  picture,  to  the  part  of 
Dr.  Madden's  work  in  which  he  speaks  of 
the  self-redemption  of  the  apprentices;  and 


this  was  m  teittarkaUe,  that  kfl  mint  beg 
to  request  the  special  attention  of  the 
House  to  it.    The  writer  mad  >-*• 

"  The  eighth  clause  of  the  amended  Aboli- 
tion Act  enabled  the  apprentice  to  redeem 
himself  from  servitude,  upon  payment  to  his 
master  of  the  appraised  value  of  his  services. 
This  clause,  had  it  been  so  worded  as  to  pre- 
vent the  misconstnictioyi  of  its  intent  woold 
have  been  the  most  valuable  clause  in  the 
whole  Act.    But,  as  it  stands,  the  power  of 
procuring  a  reasonable  award  is  so  limited, 
that  I  have  lately  been  obliged  to  dissuade 
almost  every  applicant  from  applying  for  a 
valuation.     The    Corporation   nave    proved 
stronger  than  the  British  Parliament.*    When 
a  negro  applies  to  the  special  justice  to  pur- 
chase  his  liberty,  the  latter  calls  upon  the 
master  to  appoint  a  local  Magistrate  to  proceed 
to  a  valuation.    When  the  two  Magistrates 
meet  they  name  a  third,  who  must  also  be  a 
local  Ma^strate ;  and  according  to  the  age, 
sex,  health,  and  occupation  of  the  negro  they 
ought  to  decide.    There  is  one  thing  obvious 
at  the  first  glance )  tliere  are  two  local  Magis- 
trates and  one  Special  Justice ;  and  it  is  evident 
that  the  interests  of  the  slave-owner  have  been 
most  looked  to  in  this  arrangement.      The 
matter  respecting  the  mode  of  condncting  the 
valuation  is  so  vaguely  expiessed  in  the  Aot, 
that  the  amount  to  be   adjudicated  is  left 
entirely  to  the  discretion  of  the  Maaistrates, 
without  any  reference  to  the  scale  of  viuuation ; 
and  this  unfortunate  defect   has   been   the 
occasion   of  an  immense  deal  of  misunder- 
standing between  the  special  and  local  Magis- 
trates.   In  some  instances  the  estimate  has 
been  as  high  as  170/.  a  snm  for  which  no 
negro  has  certainly  been  sold  for  many  a-year 
in  Jamaica :  in  others  it  has  been  as  low  as 
20/.  for  an  adult,  and  from  10/.  to  16/.  for 
children ;  which,  being  in  currency,  is  about 
one-third  less  in  sterling  money.    In  Kingston 
I  believe  there  have  been  more  applications 
for  negroes  to  purchase  their  liberty,  than,  I 
believe,  in  all  the  rest  of  the  island,  with  the 
exception  of  Spanish  Town.    In  all  eighty 
apprentices  have  obtained  their  freedom  before 
me,  either  by  valuation  or  by  mutual  agree- 
ment: and  the  average  valuation  has  been 
25/.  each.     In  one  instance  a  tradesman  was 
valued  at  80/.  in  the  others  it  varied  from  16/. 
to  35/.    I  have  now  been  almost  a-year  in  the 
island :  I  have  attended  a  great  many  slave 
sales,  and  I  have  seen  no  negro  sell  for  more 
than  30/.  and  I  believe  the  very  last  slave  that 
had  been  levied  on  for  an  owner's  debt,  and 
sold  in  Jamaica,  I  saw  put  up  on  the  day  pre- 
vious to  the  1st  of  August,  on  the  ste^  of 
Uasty's  Tavern,  in  this  town  Kingston,  the 
last  exhibition  of  this  kind  that  was  to  disgust 
the  beholder;  and  in  this  instance  the  pro- 
perty put  up  was  a  young  woman,  strong  and 
healthy,  and  she  was  knocked  down  to  the 
highest  bidder,  which  happened  to  be  the 
only  one;  for  5/.  6s,  8</. 
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Hoe,  then^  \ras  a  case  for  inqtiify  which 
Baightwell  demand  the  earliest  and  most 
earnest  donsideration  of  the  British  Oo- 
vemment  Hon.  Memhers  would  no  doubt 
recollect  the  two  great  arguments  by 
which  this  unnecessary  prolongation  of 
fllaTery  under  the  new  and  inappropriate 
name  of  apprenticeship  was  defended. 
First,  it  was  said  to  be  indispensable,  in 
order  to  prepare  the  slave  for  the  otherwise 
too  sudden  transition  from  a  state  of  slavery 
to  a  state  of  fiteedom ;  a  precaution  shown 
to  be  wholly  uncalled  for,  as  the  experi- 
ment tried  in  Antigua  and  the  Bermudas, 
of  immolate  emancipation,  had  been  most 
successful,  and  would  have  been  equally  so 
everywhere  else.  Secondly  it  was  said  to 
be  an  additional  compensation  given  to  the 
slave  owner  by  presenting  him  with  the 
value  of  six  years  labour  at  a  reduced  rate, 
in  addition  to  the  compensation  of  twenty 
millions;  and  this,  no  doubt,  was  its  real 
nature  in  the  eyes  of  the  planters  them- 
Belves.  But  according  to  the  testimony 
furnished  by  Dr.  Madden,  these  appren. 
tices  were  forced  to  pay  for  the  redemption 
of  their  term  of  six  years  labour,  a 
much  larger  sum  than  slaves  usually  sold 
for  before  the  Abolition  Act  was  passed  at 
all;  so  that  in  such  cases,  at  least,  the 
planters  would  first  get  the  full  value  of 
their  slaves  in  their  share  of  the  twenty 
millions  Compensation  Fund,  and  then 
be  paid  a  second  time  by  having  more 
than  the  full  value  by  the  excessive  re., 
demption  price ;  thus  getting  repaid  thrice 
the  original  purchase  money  for  their 
slaves — once  in  the  labour  and  profit  had 
out  of  them  in  their  previous  state  of 
slavery — a  second  time  in  the  compensation 
money  paid  by  the  nation;  and  a  third 
time  in  the  self-redemption  of  the  slave  at 
a  larger  price  than  all  and  thus  performing 
a  treble  robbery;  for  the  first  act  c^ 
making  a  man  a  slave  was  an  unjustifiable 
wrong ;  the  second  of  asking  compensation 
from  the  public  purse  was  an  aggravation 
of  that  wrong ;  and  the  third  of  demand, 
ing  compensation  from  the  unhappy  slave 
himself,  whom  the  nation  had  already  re- 
deemed, was  an  accumulation  of  wrong, 
that  it  required  more  than  usual  hardihood 
and  efihmtery  to  perpetrate  and  defend 
He  (Mr.  Buckingham)  would  come  now, 
however,  to  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
case,  and  shew,  from  the  undeniable  testi. 
mony  of  Dr.  Madden,  that  besides  the 
flogging  of  females,  and  the  exorbitant 
demands  for  manumission,  there  was  no- 
thing like  impartial  justice  administered  be- 


tween the  negroes  and  their  oppressors. 
The  following  were  only  a  few  of  tihe  cases 
that  he  wouM  venture  to  cite  from  Dr. 
Madden's  pages;  he  said:— 

^ Since  August,  1834,  various  outrages  have 
been  committed  by  white  people  on  negroes. 
One  planter  has  been  indicted  for  shooting  at 
an  old  woman,  and,  after  wotinding  her 
severely,  discharged  the  second  barrel  at  her, 
but  fortuoatelv  without  effect.  The  Grand 
Jur^  ignored  tne  bill — ^Another  gentleman  was 
indicted  at  the  October  Court,  for  outrage 
on  a  sick  negro  woman.  The  Grand  Jury 
ignored  the  bill.  Another  planter  was 
indicted  for  the  murder  of  his  negro,  by 
shooting  him,  and  was  sentenced  to  nine 
months'  imprisonment. — Another  gentleman, 
an  overseer,  was  committed  to  gaol  a  few 
weeks  ago,  for  the  murder  of  a  boy,  bv  shoot* 
ing  at  a  number  of  negroes  assembled  in  a 
hut,  in  the  act  of  singing  hymns.  He  has  not 
been  yet  tried,  but  from  the  exertions  making 
for  him  I  have  no  expectation  he  will  be  con* 
victed. — Another  gentleman  was  tried  in  Oc* 
tober  last,  for  causing  one  of  his  negroea  to 
be  severely  torn  by  dogs,  for  going  without 
permission  to  bury  his  wife,  who  had  been 
dead  three  days,  and  had  been  refused  suffi- 
cient time  to  prepare  her  coSio.  The 
strenuous  exertions  of  the  Chief  Justice  ob* 
tained  a  conviction  i  he  was  fined  100/.— But 
in  the  majority  of  cases  convictions  are  not  to 
be  expected!  Such  Cases  are  not  given  on 
newspaper  authority.  I  have  taken  them 
from  the  sworn  informations.  Is  this  a  state 
of  things  to  be  remedied  under  the  present 
system  r    In  my  opinion  it  is  not.'' 

It  was  unnecessary  to  add  anything  to 
these  recent  and  vivid^  and  he  feared  too 
faithful  pictures  of  West-Indian  Society, 
drawn  by  the  pen  of  one  whose  testimony 
was  unquestionable.  With  these  statements 
he  would  leave  the  case  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House  and  the  country ;  and  what- 
ever might  be  the  fate  of  die  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth,  he  (Mr. 
Buckingham)  should  feel  that  he  had 
endeavoured  to  do  his  duty  towards  the 
poor  oppressed  n^ro,  by  drawing  the  at- 
tention of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  hy 
whom  the  twenty  millions  were  to  be  paid, 
to  the  violations  of  good  faith  on  the  part 
of  those  towards  whom,  in  a  moment  of 
reckless  extravagance,  which  he  would  not 
dignify  by  the  name  of  justice  or  generosity, 
this  immense  sum  had  been  vot^  in  pay* 
ment  for  that  liberty,  whidi  the  slaves 
ought  never  to  have  had  taken  from  them, 
and  which  it  should  not  have  cost  either 
them  or  the  country  a  shilling  to  r^in* 

Mr.  Clay  merely  rose  to  ask  whether 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth, after  the  f ery  abloi  eloquent,  an4 
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satisfactory  speech  of  the  right  .hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  George  Grey)  would  think  it 
necessary  to  persist  in  his  Motion  ?  In 
his  opinion  nothing  but  a  positive  breach 
of  faith  on  the  part  of  any  of  the  Colonial 
lei^islatures  could  justify  the  Government 
of  thift  country  in  withholding  the  amount 
of  compensation  which  had  been  voted  by 
the  British  Parliament;  and  it  did  not 
appear  to  him,  from  anything  which  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth, or  from  anything  that  he  had  heard 
from  the  Colonies  themselves,  that  any 
such  breach  of  faith  had  taken  place.  The 
exculpation  of  the  Government  from  the 
charge  of  negligence,  too,  was,  he  thought, 
most  complete,  and  he  thought  the  task 
might  now  be  safely  left  to  the  Government 
of  working  out  the  details  of  the  measure 
which  had  passed  last  Session.  He  hap- 
pened to  know  that  large  commercial 
transactions  had  been  entered  into  on  the 
faith  of  the  payment  of  the  money,  and 
any  breach  of  that  iaith  would  be  attended 
with  most  disastrous  consequences.  If 
the  hon.  Member  should  divide  the  House 
on  the  Question,  he  would  find  that  he 
would  lose  the  support  of  many  sincere 
friends  to  the  cause  he  advocated,  and  it 
would  not  be  well  to  let  it  appear  to  the 
public  that  there  was  even  the  appearance 
of  a  falling-off  in  the  numbers  of  those 
who  were  in  that  House  the  promoters  of 
negro  emancipation.  He  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  see  the  propriety  of 
withdrawing  his  Motion. 

Mr.  0*Connell  would  also  implore  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
Every  object  that  he  could  have  in  bring- 
ing it  forward  must  have  been  amply 
answered  in  the  speech  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  (Mr. 
O^Connell)  derived  a  consolation,  and  an 
assurance  that  the  views  of  negro  eman- 
cipists would  be  fully  met,  not  only  from 
the  propriety  and  accuracy  of  the  ma- 
terials of  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
speech  was  composed,  but  also  from  the 
liberal  spirit  which  pervaded  and  gave 
a  character  to  every  passage  of  it.  From 
all  that  had  been  stated,  the  hon.  Member 
roust  now  be  satisfied  that  all  those  abuses 
of  which  he  complained  were  watched 
over  with  a  vigilant  eye  friendly  to  the 
Emancipation  of  negroes,  and  willing  to 
punish  any  acts  of  oppression  on  the  part 
of  their  tyrants.  Opposed  as  he  had  been 
to  the  original  grant  of  twentv  millions, 
he  still  felt  hound  to  say,  that  ine  country 


had  now  ample  value  for  the.  money. 
Feeling,  as  he  did,  that  there  never  was  a. 
man  so  well  formed  by  every  qualifica- 
tion to  advocate  the  cause  of  sufiering 
humanity  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth (Mr.  F.  Buxton),  he  still  felt  con- 
fident that  he  might  safely  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Fawell  Buxton,  in  reply,  said,  be 
felt  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir.  G.  Grey)  must  have  made  a  deep 
impression  on  the  House;  and,  accom- 
panied as  it  was  by  numerous  suggestions 
from  the  friends  of  emancipation,  he  felt 
that  he  had  no  alternative.     He  fi^lt  that 
it  was  indispensable  on  his  part,  wishing 
to  do  the  best  for  those  of  whom  he  was 
the  humble  advocate,  to  withdraw    his 
Motion.    The  Government  had  now  taken 
upon  itself  a  greater  responsibiFity  than  it 
had  hithertodone  in  carrying  the  measureof 
emancipation  into  effectual  operation ;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  they  would  do  all  that 
was  possible  to  efiect  that  object.  It  never 
was  his  intention  to  withhold  the  twenty 
millions,  but  that  its  payment  should  be 
accompanied  with  the  intimation  that  Go- 
vernment was  pledged  that  the  intention 
of  the  Legislature  should  be  carried  into 
efiect. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Si7GAR  Duties.]  On  the  Motion  that 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  tbe  House  to 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  being  read, 

Mr.  Cutlar  FergussoH  presented  a  Pe- 
tition from  the  East-India  Company  for  a 
reduction  of  the  duties  on  sugar  ana  other 
articles,  the  produce  and  manufacture  of 
British  possessions  in  India.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  supported  the  prayer  of 
the  petition.  Our  possessions  in  India 
stood  upon  a  footing  distinct  from  that  of 
any  colony  at  any  time  possessed  by  Eng- 
land. That  immense  empire  had  been 
acquired  without  the  charge  of  a  single 
shilling  to  the  State.  India  had  paid  the 
expenses  of  those  very  armies  which  had 
been  employed  in  its  subjugation.  The 
claims  of  India  were  well  entitled  to  tbe 
favourable  consideration  of  Pariiament. 
She  had  been  under  the  necessity  of  re- 
mitting to  this  country — for  the  purpose 
of  paying  political  and  other  charges,  for 
which  she  had  no  return — a  sum  amount- 
ing, annually,  to  2,400,000/. ;  and  bj  the 
Act  which  was  lately  passed,  additioQal 
I  charges  had  been  imposed  upon  her  to 
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the  extent  of  800,000^  a-year.  This 
enormoas  sum  was  paid  from  the  revenues 
of  India,  and  all  that  India  required  was» 
that  common  justice  should  be  done  to 
her.  Hitherto  she  had  received  nothing 
but  the  greatest  injustice  at  our  hands — 
injustice  which  we  could  not  repair,  unless 
we  materially  altered  the  whole  system  of 
our  policy  towards  her,  and,  particularly, 
those  fiscal  regulations  by  which  she  was 
oppressed.  It  was  extraordinary  that 
India — the  roost  distant  of  all  our  pos- 
sessions, and  which  ought,  on  that  ac- 
count, to  have  had  every  allowance  made 
in  the  way  of  duty — had  been  subjected 
to  an  increase  of  fifty  per  cent,  on  all  her 
chief  articles  of  produce,  beyond  that  im- 
posed on  the  produce  of  the  West-India 
colonies.  East-India  sugar  paid  a  duty 
of  32s.  per  cwt,  and  West-India  sugar 
only  24s.  Coffee,  the  produce  of  the  East 
Indies,  paid  a  duty  of  9d.  per  lb.,  whilst, 
from  the  West  Indies,  it  paid  only  6d, 
Here  was  a  case  in  which  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  interfere.  India  had  not 
only  to  complain  of  the  different  scale  of 
duties  charged  on  her  produce  from  that 
levied  on  produce  of  the  West  Indies, 
but  she  had,  in  addition,  to  complain  that 
the  cottons  and  muslins  of  England  paid 
a  duty  of  only  two  and  a-half  per  cent,  in 
India^  while  those  of  India  were  charged 
ten  per  cent.  here.  Upon  the  silks  of 
India  there  was  a  duty  of  twenty  per  cent., 
whilst  those  of  England  paid  only  two  and 
a-half  per  cent,  in  India.  English  hard* 
ware  and  woollen  cloths  were  imported 
hito  India  duty  free.  The  gradual  de-, 
crease  of  the  importations  of  the  manu* 
facturea  of  India  into  this  country  were 
extraordinary.  In  1804,  the  importation 
from  India  into  this  country,  of  three 
articles,  amounted  to  2,072,612/.;  in 
1814,  it  was  reduced  to  1,266,608/.;  in 
1833,  it  amounted  only  to  316,000/. ;  and 
now  it  was  altogether  ceased.  He  would 
next  show  how  much  this  country  had 
gained,  while  India  had  been  losing  in 
the  proportion  he  had  just  stated.  In 
1804,  the  value  of  our  exportations  of 
piece  goods  to  that  country  was  31,943/. ; 
m  1814,  109,480/.;  and  in  the  year  1833, 
it  amounted  to  the  sum  of  1,528,880/. 
In  the  district  of  Dacca,  500,000  persons 
employed  at  the  loom  were  reduced  with 
their  families,  to  misery  and  want,  by  the 
substitution  of  our  manufactures  for  the 
manufacture  of  India.  He  had  stated  in 
fubatance  the  injuries  which  India  bad 
VOL.  XXVIIL  {JHH} 


received  by  reason  of  the  system  pur- 
sued towards  her.  It  was  time  that  this 
injustice  should  cease.  India  asked  fair 
treatment — she  asked  no  favour — no  pre- 
ference— she  claimed  that  which  in  justice 
and  in  right  ought  never  to  have  been 
denied  to  her — to  be  put  upon  an  equal 
footing  with  our  other  colonies. 

Mr.  Crawford  had  a  similar  petition 
from  a  considerable  body  of  the  merchants 
of  London  to  present,  but  he  would  make 
no  observation  after  the  able  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  as  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Ewart)  had  given  notice  of 
a  Motion  upon  the  subject,  to  which  the 
petitions  just  presented  related,  perhaps 
it  would  be  as  well  that  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  should  pave  the  way 
by  moving  a  Kesolution.  On  accepting 
office,  it  undoubtedly  became  one  of  his 
first  duties  to  consider  the  verv  important 
Question  which  was  then  about  to  be 
brought  before  the  Committee ;  and  hav- 
ing collected,  from  several  different  sources, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  sources  in  which  he 
placed  the  utmost  confidence,  that  the 
Question  had  been  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  late  Government,  he 
naturally  felt  desirous  of  ascertaining  in 
what  condition  it  had  been  left  by  them. 
When  the  present  Government  came  into 
office,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) found  that  a  very  general  im- 
pression had  gone  abroad,  that  it  was  the 
mtention  of  their  predecessors  to  renew 
the  sugar  duties  for  the  present  year,  ac- 
cording to  the  scale  now  existing.  That 
being  the  case,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  became  anxious  to  ascertain 
whether  it  were  the  fact  or  not ;  because 
he  felt  that  at  all  times,  and  more  espe- 
cially at  a  period  when  the  value  of 
colonial  property  was  rapidly  fluctuating, 
that  if  there  were  one  duty  more  in- 
cumbent than  another  upon  those  who 
were  called  upon  to  discharge  the  offices  of 
Government,  it  was  not  lightly  to  aban- 
don any  engagement,  or  to  disappoint 
any  expectation  which  might  have  been 
held  out  by  those  who  had  previously 
composed  the  Administration.  If,  in  ad* 
dition  to  all  the  other  inevitable  incon- 
veniences consequent  apon  a  change  of 
Government,  all  the  implied  or  expressed 
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engagements  made  by  the  retiring  Go- 
yernment  were  to  be  disregarded  by  that 
which  succeeded  it,  the  consequences  to 
a  commercial  country  like  this  could  not 
be  other  than  calamitous.  Acting  upon 
the  indistinct  information  he  had  re- 
ceived, he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) had  felt  it  his  duty  to  ascertain 
positively  what  the  views  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  been,  when  he  found  that 
DO  definite  engagement  upon  the  subject 
had  been  entered  into  by  them.  He 
collected  especially  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tarn  worth,  that 
he  (the  right  hon.  Baronet)  felt  himself 
perfectly  free  to  deal  with  the  subject  as 
be  should  think  6t  if  he  had  continued  in 
office.  But  whilst  he  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  made  that  statement — 
whilst  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  make  it 
for  the  information  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Liverpool,  gjving  him  any 
advantage  he  might  derive  from  it;  he 
also  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  state,  that  an 
impression  bad  been  conveyed  to  the  West- 
India  interest,  which  induced  in  them  a 
perfect  belief  that  the  duties  during  the 

£  resent  year  would  not  be  disturbed.  He 
ad  seen  the  Representatives  of  the  West- 
India  interest  upon  the  subject,  and  had 
learned  from  them,  that,  in  consequence 
of  representations  made  to  them  in  March 
last,  they  had  communicated  with  their 
correspondents  in  the  West  Indies,  and 
informed  them  that  no  alteration  in  the 
duties  was  likely  to  take  place  during  the 
present  year.  He  believed  the  same  im- 
pression generally  pervaded  the  great 
mercantile  interests  of  the  city  of  London. 
He  knew  that  at  the  present  moment  the 
condition  of  the  West-India  planter  was 
one  which  required  the  peculiar  and  sedu- 
lous attention  of  the  Legislature ;  and  he 
trusted  from  the  spirit  which  seemed  to 
prevail  in  all  quarters,  that  no  step  would 
be  inconsiderately  or  incautiously  taken 
which  would  in  any  respect  prejudice  the 
interests  of  that  class.  With  the  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, he  felt  that  he  had  no  duty  to  per- 
form but  one,  and  that  was  for  the  present 
year;  and  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances which  existed,  to  propose  to  Parlia- 
ment the  continuance  of  the  present  duties. 
He  felt,  perfectly,  the  full  weight  of  the 
observations  which  had  been  made  re- 
lating to  the  necessity  of  doing  justice  to 
India,  but  if  it  was  essential  to  do  justice, 
he  felt  that  it  was  equally  neccsaary  to  do 


justice  to  this  country;  and  bo  stiongly 
was  be  impressed  with  the  necessity  of 
justice  being  doue  to  both  countries,  that 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  declaring,  that  any 
attempt  to  depend  upon,  or  permanently 
to  abide  by  the  discriminating  duties,  was 
one  which  he  would  not  undertake*  On 
the  contrary,  although  it  did  not  refer  par- 
ticularly to  this  Resolution,  but  to  the 
principle  involved,  he  was  willing  and 
anxious  to  tell  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
others  who  were  interested  in  the  question, 
that  even  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  in  a  matter  in  which  he  did  not 
feel  himself  restrained  by  the  considera- 
tions  to  which  he  had  adverted,  he  hoped 
to  give  an  earnest  of  what  he  thought 
ought  to  be  done.  In  the  observatione 
which  had  been  madci  one  article  bad 
been  more  particularly  adverted  to«-^e 
meant  coffee.  With  this  artule  he  felt 
that  the  House  was  perfectly  free  to  deal 
according  to  its  discretion,  and  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session  it  was  his 
intention  to  propose  an  equalization  of  th« 
duties  on  cofiRae.  He  was  well  aware  that 
this  was  not  the  proper  time  to  dncum 
that  point,  but  be  hoped  be  should  be 
excuaedi  if  in  referring  to  the  sugar  dutiee 
he  not  only  made  a  declaration  of  hia 
principles  and  opinions  upon  that  8ttbject» 
but  did  more  by  giving  his  right  hon* 
Friend  an  assurance  that  he  should  find  ia 
the  present  Session,  something  done  to 
warrant  the  fulfilment  of  that  declaratioD* 
He  should  be  sorry  to  be  considered  by 
the  House,  and  particularly  sorry  to  be 
considered  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  ia 
moving  the  renewal  of  the  sugar  duties  for 
the  present,  as  giving  any  kind  of  sanction 
to  the  permanent  continuance  of  the  dis* 
criminating  duties^  But  in  departing  from 
that  system,  due  regard  must  be  had  to 
the  interests  which  had  been  created.  He 
did  not  despair  of  the  possibility,  even  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session*— having 
secured  the  continuance  of  the  dutiea  for 
the  present— of  some  consideration  being 
given  to  the  subject  of  the  future  duties« 
It  was  of  importance  that  the  subjeet 
should  not  be  altogether  passed  over  in 
silence*  but  that  the  Weat-India  intereal 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
not  only  the  duties  for  the  present  yeari 
but  also  those  which  were  to  come.  It 
was  also  of  importance  that  the  East^Indin 
interest,  which  he  hoped  would  be  an  im- 
proving interest  under  the  new  Chartert 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
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tke  iobjact.  Havlog  thiii  itfttedi  iboTtly, 
tbe  grounds  npon  which  he  proposed  the 
Resolution  with  which  he  wss  about  to 
conclude,  and  having  taken  the  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  the  course  which  he 
meant  to  pursue  hereafter,  it  was  not  his 
wish  at  that  late  hour,  unless  he  should  be 
compelled  to  do  so,  to  go  into  the  question 
further.  He  could  not  enter  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  principle  with  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  because 
he  did  not  support  the  Resolution  on 
principle,  but  upon  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  ease,  and  on  the  correspond- 
ence which  had  taken  place  between  the 
West-India  interest  and  their  agents  in 
this  country.  The  latter  had  communis 
oated  to  those  whom  they  represented  that 
the  sugar  duties  were  not  to  be  altered 
during  the  present  year,  and  under  these 
cireumstances  he  did  not  feel  it  his  duty 
to  make  any  alteration.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  a  Reso- 
lotion  that  towards  raising  the  supply  to 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty  the  several 
duties  upon  sugar  and  molasses  be  con- 
tinned  for  the  present  year. 

Mr.  iStoarf  said,  he  had  understood  that 
if  there  bad  not  been  an  absolute  pledge 
given>  at  least  there  had  been  an  under- 
standing countenanced  by  the  late  Oo- 
vemroent,  that  tbe  discriminating  duties 
should  be  repealed  this  Session. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  begged 
to  correct  the  error  into  which  his  hon. 
Vriend  bad  fallen.  He  (the  Chancellor  of 
Uie  Exchequer)  had  already  stated  not 
only  that  no  pledge  had  been  given,  but 
that  tbe  right  boo.  Baronet  lately  at  the 
bead  of  the  Oovernmenty  had  distinctly 
assured  him  that  he  had  given  none,  but 
he  bad  taken  the  same  opportunity  of 
stating,  that,  from  official  information  de- 
rived from  the  Oovemment,  although  no 
pledge  was  given,  the  Colonial  agents  had 
been  induced  to  communicate  to  their 
oorrespondents  that  no  alteration  would  be 
made  in  the  sugar  duties. 

Mr.  Ewart  resumed.  He  said  that  jus- 
tice to  India  required  that  these  duties 
should  be  altered.  We  were  bound  by 
the  India  Bill  to  improve,  as  far  as  was  in 
our  power,  tbe  condition  of  that  empire. 
Bat  how  could  British  capital  get  into 
India  if  we  did  not  open  our  market  for 
tbe  produce  of  that  country?  When  the 
West-India  Bill  was  under  discussion,  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlits>  and  other  hon.  Members,  de* 


dared  that  they  only  agreed  to  the  com^ 
pensation  to  the  planters  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  existing  monopoly  was 
to  be  removed.  The  case  of  India  was 
one  of  tbe  most  aggravated  cases  of  injus- 
tice which  had  ever  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  How  gross  was  the 
injustice  of  annihilating  the  manufactures 
of  India,  while  we  incumbered  its  raw 
produce  with  disproportionate  duties.  This 
was  not  an  Indian  question  alone,  but  it 
was  a  question  of  great  interest  also  to  the 
British  capitalist  and  commerce.  He  was 
happy  to  hear  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  we  were  to  have  some  alteration- 
hereafter.  He  held  that  in  the  declaration 
which  the  House  bad  received  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  was  contained  an  as- 
surance of  the  principles  upon  which  he 
acted,  and  the  manner  in  which  he  in- 
tended to  carry  them  into  operation,  and 
therefore  he  believed  that  he  should  con- 
sult the  feelings  of  the  House,  and  of  those 
hon.  Friends  of  his  whose  peculiar 
sources  of  knowledge  on  this  subject,  and 
the  nature  of  whose  constituencies ,  enabled 
them  to  judge  of  the  best  course  to  be 
pursued,  by  looking  upon  the  prinoiples 
of  the  Qof  ernment  and  the  statement  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  as  an  earnest  at 
least,  if  not  a  pledge,  that  something 
would  be  done  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 
He  should  therefore  throw  himself  upon 
the  House,  and  if  his  hon*  Friends  thought 
that  he  ought  to  rely  upon  the  great  prob- 
ability of  liberal  measures  being  proposed/ 
he  should  not  press  his  Motk>n :  but  if 
if  his  friends  wished  him  to  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  upon  it,  he  would  certainly 
do  so. 

Mr,  Hume  advised  his  hon.  Friend, 
after  what  had  been  stated  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer,  not  to  press  his 
Motion.  For  the  last  fifteen  years  he  had 
heard,  vear  after  year,  promises  of  justice 
being  done  to  India,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  now  be  speedily  fulfilled.  He  be* 
lieved  those  connected  with  India  expected 
too  much,  and  those  connected  with  the 
West-Indies  feared  too  much.  We  had 
by  our  policy  been  ruining  tbe  commerce 
of  India,  and  he  feared  that  unless  a 
more  liberal  course  were  promptly  adopted, 
we  should  be  unable  to  maintain  that 
empire  and  the  necessary  establishments 
there.  He  hoped  the  Session  would  not 
pass  without  the  subject  being  fully 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  that  iJl  porliea  mighl  know  whiU 
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Teas  to  be  done  hereafter*  He  looked  | 
upon  the  statement  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  made  of  his  inten- 
tions with  regard  to  coffee  as  an  earnest 
of  what  ought  to  be  done  in  every  other 
article.  If  the  Government  should  not 
do  justice  to  India,  he  should  be  happy  to 
join  his  hon.  Friend  in  forcing  that  tardy 
measure  of  justice  which  had  been  so 
long  delayed.  No  colony  belonging  to 
any  country  had  ever  been  treated  by  the 
mother  country  as  India  had  always  been 
treated  by  England,  and  he  hoped  the 
injustice  would  at  length  be  put  an  end 
to. 

Mr.  Bagihaw  believed,  that  although 
no  positive  pledge  was  given  as  to  the 
alteration  of  these  duties  when  the  twenty 
millions  were  voted,  still  it  vms  understood 
that  a  simultaneous  boon  would  be 
given  to  India.  It  was  the  duty  of  this 
country  more  especially  at  the  time  when 
there  was  a  defalcation  of  the  revenue  of 
India,  to  give  encouragement  to  the 
growth  of  sugar  in  that  important  colony. 

Mr.  Chapman  expressed  his  deep  regret 
at  the  declaration  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  no  alteration  was  to 
be  made  in  the  existing  duties  during  the 
present  Session.  Nothing  would  tend  to 
promote  commerce  with  India  or  en- 
courage the  shipping  interest  more  than 
an  alteration  of  the  sugar  duties.  Ships 
from  India  were  now  obliged  to  bring  one- 
third  of  their  cargoes  in  stones,  while 
sugar  was  lying  on  the  beach. 

Lord  Sandon  was  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  who 
said  that  different  parties,  connected  with 
each  interest,  hoped  or  feared  too  much 
from  the  equalization  of  these  duties ;  for 
a  very  long  time  must  elapse  before  the 
reduction  of  the  duties  on  East-India 
produce  could  produce  such  a  change  in 
the  general  prosperity  of  the  country  as  to 
be  important  in  a  commercial  point  of 
view.  Whatever  change  might  be  made, 
it  was  most  desirable  that  both  the  West 
and  East-India  proprietors  should  know, 
beforehand,  what  they  would  have  to  ex- 
pect from  the  Government,  and  a  gradual 
approximation  to  an  equalization  would 
be  preferable  to  any  more  sudden  adjust- 
ment. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  take  the  expediency  of  this 
principle  into  his  consideration,  in  any 
plan  he  might  propose. 

Mr.  Pouktt  Thomion  agreed  also  in 
the  opiDJoD  that  the  advantages  and  disad* 


vantages  anticipated,  both  on  the  one  aide 
and  the  other,  from  the  equalization  of  the 
duties  on  sugar,  were  much  exaggerated — 
but  that  did  not  diminish  the  desire  he 
felt  that  full  justice  should  be  done  to 
the  East-India  producers.     At  the  same 
time  he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had 
given  an  assurance  sufficiently  satisfactory 
when  he  expressed  his  concurrence  in  the 
principles  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool,  and  his  anxiety  that  those 
principles  should  be,  as  speedily  as  possi- 
ble, carried  into  effect.    He,  too,  afforded 
an  earnest  of  the  sincerity  of  his  inten- 
tions in  this  respect,  by  the  intimation  of  his 
resolution  to  propose  to  the  House  an  im- 
mediate reduction  of  the  duty  on  East-India 
coffee.     He  did  not  concur  in  the  sorry 
expectations  which  had  been  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sudbury  with  regard 
to  the  reduction  of  the  coffee  duties.     He 
did  not  participate  in  his  melancholy  fore- 
bodings, knowing  that  the  supply  of  coffee 
from  the  West  Indies   was   at   present 
below  the  demand,  and    that  the  East 
Indies  were  altogether  excluded  from  a 
share  in  that  lucrative  trade,  which,   if 
opened,  would  now  be  peculiarly  advan- 
tageous to  those  countries,  from  the  in* 
creased  demand  for  that  commodity.    As 
to  West-India  sugar,  much  of  that  was 
exported  from  hence  to  the  third  markets, 
where  it  was  to  compete  with  the  Java,  and 
Manilla  sugars ;  so  that  the  reduction  of 
the  sugar  duties  would  not  be  of  so  much 
extensive  service  to  the  East  Indies  as 
many  expected.    There  was  already,  an 
over  supply  of  sugar  for  this  country,  the 
West-India    sugars    being    unrestricted, 
and  entering  into  competition  in  the  third 
market.     He  trusted  that  in  consequence 
of  the  means  which  the  cultivation  of 
sugar  would  afford  for  the  employment  of 
capital,    East-India  sugar,  before  long, 
would  hold  its  oroper  place  in  the  market 
and  afford  employment  for  our  shipping: 
at  the  same   time,  he  thought  that  the 
sanction  and  support  now  given  by  the 
Government  and  the  House,  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  equalization,  would  have  as  good 
an  effect  m  promoting  the  application  of 
capital  to  the  purpose  of  the  cultivation  of 
sugar,'  as  \i  the  difference  between  the 
duties  themselves  had  been  actually  taken 
off  this  Session.    He  regretted  to  6nd, 
from  tlie  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kirkcudbright,  that 
as  to  another  article  upon  which  protec* 
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tion  had  been  offered  to  the  East-Iodia 
produce,  a  serious  decrease  in  the  quantity 
exported  had  taken  place.  He  alluded 
to  cotton.  He  had  hoped  that,  from  the 
opening,  many  years  ago,  of  the  markets 
of  this  country  to  the  ]^t>Indies,  the  re- 
sult would  have  been  that  we  should  have 
received  a  large  supply;  but  he  trusted  in 
this  article,  as  in  that  of  sugar,  the  addi- 
tional employment  of  capital  under  the 
new  system — the  new  regulations  which 
had  been  made  as  regarded  the  tenure  of 
lands,  and  the  settlement  of  Englishmen, 
in  India,  would  have,  hereafter,  a  very 
different  effect  on  production;  and  that 
they  would  not  long  have  to  deplore  a 
decrease  in  the  place  of  increase,  in  the 
quantity  produced.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  seemed  to  suppose  that 
the  Government  ought,  in  the  coujpe  of 
the  present  Session,  to  bring  forward  a 
proposition  for  the  equalization  of  the 
difierential  duties  on  East-India  produce. 
Would  the  hon.  Member  explain  in  respect 
of  what  articles  he  supposed  these  dif- 
ferential duties  to  exist  ?  When  he  first 
became  connected  with  the  Board  of 
Trade,  they  were  about  sixteen  articles  of 
produce,  in  respect  of  which  the  differential 
duties  were  imposed.  By  the  changes 
lately  introduced  twelve  out  of  those  six- 
teen were  placed  on  a  footing  of  equaliza- 
tion ;  and  there  now  remained  four,  only, 
as  to  which  the  duties  were  different ; 
sugar,  coffee,  tobacco,  and  spirits.  As 
to  tobacco,  the  hon.  Member  would  recol- 
lect that  this  supply  did  not  come  from 
the  British  possessions.  —  [Mr.  Hume  r 
But  it  might.]  It  certainly  might,  but  it 
would  then  have  to  compete  with  that  of 
the  foreigner,  and  we  should  have  to 
give  up  so  much  of  the  duty.  The  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  spirits  would  not 
produce  any  matericil  benefit.  The  only 
other  article  was  that  of  coffee,  and  any  ob- 
servations on  that  were  unnecessary,  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  already 
expressed  his  approbation  of  the  course 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to 
pursue  respecting  coffee. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  that  the  introduction 
of  a  new  system,  after  the  alteration  con- 
sequent upon  the  Emancipation  Bill, 
would  involve  the  trade  in  great  confusion 
and  uncertainty.  Sugar  was  the  only 
article  the  West-Indian  could  send  to  this 
country  in  return  for  our  manufactures. 
Although  he  was  not  opposed  to  a  gradual 
equalization  of  the  dutiesy  he  had  some 


doubt,  whether  the  extensive  changes  pro- 
posed as  long  as  the  Slave-trade  was 
carried  on  so  vigorously  at  Cuba  and  the 
Brazils,  would  be  so  advantageous  as  was 
expected. 

Mr.  Elphinstone  hoped  that  the  duties 
would  be  equalized.  If  that  were  the 
case  the  consumption  of  sugar  would  be 
increased.  Since  1790,  the  consumption  of 
tea  had  increased  considerably,  and  the 
consumption  of  coffee  had  increased 
twenty-fold,  and  there  was  no  reason,  but 
the  high  duties,  why  the  consumption  of 
sugar  had  not  increased  equally  to  that  of 
tea  and  coffee. 

Mr.  War  burton  said,  that  if  it  were 
true,  as  the  noble  Lord  (Sandon)  had 
stated  that  extravagant  notions  were  en- 
tertained as  to  the  advantages  and  the 
disadvantages  that  would  accrue  from  the 
equalization  of  the  sugar  duties,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  insist  upon 
what  appeared  to  him  unnecessary — viz : 
that  whenever  the  attempt  was  made  to 
approximate  the  produce  of  the  West 
to  the  East  Indies,  in  that  respect  they 
should  only  go  on  by  such  small  and  in- 
sensible degrees,  as  could  neither  be  of 
sensible  advantage  to  the  one,  nor  sen- 
sible disadvantage  to  the  other.  But  as 
it  was  acknowledged  that  the  approxima- 
tion must  be  made  though  gradually,  why 
not  take  a  step?  If  it  would  not  affect 
either  party  in  a  serious  degree,  why  not 
at  once  take  a  step  ?  He  thought  it  would 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  East  Indies, 
without  being  of  great  disadvantage  to  the 
West  Indies,  because  whatever  sugar  was 
thus  thrown  into  the  market,  as  to  the  de- 
gree to  which  it  would  affect  the  sugar 
market,  it  would  only  be  so  far,  and  in 
that  proportion,  which  the  sugar  thus  in- 
troduced bore  to  the  whole  of  the  sugar 
brought  into  the  European  market:  so 
that  the  only  disadvantage  to  the  West 
Indies,  would  be  the  extent  to  which  such 
quantity  of  sugar  thrown  into  the  market, 
affected  our  market  at  home,  as  the  price 
of  sugar  here  was  regulated  by  the  price 
in  the  market  of  Europe.  He  knew  not 
what  better  opportunity  could  be  had  for 
making  the  experiment  than  the  present 
moment,  when  the  competition  between 
the  East  and  West  India  proprietors  would, 
in  consequence  of  the  Slave  Emancipation. 
Act,  be  one  of  free  labour.  He  wished 
the  Government  clearly  to  explain  their 
intentions  on  this  subject.  They  seemed 
to  think  that  to  make  an  alteration  of  xke 
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dtitiM  all  at  once  would  be  too  great  a 
change,  and  that  some  notice  of  such  a 
measure  ought  previously  to  be  given. 
Now  he  wanted  to  know  what  notice 
would  be  given  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  ?  Was  a  Committee  to  be 
appointed  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
equalizing  the  duties,  or  was  some  resolu- 
tion to  be  passed  by  the  House?  He 
trusted  that  the  equalization  would  not  be 
gradual,  but  that  it  would  be  effected  all 
at  once. 

Mr.  George F.  ybungf  thought  the  equaliz- 
ation of  the  duties  ought  to  take  pUce 
gradually,  and  he  hoped  that  the  present 
Session  would  not  be  allowed  to  close 
without  some  notice  being  given  to  all 
interested  parties  of  the  intention  to  alter 
the  existing  duties. 

Mr.  Patrick  Stewart  felt  convinced, 
from  whet  he  knew  of  the  feelings  of  the 
West-Indian  body,  that  no  objection 
would  be  entertained  on  their  part  to  the 
general  support  which  had  been  expressed 
fin  favour  of  the  principle  of  equalising 
the  sugar  duties.  The  objection  urged 
by  them  last  year  to  the  proposition  was 
nn  objection  in  point  of  time;  and  the 
same  objection  existed  to  a  certain  degree 
at  the  present  moment.  It  could  not 
fairly  be  said  that  the  labour  in  the  West 
Indies  was  free.  The  negroes  were  in  a 
state  of  apprenticeship ;  and  during  the 
term  of  their  apprenticeship,  the  owners 
were  compelled  to  provide  them  with 
clothes  and  other  necessaries.  A  similar 
burthen  was  not  endured  by  the  East- 
India  interest,  and  he,  therefore,  thought 
that  the  West-India  proprietors  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  emerge  from  the  state  in 
which  they  were  placed  by  the  Slave 
Emancipation  Act  before  a  total  equaliz- 
ation of  the  sugar  duties  took  place.  He 
took  it  for  granted  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  talked 
about  reducing  the  duties  on  East-India 
sugar  and  coffee,  he  meant  the  reduction 
to  apply  only  to  sugar  and  coffee  which 
were  bona  Jide  the  produce  of  British  India, 
and  not  to  sugar  and  coffee  which  came 
from  foreign  territories  in  India.  It  was 
well  known  that  half  the  sugar  introduced 
into  this  country  under  the  description  of 
British  India  produce  was  in  fact  the  pro- 
duce of  foreign  territories  in  that  empire. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
be  extremely  sorry  to  have  it  inferred,  as 
perhaps  might  be  the  case,  in  consequence 
of^fae  obaervaiions  wbicb  had  just  fallen 


I  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  waa  his 
(Mr.  Rice's)  impression  that  the  present 
state  of  the  sugar  duties  ought  to  remain 
unchanged  until  the  expiration  of  the 
term  of  apprenticeship  to  which  the  ne- 
groes in  the  West-Indies  were  bound.  Be- 
fore that  period  it  might  become  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  alter  those  duties ;  but 
undoubtedly  the  burthen  thrown  on  the 
West-Indian  body  by  the  Slave  Emanci- 
pation Act  would  be  one  of  the  circum- 
stances to  be  considered  in  the  case. 
With  respect  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  East-Indian  coffee,  it  was  certainly  his 
intention  to  confine  it  to  such  coffee  as 
was  the  growth  of  British  India. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  conceived  that  the 
value  of  West-India  property  had  been 
increased  rather  than  depreciated  by  the 
Slave  Emancipation  Act.  He  pressed  on 
the  Government  the  importance  of  taking 
into  consideration  the  equalization  of  the 
sugar  duties  at  the  earliest  possible  period. 

Mr.  Buckingham  uiA,  that  though  be 
had  so  recently  addressed  the  House  on  the 
oppressions  of  our  West-Indian  fellow  sub* 
jects^  he  could  not  refrain  from  ofiBsring  a 
few  observations  on  the  grievances  of  our 
equally  valuable  East-Indun  fellow  subject! 
among  whom  he  had  passed  so  many  years 
of  his  life,  and  whose  interests  he  should 
always  feel  it  his  doty  to  advocate  and  de* 
fend.  There  was  one  short  argument,  he 
thought,  by  which  the  imperative  necessity 
and  absolute  justice  of  reducing  the  duties 
on  East-Indian  produce  might  he  inoontro* 
vertibly  shown,  and  to  this  alone  he  would 
confine  himself.  The  House  would  re. 
member  that  two  years  ag0|  it  had  gran^ 
ted  a  new  charter  of  Government  to  the 
East-India  Companyy  by  ■  which  entire 
freedom  of  trade  was  extended  to  all  British 
sul^ects,  whether  English  or  native-born, 
by  whicli  colonisation  was  to  be  permitted 
to  all  capitalists  who  chose  to  settle  in  In« 
dia,  and  by  which  our  shipning  and  manu.. 
facturing  interests  were  all  to  be  greatly 
benefited.  Now,  if  the  Government  gran- 
ted these  privileges  in  a  truly  honest  spirit, 
and  with  sincere  and  upright  intentions,-— 
it  was  indispensable  that  they  should  at 
once  reduce  the  duties  on  East-tndia  nro« 
duce  to  a  level  at  least  with  those  on  West- 
India  produce  ;  as  without  such  reduction^ 
free  trade  was  a  mockery— coloniiation  a 
farce — and  neither  our  shipping  nor  our 
manufacturing  interests  could  be  benefited 
in  the  slightest  d^ree.  To  confirm  the 
charter,  therefore,  and  to  prove  theb  own  in* 
tegrity  of  itttealioDi  mat  redttotioiw  wevo 
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imperatively  demanded  of  them :  and  until 
made^  the  charter  would  not  be  complete. 
Some  honourable  gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  had  to  his  (Mr.  Buckingham's) 
extreme  surprise,  asserted  that  the  adyan- 
tages  of  these  reductions  to  the  JBast-Tndia 
Trade  had  been  greatly  exaggerated ;  bat 
for  his  part,  he  was  disposed  to  believe  they 
had  been  greatly  under  stated.  He  would 
not  detain  the  House  by  a  lengthened  ar- 
gument  upon  the  subject  at  this  late  hour 
of  the  night ;  but  he  would  just  enumerate, 
in  a  few  sentences,  some  of  the  advantages 
which  the  equalization  of  the  duty  on  sugar 
alone  would  produce.  Its  first  operation 
would  be  to  call  into  profitable  cultivation 
large  tracts  of  soil  in  India — by  which 
profit  to  the  capitalist,  and  profit  to  the 
cultivator  and  peasantry  would  be  realised, 
—-and  by  whicn  also  the  revenues  of  India, 
derived  chiefly  from  the  land,  would  be 
largely  augmented,  while  the  people  were 
benefited  at  the  same  time.  It  would  fur- 
nish the  merchants  of  India  with  that  which 
they  now  wanted,  an  article  of  profitable 
return  for  their  remittances  to  this  country. 
It  would  then  afford  to  ship  owners,  a  va^ 
luable  article  of  heavy  freight,  for  want  of 
which,  ships  bringing  home  lijght  soods, 
were  now  often  obliged  to  put  m  as  heavy 
cargo,  large  stones,  and  other  unprofitable 
ballast ;  and  above  all,  it  would  increase  the 
outlet  for  our  manufactures ;  for  those  least 
acquainted  with  political  economy  must  be 
aware  that  the  amount  of  our  exports  to 
India  are  not  limited  by  our  power  to  send 
(mt  goods,  but  by  the  quantity  of  profitable 
returns  to  be  brought  back  from  thence. 
We  could  double  or  treble  our  exports  in  a 
single  year,  if  we  could  brins  back  profitable 
returns;  and  with  a  hundred  millions  of 
people  an  immense  market  might  be  found,  if 
their  produce  were  released  from  their  present 
burthens,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  be  brought 
home  and  sold  at  a  profit.  He  (Mr.  Backing- 
ham)  had  indeed  been  sometimes  tauntel 
with  having  been  a  false  prophet,  in  pre- 
dicting a  larger  increase  m  the  trade  of 
India  than  had  already  taken  place«  But 
he  had  always  contended  for  a  free  trade 
between  England  and  India,  and  no  trade 
could  deserve  that  name,  which  was  still 
hnrthened  as  that  of  India  is,  by  these  ex- 
eeasive  duties  on  its  raw  produce.  Take  off 
these,  and  it  would  be  like  releasing  a 
giant  fitmi  his  fetters.  After  which,  but 
not  before,  we  should  see  the  mighty  ener- 
nes  of  the  two  countries  gradually  deve* 
&ped,  and  all  the  advantages  predicted  gra- 
dually realiwd.    One  woid  mora  before  be 


sat  down.  It  was  contended  that  whatever 
advantages  the  East  Indies  might  gain  by 
these  reductions,  the  West  Indies  must  lose. 
From  this  he  entirely  dissented.  If  the 
quantity  of  sugar  to  be  consumed  in  the 
world  had  arrived  at  its  maximum  and 
could  not  be  possibly  increased,  then,  no 
doubt,  the  additional  quantity  of  East-India 
sugar  brought  into  the  market,  would  leave 
a  corresponding  quantity  of  West-India 
sugar  unsold.  But  was  it  not  notorious 
that  the  reduction  in  price  of  any  commo- 
dity of  general  use,  increased  its  consump« 
tion  ?  If  so  then  considering  the  univertaad 
taste  for  sugar,  and  the  certainty  that  the 
humbler  classes  especially  would  use  much 
more  of  it,  if  it  were  made  cheaper,  and 
thus  brought  more  within  their  reacb^  it 
appeared  to  him  quite  certain  that  a  largely 
increased  sale  of  cheap  East-India  sugar 
might  take  place  by  reason  of  such  increased 
consumption,  without  at  all  trencUnff  on 
the  quantity  still  required  from  the  West- 
Indies  to  supply  the  old  and  established 
markets.  If  his  position  were  correct^ 
the  reduction  of  duties  on  the  produce  of 
the  East  Indies  might  then  be  set  down 
as  one  of  those  very  few  commercial  changes 
in  which  there  would  be  a  very  large  be- 
nefit  to  many  classes,  without  any  probable 
or  perceptible  injury  to  any;  and,  therefore^ 
he  conjured  his  Majesty's  minbters  not  to 
delay  this  act  of  justice  a  moment  longer 
than  they  could  possibly  avoid. 

Mr.  Goulburn  expressed  his  entire  con« 
currence  in  the  sentiments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  in  the  course  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  adopt.  He 
hoped  that  the  Question  would  receive  the 
fullest  and  calmest  consideration,  and  tliat 
his  Majesty*s  Government  would  not  allow 
themselves  to  be  led  away  by  itatementa 
of  particular  individuals. 

The  Resolution  was  agreed  to.  Houaa 
resumed. 


»»00*m»m*»»»0  — • 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Monday t  June  22,  1835. 


BCnfvrtfl.]  Bifl.  Readaieoaodtime:— On  tfaflMotUmo^ 
LoBd  BaoMSAM,  Escemoit. 

Pvtttioiu  praMnted.  By  the  Biibop  of  Exxnm,  fton 
Grore  (County  Ctflow),  agunst  Che  Appropriation  of 
Churdi  Property  to  other  than  EodedaitieBl  PHTpooet.— 
By  the  Birlof  BrauitOTOir,  tnm  hUntoa,  for  the  Bettn 
ObMrraoce  of  the  Sabbath*-— By  Lord  Bboookajk  and 
the  Earl  of  RoesaxHT,  from  a  Number  of  PIaoe»,«* 
againt  any  Grant  tar  Buildinf  Chuivhei  in  Sootlands  mi 
by  the  Earle  of  RoasLTir  and  AtmHomMM,  Vlaeount  M ab* 
YiLLMg  and  Lord  Bbouobam,  ftom  levenl  Places— 4ii 
HiToar  of  tudi  Grant,  and  for  Protection  to  the  Churdi  of 
nnfifliiiiilii  Jtf  ttfl  AnhbiibHi  of  Yauc.  Loid  Camicev« 
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iod  «  Right  RowNnd  Pkilats,  ftmn  stveni 
for  Fioteetion  to  the  Chureh  of  Bn^and.— By  the  Mcr- 
i|oeM  CAMDnr  and  Lord  SurrisLo,  from  lemal  Placep, 
for  Ralief  to  the  Agricnltnml  Interest. 

Officb  or  Clerk  Assistant.]  Lord 
DenmaTif  as  Speaker  of  the  House,  ac- 
quainted their  Lordships  that  he  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  Earl  of  Devon 
which,  with  the  permission  of  their  Lord- 
ships, he  would  read  to  them.  The  letter 
which  his  Lordship  read,  was  as  follows : — 

Duke  Street,  June  22,1835. 

My  Lord, — I  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
informiog  your  Lordship,  that  the  title  of  Earl 
of  Devon  having  devolved  upon  me,  hy  the 
death  of  my  cousin,  the  late  Earl,  I  have  re* 
ceived  his  Majesty's  Writ  of  Summons  to  at- 
tend as  a  Peer  of  Parliament ;  and  I  have  to 
request  of  your  Lordship  to  communicate  to  the 
House  this  circumstance,  in  consequence  of 
which  the  office  of  Clerk«assistant  will  become 
vacant  I  cannot  retire  from  that  office  which 
I  have  held  for  nearly  ten  years,  without  being 
anxious  to  express  through  your  Lordship,  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  the  deep  sense  that  I  en- 
tertain of  the  uniform  kindness  and  confidence, 
which  I  have  experienced  in  the  execution  of 
my  various  duties,  from  the  House,  generally, 
and  from  the  several  Speakers  of  the  House, 
particularly,  with  whom  X  have  necessarily  been 
brought  much  in  contact;  a  kindness  and  con- 
fidence which  have  rendered  the  performance 
of  those  duties  easy  and  agreeable,  and  of 
which  I  shall  always  retain  a  grateful  recollec- 
tion. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord, 

Your  Lordship's  faithful  and  obedient  servant, 

Dbvon. 
To  the  Lord  Speaker,  &c. 

The  Earl  of  Shaf^sbury  moved,  that 
the  letter  be  entered  on  the  Journals. 

Agreed  to. 

Viscount  Mdhoume  said,  that  he  had 
not  been  aware,  that  this  letter  would  be 
laid  before  their  Lordships  this  day,  other- 
wise he  should  have  been  better  prepared 
as  to  the  coarse  to  be  adopted  on  this  sub- 
ject than  he  was  at  the  present  moment. 
He  should,  however,  now  shortly  state  to 
their  Lordships  what  he  proposed  to  do. 
This  event  would  make  a  vacancy  among 
the  Officers  at  their  Table^-*a  vacancy 
which,  when  their  Lordships  considered 
how  the  office  of  Clerk-assistant  had 
been  filled,  all  of  them  must  much  regret. 
At  the  same  time,  it  was  some  consolation 
for  them  to  know,  that  they  should  have 
the  assistance  of  their  late  Officer  as  one  of 
the  Members  of  their  House.  He  should 
advert  to  the  course  he  intended  to  pro- 
pose to  their  Lordships  on  this  occasion 
pn  this  subject.    The  Committee  which 


sat  in  1826,  upon  the  subject  of  public 
offices,  recommended,  that  whenever  a 
vacancy  in  one  of  the  offices  of  their 
Lordships'  House  should  occur,  the  whole 
matter  should  be  reconsidered  with  respect 
to  the  number  of  Clerks  and  their  salaries. 
In  pursuance  of  that  recommendation,  he 
should  move  to-morrow  for  the  appoint- 
ment  of  a  Committee  to  take  the  whole 
subject  into  consideration.  The  noble 
Viscount  here  read  the  words  of  the 
Committee's  Report,  which  exactly  ex- 
pressed what  he  had  already  stated. 

Public  Instruction  (Ireland).] 
The  Bishop  of  Exeter  presented  a  Petition 
from  the  Minister,  Churchwardens,  and 
other  inhabitants  of  a  parish  in  the  city  of 
Carlow,  against  the  appropriation  of 
Church-property  to  anv  but  Ecclesiastical 
purposes,  and  above  all  against  its  appro- 
priation for  the  support  and  maintenance  of 
Popery  in  that  part  of  the  Empire.  He 
took  that  opportunity  of  mentioning  that 
he  had  this  day  received  a  letter  from  a 
clergyman  in  Ireland  of  high  character,  of 
such  high  character  that  his  Bishop,  as 
that  right  reverend  Prelate  had  informed 
him,  had  recently  preferred  him  on  that 
very  account  to  a  valuable  living.  He 
should  read  an  extract  from  that  letter, 
and  should  afterwards  put  the  extract 
into  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  re- 
ferred especially  to  the  appointment  of  one 
of  the  Gentlemen  who  had  been  appointed 
under  the  Commission  for  examining  into 
the  State  of  Public  Instruction.  The  right 
reverend  Prelate  read  the  extract,  as 
follows : —    . 

"The  appointment  of  Mr.  to  act  as 

the  Commissioner  at  had  a  tendency  to 
deter  Protestants  and  encourage  Roman  Ca* 
tboUcs.  For  this  Gentleman  (who  resides 
about  four  miles  from )  was  a  well- 
known  Roman  Catholic  agitator,  and  about 
five  years  ago  luid  been  chaired  through  that 
town  on  a  Sunday,  after  having  delivered  a 
most  inflammatory  speech  in  the  Chapel  against 
the  Established  Church,  the  Constabulary,  the 
Schools,  and  in  fact  every  person  and  thing  in 
the  neighbourhood  not  employed  in  the  ex* 
tension  of  Popery.  The  meeting  was  ad- 
journed for  three  weeks  or  a  month,  when  I  at« 
tended  with  several  persons  who  had  been  t^ 
presented  as  Roman  Catholics  to  contradict 
the  statements  that  had  been  made  respecting 

them.    One,  a  man  named ,  who  was 

stated  by  the  priest,  on  oath,  to  have  declared 
that  he,  his  wife,  and  eight  children,  were  all 
Roman  Catholics,  was  anxious  to  go  before  a 
Magistrate  to  swear  that  he  never  made  such  a* 
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declaration,  and  that  hU  sons  could  not  have 
been  at  Mass  the  Sunday  previous.  But  no 
Commissioner  came — ^bis  servant  adjourned  to 
a  future  day,  when  we  again  met,  and  were 
again  disappointed,  his  man  having  come,  after 
five  o'clock  in  the  evening,  to  say  that  his 
master  oould  not  attend ;  the  people's  patience 
was  thus  exhausted,  and  very  few  attended 
when  the  Commissioners  came,  and  when,  but 
for  the  accidental  presence  of  the  son  of  the 
rector,  many  persons,  especially— —and  his 
family,  before  meutionea,  would  have  been  re^ 
gistered  as  Roman  Catholics.  One  circum- 
•tance  is  worth  attention — ^viz.,  that  the  Pro- 
testants who  died  or  removed  since  1831 
were  subtracted  from  the  gross  number,  whilst 
the  BLoman  Catholic  population  was  not  sub- 
tracted from/' 

Lord  Duncannon  was  not  able,  from  re- 
collection alone,  to  speak  upon  the  matter 
at  present^ 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  had  merely  men- 
tioned the  matter  to  give  the  noble  Lord 
ao  opportunity  of  directing  his  attention 
to  it. 

Beer  Act.]  Lord  Rolle  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Viscount  opposite  to  introduce  any 
measure  for  the  alteration  of  the  Licensing 
Beer  Act  ?  He  complained  of  the  Act  as 
it  now  stood ;  and  attributed  to  the  Beer- 
houses that  in  them  thieves  organized 
themselves  into  gangs,  and  then  spread 
about  all  over  the  country. 

Viscount  Melbourne  was  afraid,  that 
there  was  no  system  which  could  be 
adopted,  that  would  not  be  subject  to 
abuse  in  that  way.  If  they  were  to  abolish 
Beerhouses,  the  only  change  would  be, 
that  the  gangs  of  thieves  would  meet  as 
they  formerly  met,  in  public-houses. 

Wills — Executors.]  Lord  Brougham 
said,  that  with  respect  to  the  two  Bills  on 
this  subject,  the  best  course  would  be,  to 
refer  them  to  the  consideration  of  a  Com- 
mittee up  stairs.  Before  that  Committee, 
the  Commissioners  who  had  reported  on 
the  subject  might  be,  if  necessary,  ex- 
amined, and  the  Committee  could  then 
report  the  Bills  to  the  House,  with  such 
Amendments  as  their  examination  of  the 
whole  matter  might  appear  to  them  to 
render  necessary. 

Lord  Abinger  observed,  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  remarks  he  had  made  on 
Friday,  he  wished  to  state,  that  on 
that  day  he  had,  for  the  first  time,  learned 
anything  of  the  matter.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  bad  then  truly  told  them, 


that  the  subject  had  been  fully  considered 
by  some  very  learned  persons.  For  those 
learned  persons  he  had  the  greatest  re« 
spect ;  but  still  he  could  not  consent  to 
such  alterations  in  the  ancient  usages  of 
the  people  on  the  subject  of  wills,  as  txf 
consent  to  the  Bills  without  their  bein^ 
fully  considered.  The  learned  persons  who 
drew  the  Bill,  had  not  thought  fit  to  ex- 
plain their  reasons  to  the  House;  there 
was  no  preamble  to  the  Bill  stating  the  ob- 
ject in  view,  and  the  reasons  for  it ;  but 
the  Bill  began  at  once  with  the  enactment, 
so  that  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  speci- 
men of  the  rule,  ^*8tetpro  ratione  voluntas,*^ 
Since  Friday  last,  he  had  carefully  consi- 
dered the  provisions  of  both  Bills ;  some 
he  approved — ^some  he  doubted — some  he 
could  not  understand.  He,  therefore, 
fully  agreed  with  the  proposition  to  send 
the  Bills  before  a  Committee. 

Lord  Brougham  moved,  that  they  be 
respectively  read  a  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee 
named. 

Whitehall  Chapel.]  The  Earl  of 
Matmesbury  wished  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  as  to  the  mode  of 
distributing  the  Maundy  money  in  future. 
He  saw,  by  the  vote  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, that  money  had  been  granted  to 
build  up  a  Chapel  for  the  soldiers,  and  to 
put  in  repair  the  Chapel  at  Whitehall.  He 
was  glad  to  see  the  grant,  because  for 
some  years  past  the  ceremony  of  dis- 
tributing the  Maundy  money  had  been 
performed  in  a  temporary  building.  The 
erection  and  pulling  down  of  that  building 
was  a  great  nuisance  to  the  tenants  in  that 
neighbourhood  and  a  great  cost  to  the 
public.  He  hoped  that  there  would  be 
no  longer  any  reason  for  the  continu- 
ance of  such  a  nuisance,  but  that  the 
Maundy  money  would  be  distributed  in 
the  Chapel. 

Lord  Duncannon  said,  that  when  the 
Chapel  was  finished,  the  Maundy  money 
would  be  distributed  there.  While  the 
military  attended  the  Chapel,  that  was  im- 
possible ;  but  now  there  was  to  be  a  Chapel 
built  for  them  in  the  Birdcage*  walk,  and  as 
soon  as  the  Whitehall  Chapel  was 
finished,  it  would  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl. 
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H0t7SE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday^  June22f  1835. 

MtmifMi]  New  Writ  oi^kndi  Oft  Ite  Molioil  •€  lb. 
JoRM  FiBLDsy*  tot  the  Botough  of  Oldham,  ia  the  fqom 

of  WiLUAM  COBBBTT,  Etq.,  dBOCTtted. 

•ID.  lUal ft  Mooifd  tliMt'-'Oft  llie  Motioii  d  Mr.  Poousr 
tmmmKs  Silmaa  FlilMcies  (SooUaod). 

t*etiUons  preMQted.  By  Sir  Rourt  Inoub,  ftom  two 
PlaiM,  ftftr  thft  Better  Obnnrftiieeof  theSabbetlL^By  Btr. 
PftAts,  ftoift  TlMfWdge^  Air  ffae  Repeftlof  iSbt  Simp 
Dftty  OB  Ntmp^^eni  fhwi  Hertkpoal,  Itar  Iladftg  that 
Bormigh  in  Sdiedule  B  of  the  Municipal  Corpontiomr  BilL 
By  Sir  Htmrt  Paahxll,  from  Dundee,  fto  Altering  Che 
lAfftiftBllftgStfMaiiflaiMieaiBSeoUndi  alM  a^inat 
the  Sahnoo  Fiiheriei  (Sootland)  BUU-^  Sir  M.  & 
Stxwart,  Itom  Glat^fow  and  Ayr,  againit  the  Rifiitra- 
thtt  Of  Birthi*  BiUi  fimn  two  Plaoca,  agalftatthe  Imprifloo- 
aanA  liar  Debt  (Sesttod)  BUU- By  Mr.  BAmtftanAir, 
ftom  Aberdeen,  for  prerentiqg  raneptitioua  ■uigcatioo. 
~By  Mr.  E.  W.  OLAOSTOirB,  ftom  Newark-upon-Trent, 
i^hMT  tfM  MuflMpftl  OQipanlioai  BUL— By  Sir  Jaiim 
OftAftAJi^  ftom  thvee  Plaoei*  ftgainit  ooDterii^  upon 
Doetoc^  ComnioDa  the  Kde  Power  of  grantiftg  Probates  and 
Adiulftlrtrfttioni.— 'By  the  lame,  and  Str  R.  IwuLra,  ftom 
■winail*lftBiw  fcg  PmlaefhmtolhftChftrehof  Bogimid. 
—By  Dr.  LuaBiNoroir,  ftom  tite  Tower  HamlwC^  for  • 
more  Speedy  and  lets  Expensive  Process  for  the  Effect, 
mefttof  Tenantst  ftom  the  Pailsh  of  Bcthnal  Green,  for 
«BeafdofTnri#,toR>aBaiateWasait  ftomCfaorley.te 
Amending  the  Factories*  Regulation  BilU-^  the  same^ 
and  Sir  Jamsb  Okabam,  ftom  a  Commercial  Aasodation 
in  f<Bndfld,— agiift^  the  In^itJiOBmeBt  for  Debt  BiB.— 
By  Dr.  LusBfMOTON,  ftom  several  Pieces  agieast 
DrunkenneM.— By  Mr.  Cbisrolm,  Mr.  Stbwart  Mack- 
SBSiB«  and  an  Hojr.  Mxmbbr.  ftom  several  Places, — 
ftgriftat  aoy  Onnt  for  Building  ChwEehes  ia  Scotland^-- 
By  Mr.  Cmaaoui,  ftom  Perth  and  In  m  bum,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Post-Horse  Duty.— By  Mr.  Hbbbv  Smttb, 
flnm  two  Raees,  Ibr  ReBeT  to  tiie  Agrieoltaral  Interest; 
ftem  ColaheilBr,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Doty  on  Spirit 
LiceasBs.— By  Mr.  Sergeant  TAi^rovan,  ftom  the  Retafl 
Dealers  of  Beer  of  Reading,  to  be  placed  on  a  Footing 
wMh  UeoDied  VtatuaUera.— By  GiiAaia  tSaBTwrrnn, 
ftomStalbBd,  agateft  the  Staiibrt  DisftaDehisemeBt BUL 
<M.By  Mr.  Johb  R.  Smitb,  from  Great  Yarmouth,  against 
tttt  Municipal  CorporationaT  Bin — ^By  Mr.  MoervN,  from 
thret  PIftoee,  against  the  Imprisonnent  for  Debt  Bill; 
ftom  Madeiey,  ftgaiaat  Dniakenness^^By  Sir  F.  TaaNCH. 
ftom  Scarborough,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Redprodty  pf 
Dufler  AcL— By  Mr.  CftDfttMBtow,  ftom  Clidtenham, 
for  wilhiebig  the  ObHgatioaa  hapofted  upon  CathoBe 
Manbea  by  their  Oathi  ftom  Ooooestenhiie,  for  Relief 
to  the  Agricultural  Interert. — ^By  Mr.  Fkrodb,  ftx>m 
ButathlBad,  against  the  Scamtti^  Knnitioftnt  Bill ;  ftom 
BJnghoia,  tpdat  any  Gnnt  ftrBaiUiBg  Charebae  In 
Scotland ;  ftom  KIrcaldy,  against  fim|i]oytftg  Vessds  not 
Seaworthy  for  eonveymg  Emigranla. 

Thie  OAtH  Takek  by  Rom  ah  Ca- 
tholics.] Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  tbat 
he  had  the  honour  of  haying  intnisted  to 
him  for  presentation  to  that  House,  a  Pe- 
tition from  a  very  influential  and  numerous 
body  of  the  inhabitants  of  Birmingham 
and  its  vicinity,  in  reference  to  a  notice  of 
a  Motion  which  had  been  gi?en  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary ;  and  in  reference 
to  the  Oath  which  that  hon.  Member  and 
the  other  Catholic  Members  of  that  Hoase 
had  taken,  and  which  Oath  was,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Petitioners,  inconsistent 
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obserre,  tbat  he  had  been  selected  to  pre* 
sent  this  petition,  not  from  any  feeling 
thai  the  Members  kxsaily  connected  with 
Birmingham  would  not  discharge  such  a 
duty  fcr  the  petitioners,  their  constituents, 
but  solely  because  at  the  time  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary 
gave  the  notice  in  question,  he  (Sir  R* 
Inglis)  immediately  followed  it  up  by 
giving  notice  by  the  way  of  an  amend* 
ment,  that  whenever  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  should  bring  forward  such  a  Mo- 
tion, he  would  move  that  the  Oath  taken 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  should  be 
read.  The  Petition,  in  the  first  instance^ 
recited  the  notice  which  had  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Member,  It  was  as  follows  :-^ 
'*  That  no  person  who  shall  be  appointed 
to  any  Ecclesiastical  benefice  or  dignity 
in  Ireland,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  any 
such  vested  interest  as  to  entitle  such  per- 
son to  compensation,  in  the  event  of  such 
benefice  or  dignity  being  suppressed. 

Mr.  Sheil :  That  is  not  my  notice. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis :  I  quote  it  as  it  baa 
been  given  to  me. 

Mr.  Sfieil:  There  is  a  most  important 
omission  in  it — an  omission  that  seems  to 
have  been  purposely  made.  The  word 
"  thencefortn"  is  left  out. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis — I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  attribute  any  such 
omission  to  me. 

Mr.  Sheil:  Certainly  not ;  but  the  bet- 
ter way  would  be  to  read  the  notice,  as  it 
is  given  correctly  in  the  Votes. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  then  read  the  notice  as 
follows  from  the  Votes : — On  the  first  day 
of  going  into  a  Committee  of  Supply,  to 
move  a  Resolution,  that  no  person  who 
shall  be  thenceforth  appointed  to  any  Ec- 
clesiastical benefice  or  dignity  in  Ireland, 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  any  such  vested 
interest  as  to  entitle  such  person  to  com- 
pensation, in  the  event  of  such  benefice  or 
dignity  being  suppressed.^  He  was  Quite 
ready  to  give  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber the  full  benefit  of  the  word  '*  thence- 
forth.** In  his  (Sir  R.  Inglts's)  apprehen- 
sion of  the  case,  it  made  very  little  differ- 
ence with  regard  to  that  evil  against  which 
he  and  the  petitioners  protested.  The 
petitioners  proceeded  to  state,  that  this 
notice  was  evidently  conceived  in  a  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  Established  Churcn  of 
Ireland.  Now  certainly  people  should  be 
very  chary  in  attributing  motives  to  others, 
but  when  they  came  to  the  construction  of 
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sure  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  not  defend  the  tendency  of  anch  a 
Motion,  if  it  ahonld,  when  carried,  place 
the  Church  of  Ireland  in  a  worse  position 
aa  regarded  the  property  belonging  to  her, 
than  she  was  in  at  the  time  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  took  an  oath  not  to 
**  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  Reli- 
gion IB  the  United  Kingdom."    The  peti- 
tioners went  on  to  state,  that  they  could 
not  conceive  how  such  notice  of  a  motion 
could  hare  been  given  by  any  one  who  had 
solemnly  sworn  in  the  following  words : — 
*'  I  do  swear,  that  I  will  defend  to  the  ut- 
most of  my  power  the  settlement  of  pro* 
perty  within  this  realm,  as  established  by 
the  laws :  and  I  do  hereby  disclaim,  dis- 
avow, and  solemnly  abjure,  any  intention 
to  subvert  the  present  Church  Establish-^ 
ment  as  settled  by  law  within  this  realm : 
and  I  do  solemnly  swear,  that  I  never  will 
tkercise  any  privilege  to  which  I  am  or 
may  become  entitled,  to  disturb  or  weaken 
the  Protestant  Religion  or  Protestant  Go- 
vernment in  the  United  Kingdom :  and  I 
do  solemnly,  in  the  presence  of  Ood,  pro- 
Hms,  testify,  and  declare,  that  I  do  make 
this  declaration,  and  every  part  thereof,  in 
the  plain  and  ordinary  sense  of  the  words 
of  this  oath,  without  any  evasion,  equivo- 
cation, or  mental  reservation  whatsoever. 
80    help  me  God.**    The   Petition  then 
proceeded  to  call  the  attention    of  the 
House  to  the  Cathplic  Relief  Bill,  and  to 
die  circumstances   under  which  it  was 
passed.    Now  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  was  sure 
that  there  would  be  found  an  almost  una- 
Btmous  concurrence  both  on  the  part  of 
the  Protestant  supporters,  and  on  the  part 
of  the  Protestant  opponents  of  that  Bill, 
on  this  point-->that  that  measure  would  not 
for  a  moment  have  passed  that  House  if  it 
had  been  then  suspected  that  the  power  of 
dealing  with  the  rights  and  property  of  the 
Church  had  been  conceded  by  it  to  the 
Roman  Catholics.    The  petitioners,  with 
this  conviction  on  their  minds,  stated,  that 
they  regarded  this  notice  of  motion  as  a 
violation  .of  honour,  and  of  the  solemn  ob- 
ligation of  an  oath  which  had  been  volun- 
tarily taken  by  the  Catholic  Members  of 
that  House.    They  added,  that  they  felt 
tiiat  it  was  a  mockery  to  tell  them  that  the 
Protestant  religion  in  Ireland  would  be 
neither  "  weakened''  nor  '•  disturbed,"  by 
lessening  to  a  great  extent  the  number  of 
its  ministers  there,  and  by  virtually  turn- 
ing the  Church  Establishment  of  Ireland 

QHf  to  the  domiaioo  of  wen  who  regarded  I 


Its  doctrines  with  horror.  The  petitioners, 
in  conclusion,  prayed  the  House  to  adopt 
such   measures   as  should  prevent   this 
oath-^the  only  security  that  the  Church 
possessed  against  the  attacks  of  its  inve<- 
terate  enemies«--from  either  being  treated 
with  scorU)    or   broken   with    impunitv. 
They  further  prayed  the  House  to  e^Kclude 
by  express  enactment  Roman  Catholic 
Members  from  any  share  in  Ecclesiastical 
legislation.      He  did  not  concur  in  the 
prayer  of  the  petition,  and  his  reason  was 
this— not  that  the  petition  prayed  for  too 
much,  but  that  it  prayed  for  too  little.  He 
would  go  much  further.   According  to  the 
view  which  he  bad  uniformly  entertained, 
he  had  always  thought  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  Members  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
into  that  Assembly  had  been  the  greatest 
calamity  that  had  ever  occurred  to  this 
country.   He  could  not  indeed  expect  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
would  concur  in  that  opinion.    He  would 
ventore,  however,  to  say  this — ^that  it  was 
a   feeling  that   was  rapidly    increasing 
throughout  the  country— it  was  a  feeling 
which  prevailed  very  generally  some  time 
ago— he  believed  that  it  was  now  gaining 
strength  every  day  throughout  England, 
and  he  was  sure  that  the  events  of  the  last 
four  months  had  tended  much  to  increase 
such  a  feeling  amongst  the  intelligent  and 
rational  part  of  the   population  of  this 
country.  He  had  undertaken  the  discharge 
of  this  duty  with  no  small  pain.    It  was 
not  a  pleasant  thing  for  any  man  to  rise 
up  in  a  society  of  Englishmen,  and  tell 
those  who  sat  opposite  to  him,  that  they 
had  violated  their  oaths.    He  trusted  that 
he  might  say,  that  nothing  but  a  strong 
sense  of  duty  had  induced  him  to  take 
such  a  course.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  might  smile  at  that 
statement,  but  it  was  the  honest  fact.    He 
regretted  he  was  obliged  to  take  this  courae, 
but  taking  it  as  he  did  from  the  most  con- 
scientious sense  of  duty,  he  thought  that 
it  should  not  give  offence  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  that  House.  This  be 
would  sav,  that  if  he  had  taken  such  an 
oath  as  that  taken  by  the  Members  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  that  if  he  had  taken  an 
oath,  mutattt  mutandiSf  of  the  same  nature 
with  regard   to   a  Catholic  Established 
Church,  and  if,  af^er  uking  such  ab  oath^ 
he  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  analogout 
to  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Tipperary,  or  had  been  a  party  to  an 
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noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Stroud,  but 
respecting  this  Catholic  Church  which  he 
had  sworo  to  maintain, — if  he  had  done 
all  thisy  he  for  one  would  not  complain  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  if  he  should 
accuse  him  of  being  guilty  of  something 
approaching  to  perjury.  One  of  the  prin*- 
cipal  motives  which  had  induced  him  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  sub- 
ject was  to  give  a  warning  to  the  Catholic 
Members  who  had  taken  this  oath,  and  to 
show  that  there  was  one  Protestant  Mem- 
ber in  that  House  who  would  give  them  a 
warning  that  they  were  in  danger.  That 
surely  was  not  saying  too  much.  It  was 
at  least  possible  that  they  might  run  the 
risk  of  committing  sin.  If  any  one  would 
tell  him  that  he  was  so  near  the  brink  of 
perdition,  he  would  look  at  the  question 
with  scrupulous  anxiety.  If  he  (Sir  R. 
Inglis)  took  such  an  oath  in  Belgium  or 
any  Catholic  country,  not  to  endanger  the 
security  of  the  Catholic  Church  establish- 
ed there,  he  would  consider  he  incurred  a 
great  and  fearful  responsibility  by  violating 
it.  It  was  a  solemn  engagement  he  would 
religiously  keep ;  and  if  he  were  a  party 
to  such  a  measure  as  received  the  support 
of  the  hon.  Members  opposite,  he  would 
not  blame  them  if  they  had  charged  him 
with  the  ofiTence  of  perjury.  He  was  aware 
that  that  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  a 
letter  which  he  addressed  to  the  editor  of 
the  Morning  Chronicle,  had  challenged 
him  in  terms,  certainly  of  great  personal 
courtesy,  to  bring  forward  some  distinct 
and  substantive  motion  on  that  subject. 
Now,  he  had  several  reasons  for  not  com- 
plying with  such  a  proposition.  In  the 
first  place,  the  notice  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  given  was  absolute — 
the  motion  which  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  had 
given,  was  conditional.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber wished  him  to  reverse  their  position. 
The  hon.  Member,  he  believed,  had  with- 
drawn his  notice. — [Mr.  SheU :  No.] — He 
had  supposed  so,  from  not  seeing  it  stand 
in  the  list  of  notices  printed  after  the 
Whitsun  holidays.  If  the  hon.  Member 
bad  not  withdrawn  his  motion,  his  (Sir  R. 
Inglis*s)  first  ground  for  not  assenting  to 
his  proposition  was  strengthened.  Then, 
in  tne  next  place,  he  was  not  to  be  taught 
the  tactics  of  his  campaign  from  a  general 
of  the  opposite  army.  He  was  not  to  be 
taught  bjy  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
the  way  m  which  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  was  to 
support  and  sustain  the  Protestant  Church 
<^f  Ireland.  As  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem» 


ber  for  Dublin  might  object  to  the  word 
"  followers,"  as  applied  to  his  party,  he 
would  only  say  of  them,  that  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  the  party  with  which 
he  acted,  were  the  leaders  of  that  House. 
If  he  should  bring  forward  such  a  proposi- 
tion as  that  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned   Member  for  Tipperary,  he  was 
quite  sure  of  this — that  the    hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin,  and  the  thirty- 
five   Members    that   generally  concurred 
with  him,  and  who  were  in  fact  at  present 
the  leaders  of  that  House,   would  have 
easily  negatived  it,  in  the  same  triumphant 
and  victorious  manner  that  they  had  car- 
ried the  Irish  Church  Bill.     There  was 
another  reason  for  his  not  complying  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  proposi- 
tion.    He  was  told  by  him  to  bring  for- 
ward some  proposition  declaratory  of  the 
construction  of  the  Catholic  Oath.     If  he 
did  so,  he  should  be  beaten,  precisely  ia 
the  way  he  had  already  stated,  by  the 
Irish  Members.  Then  he  was  told  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject.     Now,  in  the  first 
place,  he  could  have  no  reason  to  expect 
to  be  able  to  carry  any  such  Bill  if  the 
thirty-five  Irish  Members  should  not  ab- 
stain from  voting.     Of  course,  too,  he 
should  have  no  reason  to  suppose,  should 
the   Irish    Members  withdraw,    that   his 
Majesty's  Government    would    give  him 
their  support  ?     He  had  indeed  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  if  he  brought  forward  any 
substantive  measure   on    the  subject    he 
should  be  able  to  carry  it.     He,  therefore, 
took  this  way  to  give  a  warning  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  those  who 
acted  with  him,  Catholic  Meml)ers  of  that 
Houfte,  that  they  were  incurring  a  great 
risk  of  perjury  in  what  they  did.     So  far 
for  the  reasons  which  had  induced  him  not 
to  bring  forward  any  substantive  motion 
on  this  subject.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary  was  the  first  Roman 
Catholic  Member  who  had  ever  originated 
a  proposition  in  that  House  that  tended 
to  "  weaken    or   disturb   the   Protestant 
religion  or  Government."    There  was  an 
essential    distinction    between    his    case 
and  that  of  any  other  individual.    When 
he  gave  his  notice,  he  rose  from  the  very 
spot  which  he  now  occupied  on  the  Trea- 
sury bench,  on  that  bench  where  sat  the 
Members  of  a  Government  which  he  and 
his  party  had  been  the  principal  meana 
of  placing  in  power,  and  without  whose 
support    that    Government    could    not, 
exist   for  a    aingle   day, — a    Govern-* 
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mentf  in  fact,  that  would  be  floun- 
dering in  the  dirt,  if  the  honorable  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  should  with- 
draw his  support.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin,  he  could  assure  him, 
miscalculated  the  value  of  his  support. 
His  influence  and  power,  numerically  at 
least,  were  not  to  be  despised  by  any 
Government.  Therefore,  he  would  say 
that  if  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
should  withdraw  his  support  from  the 
present  Government,  it  would  be  left 
floundering  in  the  dirt.  It  was  on  that 
account  that  he  felt  the  importance  of  the 
Motion  of  which  notice  was  given  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary, 
proceeding  as  it  did  from  such  a  party. 
He  was  anxious  also  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Boman  Catholic  Members  from  sheltering 
themselves  under  the  belief  that  they  were, 
in  supporting  such  a  motion  as  that  of 
Lord  John  Russell,  supporting  the  Pro- 
testant Church.  He  had  not  heard  the 
hon.  Member,  or  any  of  his  party,  say  that 
their  object  in  supporting  that  measure  was 
to  strengthen  the  Protestant  Church. 
Therefore,  that  slender  6lm  which  had 
been  thrown  over  the  case  by  the  English 
Protestant  Members  would  scarcely  cover 
their  eyes.  There  was  another  distinction, 
besides,  to  which  he  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tip- 
perary, and  those  who,  with  him,  had  taken 
the  Catholic  Oath,  namely,  that  the  Pro- 
testant Members  of  the  Legislature  had 
not  taken  an  oath  to  support  the  Church. 
When,  then,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  asked  of  what  use  was  the 
Catholic  Emancipation  Bill  if  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  should  not  be  at  liberty 
to  vote  upon  that  and  all  other  subjects, 
he  would  say,  in  replv,  that  it  was  not  for 
him  and  those  who  had  always  resisted 
Catholic  Emancipation  to  tell  the  House 
what  was  the  use  of  that  concession.  It 
was  for  those  who  had  supported  that 
measure  to  state  what  good  it  had  produced 
either  for  Ireland  or  England.  He  had 
never  seen  reason  to  change  his  opinion 
on  the  subject.  That  concession  had  been 
productive  of  unmixed  evil  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church  and  the  Protestant  com- 
roitnity  in  both  countries.  This  notice, 
which  had  been  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tipperarv»  changed 
the  character  of  the  discussion  on  the 
Irish  Church,  and  justified  him  in  the 
course  he  was  now  taking.  He  might 
Qsrtably  have  been  justified  in  taking  that 


course  at  an  earlier  period,  in  consequence 
of  the  speeches  made  by  some  Catholic 
Members  in  the  discussion  on  the  Irish 
Church  Appropriation  Clause*  but  then 
they  might  shelter  themselves  under  the 
plea  that  that  was  a  measure  proposed  by 
Protestant  Members,  and  one  therefore 
that  could  not  injure  the  Protestant  Church. 
But  they  could  not  do  so  in  the  present 
instance.  After  all,  the  whole  question 
must  terminate  in  the  construction  of  the 
oath  itself.  Now,  how  were  they  to  get  at 
the  construction  of  it,  or  of  any  oath? 
First  of  all,  they  must  refer  to  its  gram- 
matical interpretation;  secondly,  they 
were  to  look  to  the  intention  of  the  person 
who  imposed  it,  to  the  ani/ttum  imponenii$. 
How  was  that  to  be  collected  ?  By  the 
speeches  made  at  the  time  by  the  pro- 
posers of  the  oath.  How  were  the  inten- 
tions of  those  who  took  the  oath  to  be 
collected?  Certainly  from  the  speeches 
and  declarations  made  by  them  at  the 
time  of  the  framing  of  the  oath.  Did  any 
one  deny  that  the  primd facia  interpretation 
of  the  Catholic  oath  was  that  which  he 
(Sir  R.  Inglis)  put  upon  it.  What  was 
the  oath — **  I  do  swear,  that  I  will  defend 
to  the  utmost  of  my  power  the  settlement 
of  property  within  this  realm,  as  established 
by  the  laws ;  and  I  do  hereby  disclaim » 
disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  any  intention 
to  subvert  the  present  Church  Establish- 
ment as  settled  by  law  within  this  realm.'' 
In  the  debates  on  this  oath  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  he  and 
his  hon.  Colleague  each  proposed  amend- 
ments to  render  this  part  of  the  oath  more 
stringenty  and  Mr.  Harrison  Batsley  pro- 
posed a  third  amendment  still  more 
stringent,  and  including  all  cases  that 
could  possibly  be  affected  by  the  voting  of 
Roman  Catholic  Members.  All  these 
amendments  were  negatived,  not  on  the 
ground  that  the  original  oath  was  not  in- 
tended to  comprehend  the  objects  they 
had  in  view,  but  that  it  was  sufficient 
without  them.  Would  any  man  say  that 
that  was  not  the  construction  put  upon  the 
oath  at  the  time  by  the  persons  who  framed 
and  sanctioned  it  ?  His  (Sir  R.  Inglis's) 
amendment  at  the  time  was  negatived 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  mere  surplusage 
— that  it  was  not  necessary,  and  that  the 
oath  as  it  stood  would  secure  all  the  ob« 
jects  it  had  in  view.  Such  was  the  lan- 
guage of  Sir  R.  Peel  and  of  Dr.  Lashing- 
ton  in  opposing  his  amendment,  wbich- 
w««  negatived.   There  could  be  no  do«bt,- 
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theDt  of  the  meaniog  origiiiaUy  attacbsd 
to  the  oath  by  those  who  framed  it,  or  by 
those  who  had  oonsented,  most  reluctantly 
indeedy  to  take  it.  The  oath  proceeded 
thtis:— ''And  I  do  solemnly  swear,  that 
I  never  will  exercise  any  privilege  to 
which  I  am  or  may  become  entitled, 
to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  re-* 
ligioo,  or  Protestant  Government  in  the 
United  Kingdom :  and  I  do  solemnly, 
in  the  presence' of  God,  profess,  testify, 
and  declare,  that  I  do  make  this  declara- 
tion, and  every  part  thereof,  in  the  plain 
and  ordinary  sense  of  the  words  of  this 
oath,  without  any  evasion,  equivocation, 
or  mental  reservation  whatsoever.  So 
help  me  God."  Could  any  man  say  that 
that  oath  was  not  intended  to  secure  the 
settlement  of  the  Protestant  religion  and 
Protestant  Government  as  established  by 
law  in  this  country?  He  saw,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  one  of  the 
Catholic  Members,  iu  taking  the  oath, 
lay  particular  stress  upon  the  words  *'  as 
established  by  the  law.**  He  knew  very 
well  that  the  bon.  Member  meant  to  inti* 
mate  by  that,  that  he  was  at  liberty,  in 
his  legislative  character,  to  do  what  he 
would  to  alter  the  law.  That  was  the 
doctrine  referred  to  by  Mr.  Eoeas 
M'Donoell  in  his  very  able  pamphlet  on 
this  subject*  Did  the  hoo.  and  learned 
Member  deny  that  the  pamphlet  was  an 
able  one  t  [''  ¥•$/*  from  Mr.  O'Connell.] 
If  the  hon.  Member  denied  that  Mr. 
M'Donnell  was  a  man  of  ability,  he  (Sir 
R*  Inglis)  must  only  pity  the  Catholic 
body  who  for  six  years  had  intrusted  the 
management  of  all  their  concerns  in  this 
country  to  that  Gentleman.  That  Gen- 
tleman had  received  the  highest  testi- 
monials to  his  character  and  to  the  value 
of  his  eervices.  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  deny  the  value  of  Mr.  M'Donnell's 
testimony,  he  would  not  deny  the  value 
of  the  distinction  which  he  drew  in  this 
instance.  The  correctness  of  that  dis- 
tinction he  denied.  If  he  had  taken  an 
oath  not  to  enter  a  given  field  as  long  as 
it  existed  enclosed,  would  he  be  just&ed 
by  open  force  in  destroying  the  fence  or 
uobiBgiag  the  gate?  He  had  solemnly 
sworn  not  to  enter  this  enclosure,  and 
supposing  that  he  did  not  employ  his  own 
skill  for  the  purpose,  would  he  be  justified 
in  taking  advantage  of  the  skill  or  arm  of 
another  to  make  his  entry  there  ?  Would 
not  his  oath  be  equally  violated  whether 
he  enieied  by  his  own  means  or  by  the 


aid  of  others?  Now,  the  Catholic  Oalk 
was  intended  to  protect  an  enclosure,  and 
that  enclosure  was  the  Protestant  chardi. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Members  had  awom 
not  to  enter  that  enclosure,  and  they 
should  abstain  from  doing  so,  whether  by 
their  own  hand  or  that  of  others.  He  had 
never  heard  that  an  oath  was  to  be  con- 
strued according  to  the  mind  of  the  nma 
who  took  it,  but  according  to  the  anhnum 
imponentii.  Previous  to  the  Emancipation 
Bill,  Mr.  W.  Horton  published  a  pamph- 
let, in  which  he  enumerated  all  the  possible 
cases  from  which  Roman  Catholic  Mem« 
bers  might  be  excluded  from  voting.  But 
it  proceeded  on  an  original  error,  for  if 
Catholic  Members  were  at  all  to  enter 
that  House,  they  were  fit  to  legislate  on 
this  Question  in  the  abstract.  They  had, 
however,  taken  an  oath  not  to  k^slate4Mi 
it  and  other  subjects,  which  were  reserved 
for  the  Protestant  Members.  It  was  sub- 
ject to  that  restriction  that  the  Oathdlio 
Members  came  there.  Would  the  hmt* 
Member  for  Tipperary  de&y  the  fact? 
Would  he  deny  that  heatated  at  the  time, 
that  should  emancipation  be  passed,  there 
was  not  another  question  that  agitaled  Uia 
public  mind  in  Ireland,  such  as  tithes,  and 
the  union  would  have  an  end  ?  The  true 
construction  of  the  oath  was  apparent 
therefore  even  from  the  deoknations  made. 
at  the  time  by  those  who  took  it.  H« 
could  quote  many  sock  instances  that  oo* 
curred  at  the  time.  At  that  period  a  pe« 
tition  was  presented  to  the  House  from  a- 
Catholk:  Gentleman,  which  excited. much 
attention.  He  referred  to  the  sense  in 
which  ihe  Roman  Catholics  understood 
the  oath.  He  steted  that  they  (the  Romaa 
Catholics)  would  be  the  only  people  in 
the  empire  who  would  be  bound  by  an 
oath  to  protect  the  Church,  and  he  asked 
why  should  they  introduce  such  a  distine- 
tion  into  the  Legislature.  Through  a  too 
easy  faith  in  the  strength  of  soch  a  de* 
claration,  the  Legislature  admitted  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  that  Hoase«  With 
respect  to  the  construction  of  an  oath,  they 
were  to  regard  its  grammati(»dconstroctkm, 
the  onimus  imponeKiii^  and  the  ommtis  of 
those  who  took  it«  They  had  m  con« 
struing  it,  and  those  who  took  it  had  ia 
construing  it,  nothing  to  do  with  the  con- 
sequences that  might  be  said  to  arise  froaa 
its  observance.  With  that  questmn  they 
had  nothing  to  do.  He  had  to  apologise 
to  Ihe  House  for  the  time  he  had  occupied 
itsattentioo.    The  ealgeoi  wm  one  of  tha 
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gliatiit  importance^  and  in  speaking  on 
it*  though  he  had  not  compromised  a 
principle  or  shrunk  from  arowing  his 
opinionSp  he  had  endeavoured  to  say 
nothmg  offensive  to  the  feelings  of  any 
bon.  Member  from  whom  be  might  have 
the  misfortune  to  differ  on  this  Question. 

On  the  question  being  put,  that  the 
petition  be  laid  upon  the  Table, 

Mr.  SheU  said  the  petition,  although 
signed  by.  respectable  names,  commenced 
with  a  misrepresentation  of  his  notice,  and 
concluded  with  a  calumny  upon  the  entire 
body  of  the  Catholic  Members;  but  names, 
no  matter  bow  respectable,  could  not  give 
validity  to  falsehood,  while  on  men  of 
great  ostensible   piety,  and  exceedingly 
ostentatious  religion,  the  deliberate  and 
malignant  dissemination  of  calumny  re- 
flected the  deepest  discredit.    The  hon. 
Baronet,  who,  with  so   much  poisoned 
suavity,  had  given  utterance  to  such  gross 
imputations,  had  stated  at  the  outset  that 
the  petition  was  not  intrusted    to   the 
Members  for  Birmingham  or  for  Warwick* 
shire,  bat  to  himself.    The  petitioners,  in- 
deed, had  selected  mn  appropriate  medium 
in  order  to  give  vent  to  their  rancorous 
devotion.    Bot   the    hon«   Baronet  had 
omitted  to  state  that  there  was  a  counter 
petition,  signed  by  a  vast  body  of  the 
people  of  Birmingham,  passed  at  a  public 
meeting,  with  the  High  Bailiff  of  that 
important  town  in  the  chair,  in  which  ihe 
abuses  of  the  Irish  Church  were  vehe* 
mently  denounoid.     The  petition  from 
the  charitable  religionists,  who  imputed 
perjury  to  all  those  who  dared  to  dissent 
from  them  in  the  construction  of  words 
susceptible  of  a  variety  of  interpretations, 
commenced  their  statement  with  a  gross 
misrepresentation  of  his  notice.     They 
had  suppressed  the  fact  that  the  notice 
referrejU  only  to  persons  to  be  hereafter 
appointlBd.     He  (Mr.  Sheil)  had  been 
misstated  in  the  same  way  by  a  part  of 
the  Conservative  press.     He  thought  it 
necessary  to  defend  himself;    and  The 
Tim£$9  a  journal  which  certainly  did  not 
take  the  same  view  of  the  Irish  Church  as 
he  did,  did  him  the  justice  to  admit  that 
he  had  cleared  himself  of  the  charg:e  ad- 
duced against  him.     He  (Mr.  Sheil)  had 
no  desire  to  deprive  the  actual  incumbents 
of  their  livelihood;   his  notice  adverted 
to  the  persons  to  be  hereafter  appointed  to 
sinecure  benefices  without  congregations, 
and  of  which,  even  by  Lord  Stanley's 
ChuKoh  Temporalities' Billy  the  soppressmn 


was   contemplated.      Let    the  workinff 
clergy  of  the  Protestant  Church  be  paid 
liberally  and  amply;  let  their  incomes  be 
even  augmented  where  not  commensurate 
with  their  labours;  but  where  there  were 
DO  parishioners,  let  there  be  no  parson. 
To  show  the  justice  of  his  notice,  he  would 
advert  to  the  case  of  the  Bishop  of  Ferns, 
whose  income  had  been  reduced  4,000/. 
a-year,  because  be  had  notice — to  the  case 
of  the  Dean  of  Down,  against  whom  un<< 
founded  allegations  bad  been  preferred 
because  he  consented  to  relinquish  a  part 
of  his  income  in  consequence  of  previous 
notice,  or  what  was  equivalent  to  it— to 
civil    cases    in   which    the   same    prin- 
ciple   had    been    acted    on  —  to    the 
case  of  the  late  Mr.  James  Brougham, 
who  was  held  to  be  disentitled  to  com* 
pensation  by  the  Commissioners  of  Bank- 
rupts, who,  having  been  appointed  after 
notice  of  the  intended  suppression  of  their 
offices,  were  dismissed  without  coropen* 
sation*-and  to  the  Irish  Chancery  Act, 
by  which    compensation   was   given    t» 
officers  who  had  had  no  notice;  and  it 
was  enacted  that  any  persons  to  be  afters 
wards  named  to  office  in  that  Court  should 
not  be  deemed  entitled  to  oompeosatmn 
if  their  ofiBces  should  be  abolished.  There 
could  be  no  sound  reason  for  not  applying 
the  same  principle  to  the  sinecures  of  the 
Irish  Church  to  be  hereafter  suppressed^ 
taking  care  to  protect  the  rights  of  ex« 
isting  incumbents  without  notice ;  and  at 
all  events,  it  was  a  monstrous  proceeding 
to  charge  those  with  perjury  who  should 
sustain  such  a  project.   The  hon.  Baronet 
had  expatiated  on  the  Catholic  Oath,  had 
taken  on  himself  to  attach  a  particular 
construction  to  it,  and  then  proceeded  to 
brand  the  character  of  every  Roman  Ca-< 
tholic  who  dared  to  dissent  from  his  arbi* 
trary  interpretation.    By  what  right  had 
the  hon.  Baronet  done  this  ?    Who  had 
invested  him  with  this  authority  ?    What 
was  there  in  his  character,  his  conduct, 
his  active,  political  life,  which  should  in- 
du<fe  Roman  Catholics  to  regulata  their 
consciences  by  his  adjudications?    The 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  Roman  Ca- 
tholics  ought   to    be   slow  in  eiposiog* 
themselves  to  a  charge  of  perjury.    The 
hon.  Baronet  ought  to  be  slow  in  prefer* 
ring  such  a  charge,    especially  as   his 
motives  were  liable  to  imputation.    He 
had  himself,  in  the  course  of  bis  speeob» 
betrayed  the  feelings  by  wbioh  be  was 
actuated.    His  great  objieet  was  to  got 
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tip  thai  vile,  No  Popery  cry,  which  had 
been  raised,  in  1807,  by  the  very  men 
who  afterwards,  in  1829,  passed  the  very 
measare  which  they  had  roude  the  ground- 
work of  their  accusations.  The  same 
project  was  now  resorted  to ;  the  fanatical 
passions  were  appealed  to;  the  basest 
calumnies,  the  foulest  falsehoods,  were 
disseminated  in  order  to  overthrow  the 
Administration,  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
declares  to  be  sustained  by  the  Catholic 
Members,  and  exhibits  his  genuine  feel- 
ings in  the  phraseology  which  he  employs, 
when  he  says  that  the  Minutry,  without 
such  aid,  would  be  laid  in  the  dirt.  Of 
the  elegance  of  the  expression  it  was  un- 
necessary to  say  anything ;  its  only  value 
consisted  in  the  development  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  emotions,  which  it  affords. 
Such  then  was  the  state  of  his  mind. 
Entertaining  towards  the  Ministers  a  deep, 
aad  in  him  a  very  natural  animogity- 
a  hater  of  all  Reform— an  opponent  of 
every  measure  of  amelioration  that  ever 
was  introduced — the  enemy  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  of 
Catholic  Emancipation,  of  Parliamentary 
Reform — ^the  worshipper  of  every  abuse, 
the  idolator  of  corruption  in  all  its  forms, 
the  only  man  in  this  House  who  had  had 
the  effrontery  to  stand  up  in  defence  of 
those  sinks  of  municipal  depravity  the 
Corporations;  the  hon^  Member,  influ- 
enced at  ^once  by  his  prejudices,  his 
interests,  and  his  expectations,  knowing 
that  the  existing  Government  would  be 
apt  to  disturb  sinecurism  in  all  its  recesses, 
and  to  set  aside  all  corrupt  and  flagitious 
commissions,  felt  a  deep  animosity  to  the 
Government,  and  fretted  and  fumed  at 
the  support  which  they  derived  from  the 
Irish  Members.  The  hon.  Member^s  motives 
were  as  impeachable  as  those  of  the  indi- 
viduals whom  he  assailed,  and  he  ought 
to  have  hesitated  before  he  exposed  him- 
self to  the  charge  to  which  he  has  rendered 
himself  liable. in  preferring  so  unqualified, 
and,  if  it  be  unfounded,  an  accusation  so 
ignominious,  not  to  those  against  whom 
it  was  urged,  but  by  whom  it  was  ad- 
vanced. How  easy  it  would  be  to  retort 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman — how  easy  it 
would  be  to  represent  him  as  a  trafficker 
upon  the  public  delusion,  all  whose  im- 

Eortance  was  derived  from  his  lending 
imself  as  a  utensil  to  fanaticism,  as  an 
instrument  of  rancorous  and  detestable 
bigotry  I  But  that  course  he  would  not 
iMtopt.    He  was  willing  to  make  aUowauce 


for  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  attribute 
his  coiKluct  to  his  want  of  due  consider- 
ation of  the  matter  in  which  he  had  been 
engaged.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
had  leisure  sufficient  to  make  himself  fully 
acquainted  with  the  subject.  He  was,  as 
a  conscientious  man,  who  had  taken  hts 
oath  to  perform  his  official  duties  with 
fidelity,  bound  to  give  up  his  entire  mintf, 
and  dedicate  all  his  faculties  to  the  several 
commissions  connected  with  the  East 
Indies  in  which  he  had  been  engaged. 
For  the  last  twenty-five  years  he  had  been 
employed  in  an  enviable  way.  Safe  from 
all  vicissitudes  of  Grovemment,  secure  from 
all  changes  of  Administration,  he  had  been 
receiving  his  1,800/.  a-year  for  sernces, 
of  which  few  people  knew  anything ;  and 
as  he  was  a  moral  and  conscientious 
person,  it  was  to  be  presumed  that  he  had 
been  engrossed  by  his  lucrative  functions, 
and  determined  to  give  value  for  the 
thirty-one  thousand  pounds  which  be  had 
received.  The  hon.  Baronet  was  at  that 
moment  still  in  reception  of  his  large 
annual  salary,  and  still  engaged  in  his 
arduous  duties,  and  it  was  strange  that 
for  sinecurism  in  any  form,  whether  eccle- 
siastical or  civil,  he  should  feel  a  sym- 
pathy. He  should  exercise  towards  the 
hon.  Baronet  more  charity  than  he  had 
experienced  at  his  hands,  and  attribute 
to  his  complicated  occupations  the  delu- 
sion under  which  he  laboured,  and  to 
which  he  referred  those  accusations  which 
originated  rather  in  ignoiance  than  in  any 
disreputable  animosity  to  his  political  op- 
ponents. As  to  the  Catholic  Oath,  how 
could  it  be  regarded  as  more  binding  than 
the  Coronatbn  Oath  ?  It  was  tree  dwt 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  insisted  that  the 
King  would  be  perjured  by  passing  Catholic 
Emancipation  but  who  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
gave  heed?  After  all,  when  the  hon« 
Baronet  had  commenced  by  charging  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  with  sabomatk>n  of 
perjury  in  advising  the  King  lo  pass  Emaa-* 
cipation,  and  when  he  coondered  the 
Melbourne  Government  as  guilty  of  wab^ 
omation  of  perjury  in  recommending  the 
King  to  carry  the  Resolution  of  Lord  John 
Russell  into  effect,  the  extension  of  hit 
charge  of  perjury  to  the  Catholic  Mem«> 
hers  ought  to  be  regarded,  if  not  as  con* 
temptibie,  at  least  as  extravagant.  The 
Ministers  had  declared,  that  in  passin|^ 
the  surplus  Resolution,  they  did  not  mean 
to  subvert  the  Church,  or  weaken  the 
Protestant  religion^    Did  •  they  apeak  a 
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falsehood  in  bo  declaring?    It  would  be 
antwered  in  the  negative:  then,  if  the 
Ministers  did  not  state  a  falsehood,  how 
oould  it  be  fairly  urged  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  were  forsworn  ?    As  to 
the  oath  itself,  why  did  the  hon.  Member 
suppress  the  important  fact,  that  Sir  C. 
Wetherell  had   remonstrated  against  its 
vagueness,  and  had  declared  that  it  could 
not  restrain  any  conscientious  man  from 
voting  in  favour  of  a  diminution  of  the 
Church  revenues  ?  Why  were  not  stronger 
words  introduced  into  the  oath?    Why 
were  not  Catholics  compelled '  to  swear 
that   they  would  not,  by  their  votes  in 
Parliament,  reduce  the  revenues  of  the 
Establishment?    Why  did  not  the  hon. 
Gentleman  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  in- 
troduction of  words  to  that  effect  ?    Why 
did  not  he  move  a   declaration  of  the 
House  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  oath? 
The  hon.  Baronet  did  not  dare  to  do  it. 
He  contented  himself  with  his  virulent 
innuendoB  and  his  poisoned  insinuations. 
He  did  not  venture  to  meet  the  Catholics 
in  fair,  open,  and  honouiable  warfare ;  but 
under  the  cloak  of  piety  carried  the  stiletto 
with  which  their  characters  were  to  be 
•taUbedy  and  he  was  to  assassinate  their 
reputations.    He  (Mr.  Sheil)  defied  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  bring  the  Question  forward 
in  such  a  way  as  to  obtain  the  opinion  of 
the  House.    He  challenged  him  to  put  his 
oonstruction  to  the  vote.    The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  not  accept  this  tender.    It 
.was  more  convenient  to  him  to  give  vent 
to  his  religious  animosities  and  his  political 
detestations  through  the  medium  which 
was  afiforded  by  the  presentation  of  a  con- 
tumdious   petition.    The   hon.   Member 
concluded  by  declaring,  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  subvert  the  Church,  but 
to  efiect  the  reduction  of  the  wealth  of  the 
Church,  and  its  adaptation  to  the  real 
qMritnal  wants  of  the  Irish  Protestants. 

Mr.  (yCofmtfUwas  never  more  unwilling 
to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  than 
on  this  occasion,  but  his  duty  required 
him  to  take  some  part  in  this  discussion. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  made  the  grossest 
charge— -wiUi  avowed  pain,  indeed — but 
this  was  poor  consolation  to  those  upon 
whom  the  injury  was  inflicted:  the  lan- 
guage of  persecutors  was  always  com- 
fiassionate*  The  familiar  of  the  Spanish 
nquisition  who  had  burnt  the  first  Pro- 
testant, had,  no  doubt,  talked  of  the 
suffering  he  himself  endured  to  inflict 
•nfferiog:  when  Calvin  roasted  Servetus, 
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he  lamented  over  his  own  cruelty;  and 
Cranmer,  before  he  burnt   off  his   own 
hand,  had  grieved  at  the  agonies  of  his 
victims.     It   was    easy  to  turn  up  the 
whites  of  the  eyes,  but  it  was  no  cousola^ 
tion  to  the  sufferer.    Cruelty  consisted 
as  much  in  calumny  as  it  did  m  corporeal 
pain.    What  right  had  the  hon.  Baronet 
to  arraign  the  Roman  Catholic  Members 
for  breaking  their  oaths?     How  had  he 
suffered  in  person  or  in  property  by  it,  or 
what  inconvenience  had  it  occasioned  to 
him  ?    By  what  had  the  Roman  Catholics 
been  excluded  for  ages  from  Parliament — 
by  what?    By  the  scrupulous  observance 
of  an  oath.    The  hon.  Baronet  was  fat, 
sleek,  and  contented,  and  why  was  he  to 
come  forward  with  charges  of  peijury  in 
his  hum-drum  manner,  drawling  on  for 
half  an  hour  together,  professing  the  ut- 
most regret,  and  making  his  hum-drum 
as  tedious  as  his  charge  was  offensive? 
Did  he  think  the  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers entered  the  House  without  having 
seriously  deliberated  on  the  nature  and 
terms  of  the  oath  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  stood 
forward  as  the  champion  of  the  Church, 
but  did  he  not  know  that  the  Church  to 
which  he  belonged  had  been  one  of  the 
most  intolerant,  until  of  late  years  it  had 
done  what  it  could  to  wipe  off  the  stain  ? 
As  to  the  terms  of  the  oath,  he  would  tell 
the  House  what  interpretation  he  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  put  upon  it :  if  he  were  wrong, 
let  his  error  be  explained ;  but  he  chal- 
lenged the  hon.  Baronet  to  meet  him  foot 
to  foot.  It  consisted  of  three  Clauses :  first, 
the  Roman  Catholic  Member  swore  to ''  de- 
fend to  the  utmost  of  his  power  the  settle- 
ment of  property  within  this  realm,as  estab- 
lished by  law.'     The  hon.  Baronet  con- 
tended that  this  included  Ecclesiastical 
property.    He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  admitted 
it;  but  it  also  included  civil  property; 
and  it  was  not  contended  that  he  had 
committed  perjury  when  he  voted  on  the. 
Bill  regarding  fines  and  recoveries — for 
taking  away  title  by  dower  and  remodelling 
title  by  courtesy — when  he  voted  upon 
the  Statute  of  Limitations,  and  gave  a 
right  to  persons  who  had  it  not,  and  took 
it  from  those  who  had.    No  man  was  ab- 
surd enough  to  carry  his  prejudices  so  far 
as  to  say,  that  he  had  violated  his  oath  on 
th^e  occasions.    The  next  clause  was— « 
*'  I  do  hereby  disclaim,  disavow,  and  so- 
lemnly abjure  any  intention  to  subvert  the 
present  Church  Establishment  as  settled 
by  law  within  this  realm."    That  at  once 
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raised  the  question  of  the  King's  Corona- 
tion Oath.  The  Church  Estahlishmeut  in 
Ireland  was  not  now  the  same  as  when  he 
first  took  the  oath — it  had  then  twenty- 
two  Bishop8»  and  now  it  had  only  twelve. 
The  hon.  Baronet  would  admit  that  the 
Bishops  were  a  very  essential  part  of  the 
Church  Establishment,  yet  Parliament  had 
sheered  off  nearly  half  the  number.  Was 
he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  bound  to  insist  that 
the  twenty-two  Bishops  should  be  restored? 
The  oath  was,  in  fact,  a  declaration  of 
obedience  to  the  law,  and  precluded  the 
use  of  force,  fraud,  or  violence ;  but  it  was 
not  meant  to  prevent  him  from  legislating 
on  the  subject.  There  was  a  third  branch 
of  the  oath  that  had  been  mixed  up  with 
the  other  two  :  it  was — **  And  I  do  so- 
lemnly swear  that  I  never  will  exercise 
any  privilege  to  which  I  am  or  may  be- 
come entitled,  to  disturb  or  weaken  the 
iProtestant  religion  or  Protestant  Govern- 
ment in  this  kingdom."  He  had  always 
felt  reluctant  that  the  words  "  Protestant 
Government*'  should  be  introduced,  be- 
cause they  were  not  precise  and  intelli- 
gible. The  Belgic  Government,  to  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  referred,  was  not  a 
Catholic  Government,  although  the  people 
were  Catholic  and  the  Church  was  Catholic, 
for  the  King  was  Protestant,  and  in  this 
country  every  man  in  the  Government, 
excepting  the  King  and  the  two  Chan- 
cellors might  be  Catholic,  and  he  thought 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  agree  with  him, 
that  to  call  this  a  **  Protestant  Govern- 
ment" was  rather  a  forced  expression. 
But  he  had  taken  the  words  in  the  mean- 
ing of  those  who  offered  the  oath,  and 
applied  them  to  the  existing  Government. 
He  had  also  sworn  that  he  would  not 
uae  any  privilege  to  which  he  was  entitled 
to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant 
religion.  The  Protestant  Dissenters  were 
made  to  swear  this  and  a  great  deal 
mure,  for  they  undertook  not  to  use  any 
^*  power,  authority,  or  influence,"  to  injure 
or  weaken  the  Protestant  Church.  Yet 
the  Protestant  Dissenter's  oath  was  framed 

Erior  to  that  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
ers.  Then  came  the  question  whether 
privilege  meant  power  or  authority  ?  If  it 
did,  why  were  not  those  words  employed? 
Privilege  had  been  defined  privata  lex, 
and  privilege  and  franchise  were  distin- 
guished from  rights  and  duties.  As  a 
Member  of  Parliament  he  had  both  rights 
and  duties;  it  was  his  right  to  legislate, 
and  his  duty  to  legislate  properly.    He 


came  then  to  the  next  clause,  whidi  re* 
lated  to  the  weakening  and  disturbing  the 
Protestant  religion.    And  here  he  would 
say,  that  he  watched  the  hon.  Baronet 
even  when  he  did  not  think  that  he  was 
watching  him,  to  ascertain  whether  he 
would  have  the  resolution  to  assert  that 
money  was  the  Protestant  religion.     He 
heard  the  hon.  Baronet  say,  that  money 
and  religion  were  different  things — that 
religion  was  everything  awful  and  solid, 
and  belonged  to  a  kingdom  not  of  this 
world — that  money  was  the  mammon  of 
this  world.     Supposing  privileges  to  mean 
his  duty  as  a  Member  of  Parliament ;  then 
came  the  second  question,  and  they  dif* 
fered  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  reli*- 
gion.    It  had  been  observed  by  some  men 
at  Birmingham,  whose  taunts  he  treated 
with  the  contempt  they  deserved — taunts 
which  originated  in  party  feeling,  which 
were  the  more  bitter,  because  the  indivi- 
duals had  been  defeated  in  an  election— 
those  persons  had  the  impudence  to  taunt 
the  Irish  Catholic  Members  with  peijury. 
He  was,  however,  prepared  to  defend  the 
vote  he  had  given  in  favour  of  Lord  John 
Russell's  Resolution,  which  recommended, 
after  providing  for  the  spiritual  wants  of 
the  people  in  Ireland,   that  the  surplus 
should  be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  moral 
and  religious  education.    He  was  not  em- 
barrassed by  this  Motion  at  all;  he  did 
vote  for  it,  and  he  intended  to  vote  for  it 
again.     With    respect    to   the    spiritual 
wants,  he  provided  for  them  in  the  Reso- 
lution, and  it  was  the  surplus  only  with 
which  he  would  deal,  and  that  he  would 
apply  to  the  people's  moral  and  religious 
education.    Such  was  the  nature  of  the 
distinction  he  drew  between  religion  and 
property.     Let  them  look  to  the  census 
for  Ireland,  and  they  would  find  that  there 
were  800,000  ProtestanU,  and  6,400,000 
Catholics.     Were    there   no    Protestant 
Dissenters    in  this  House?    Would  the 
hon.  Baronet  say  the  Protestant  Dissent- 
ers had  no  religion  ?    The  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  before  been  not  very  complimen- 
tary to  that  class  of  persons,  had  on  the 
present  occasion  said  something  very  like 
this.    This  was  certain,  they  bad  no  re- 
venues ;  and  if  money  and  religion  were 
the  same,  they  ought  to  have  no  religion. 
Such  was  his  interpretation  of  this  oath ; 
if  the  House  interpreted  it  differently,  let 
ihem  say  so.    He  was  excluded  before  by 
an  oath,  and  he  was  ready  to  be  so  again. 
He  laughed  to  scorn  the  meetings,  th« 
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town  fooleries,  of  certain  learned  theolo- 1 
gians  out  of  this  House ;  but  he  submitted 
to  the  House— and  he  put  it  again  and 
again  to  the  conscience  of  every  man  who 
beard  him— let  his  interpretation  be  con- 
demned by  the  House,  and  he  would  go 
out,  and  remain  out,  till  the  question  was 
settled.  But  it  was  said,  that  Catholics, 
having  taken  the  oath,  felt  at  liberty  to  in* 
fringe  it.  Any  man  who  took  an  unjust 
oath  was  bound  not  to  keep  it;  but  the 
perjury  consisted  in  the  taking  of  such  an 
oath.  The  doctrine  of  his  Church  was, 
not  to  take  the  oath  and  then  break  it,  but 
not  to  take  it  at  all.  It  was  time,  surely,  for 
Christians  to  give  up  calumny.  The  Pro- 
testant party  in  Ireland  had  already  been 
deprived  of  the  ascendancy  of  political 
power--->let  them  give  up  the  ascendancy 
of  calumny ;  let  them  not  console  them- 
selves in  their  defeated  bigotry  by  throw- 
ing out  ialse  accusations.  In  the  absence 
of  the  remnant  of  that  bigotry,  let  them 
not  indulge  in  a  calumny  too  horrid  to  be 
endured,  and  too  atrocious  for  any  Christian 
10  utter  against  another. 

Lord  John  Russell  moved,  that  the  de- 
bate on  this  Petition  be  adjourned. 

The  debate  was  accordingly  adjourned 
to  the  next  day. 

CovvTT  Gaols.  —  Soldis&s.]  Sir 
Edward  Knatchbull  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  The 
noble  Lord  was  aware  that  a  considerable 
number  of  Soldiers  had  been  from  time  to 
time  confined  in  County  Gaols,  and  tliat 
great  inconvenience  had  arisen  from  such 
a  practice.  What  he  desired  to  know  was, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  bring  forward  any  measure  to 
correct  that  grievance  ?  If  the  noble  Lord 
should  say  it  was,  he  hoped  such  state- 
ment would  be  better  observed  than  the 
promise  that  had  been  made  on  this  sub- 
ject by  a  Member  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  a  former  otccaswn. 

Viscount  Howkh  had  great  pleasure  in 
informing  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  ar- 
rangements for  remedying  the  evil  he  had 
so  justly  complained  of,  were  far  advanced 
in  preparation,  and  would  be  immediately 
completed.  But  he  could  not  give  that 
answer  without  observing,  in  reference  to 
the  latter  part  of  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  last  year 
arrangements  were  undertaken,  and  were 
in  a  very  forward  state,  for  meeting  this 
evil.    Certain  clauses  were  introduced  by 


himself,  while  Under-Secretary  of  State, 
for  the  express  purpose ;  and  it  was  not 
because  promises  had  been  broken  by 
Members  of  Lord  Melbourne's  Govern- 
ment that  those  arrangements  had  not 
been  completed,  but  from  reasons  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  probably  bet- 
ter acquainted  with  than  himself. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord,  that  in  putting  the  ques- 
tion as  he  had  done,  he  had  no  intention 
of  throwing  any  imputations  on  any  one. 
He  certainly  had  not  put  the  question  in- 
vidiously, but  the  noble  Lord  had  said,  the 
reasons  for  breaking  the  promise  to  which 
he  had  referred,  were  known  to  him.  He 
could  assure  the  House  he  was  utterly  ig- 
norant of  any  such  reasons.  When  he  was 
in  office  he  had  used  every  exertion  with 
a  view  to  find  that  any  thing  had  been 
done  on  the  subject,  but  he  certainly  had 
not  been  fortunate  enough  to  meet  with 
any  trace  of  the  provisions  or  arrangements 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  talked  of;  and 
it  was  only  to  night,  for  the  first  time,  he 
had  heard  of  them.  He  had  receiv^  a 
promise  from  the  Secretary  at  War,  when 
Lord  Melbourne  was  last  in  office,  that 
they  should  be  attended  to.  It  had  not 
been,  and  hence  bis  present  inquiry. 

Viscount  Howick  wished  to  justify  him*- 
self  against  the  charge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  him  notice  of  his  intention  to 
put  the  question,  admitting  at  the  same 
time  that  it  was  a  difficult  subject  to  deal 
with,  and  he  was  prepared  to  have  answered 
it  in  the  most  simple  and  courteous  man- 
ner ;  but,  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
appended  to  his  inquiry,  a  hope  that  the 
answer  to  be  given  would  be  better  ob- 
served than  the  promise  which  had  been 
given  before,  he  could  not  fail  to  feel  some 
warmth.  He  had  saul  he  had  found  nothing 
in  any  of  the  offices  to  show  that  arrange- 
ments had  been  in  progress  to  meet  the 
evil.  The'  right  hon.  ^ronet  knew  very 
well,  that  until  a  thing  of  this  sort  was 
completed,  all  that  passed,  passed  in  con- 
versation, and  did  not  appear  on  paper. 
Three  clauses  were  introduced  by  himself 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  the  course  of 
the  last  year,  and  if  Lord  Melbourne  had 
not  gone  out  of  office,  the  Act  would  have 
been  passed  into  a  law  before  this  time. 

Corporation  Reform.]    Sir  Robert 
Peel  said,  that  the  question  which  had 
been  put  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Estconrt) 
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a  abort  time  before  to  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, was  one  that  was  likely  to  excite 
very  deep  interest,  and  which  he  thought 
ought  to  receive  a  more  explicit  answer 
than  that  which  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
to  it.  As  he  understood  the  object  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  question  it  was,  whether  or 
not  in  cases  where  there  were  specific  ap- 
propriations of  corporate  or  charitable  pro- 
perty, those  specific  appropriations  were 
intended  to  be  preserved  ?  He  thought  he 
had  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say  they 
were ;  that  some  machinery  was  to  be  de- 
vised by  which  the  interests  of  parties  in 
those  appropriations  were  to  be  con- 
tinued. 

The  Attorney- General  said^  that  where 
the  present  Corporations  held  as  trustees, 
the  new  Corporations  would  hold,  subject 
to  the  same  trusts;  but  that  where  the 
present  Corporations  held  subject  to  the 
best  law  they  had  been  able  to  devise 
among  themselves,  that  property  would  be 
applicable  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
Wherever  it  was  property  wholly  in  trus- 
tees in  trust,  those  trusts  would  be  con- 
tinuedy  but  where  there  was  no  trust,  the 
property  would  become  absolutely  avail- 
able to  the  Act. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  would  take  the  case  of 
a  fight  confirmed  by  charter,  or  by  a  re- 
cent Act  of  Parliament— the  case  of  a  Cor- 
poration possessed  of  certain  lands  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  a  town,  and  an  Act  of 
Parliament  had  given  a  right  to  the  inha- 
bitants of  that  town  to  acquire  their  free- 
dom either  by  birth  or  service ;  a  person 
residing  in  that  town  had  an  inchoate  right 
to  take  out  his  freedom  at  a  certain  period; 
when  he  did  so,  under  the  recent  Act  of 
Parliament,  he  would  become  entitled  to 
participate  in  certain  lands  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. That  would  be  a  case  of  spe- 
cific appropriation ;  and  in  such  an  in- 
stance was  it  intended  that  the  Bill  should 
preserve  that  right. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  thought  that 
that  was  a  question  that  would  be  best 
diftcussed  in  Committee.  He  did  not  un- 
derstand the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  have  been  put  in  the  way  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  put  it.  ne  under- 
stood it  to  be  with  reference  to  a  case  where 
property  had  been  bequeathed  to  certain 
charitable  purposes,  and  where  the  mem- 
bers of  a  corporation  were  made  trustees, 
merely  in  order  the  better  to  secure  its 
appropriation,  there  the  trusts  would  be 
preserved;  but  with  respect  to  property 


belonging  to  a  corporation,  where  it  was 
divided  among  the  mayor,  sheriffs*  alder- 
men, or  freemen,  the  Question  would  have 
to  be  debated  in  Committee. 

Mr^  Harvey  presented  a  petition 
from  the  burgesses  and  electors  of  CoU 
Chester,  in  favour  of  Corporate  Reform.' 
It  might  properly  be  said,  the  important 
question  just  asked  would  be  best  dis- 
cussed in  Committee,  and  the  petition  he 
now  presented  would  be  found  to  supply 
materials  to  aid  in  the  consideration  of  it. 
l*he  petitioners  stated,  that  in  the  borough 
of  Colchester  there  was  corporate  property 
which  yielded  4,000/.  a-year;  they  com- 
plained that  only  400/.  a-year  of  that  sum 
was  distributed  for  general  uses,  and  prayed 
that  the  whole  might  be  diverted  from  its 
present  application  to  purposes  of  more 
usefulness. 

The  petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Lord  John  Rustell  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  House  resolving  itself  into 
a  Committee  upon  the  Municipal  Corpo« 
rations  Bill. 

Mr.  Praed  rose  to  call  attention  to  a 
subject  of  great  importance  in  reference  to 
the  Bill  before  the  House.  He  admitted 
the  general  inconvenience  of  the  practice 
of  bringing  forward  a  matter  for  considera- 
tion on  the  present  Motion,  which  might 
be  discussed  in  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  that,  in 
this  particular  instance,  it  was  desirable 
to  separate  a  portion  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  and  take  the  opinion  of  the  House 
upon  it  before  going  mto  Committee.  He 
was  not  about  to  invite  the  House  to  do 
any  thing  inconsistent  with  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  or  tu  do  any  thing  likely  to 
throw  impediments  in  the  way  of  estab- 
lishing sound  Municipal  Government,  and 
the  local  control  of  Corporate  Funds,  but 
to  declare  that,  consistently  with  securing^ 
those  objects,  they  would  take  from  do 
individual,  however  poor,  his  property  or 
his  privileges.    The  Resolution  he  pro* 

E>sed  to  move  he  would  now  read  to  the 
ouse,  and  he  assured  them  that  he  would 
not  waste  their  time  by  many  observationa 
upon  it.  He  should  move,  that  "It  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  that  all  freemen  of 
existing  Corporations,  and  all  those  in  the 
course  of  acquiring  their  freedom,  and 
their  descendants,  ought  to  be  maintained 
in  the  enjoyment  of  any  rights,  privileges, 
and  property  which  they  possess  or  might 
acquire  by  virtue  of  any  charters  now  io 
.force,  in  so  far  as  the  continuance  of  sucli 
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rigfau,  privileges^  and  property,  may  not 
,  be  found  inconsistent  with  the  institution 
of  good  Municipal  Government,  and  the 
popular  control  of  Corporate  Funds." 
[Laughter,]  He  was  prepared  for  the 
titter  from  the  Treasury  Benches ;  but  he 
.  could  only  say,  that  it  was  most  absurd 
to  state  that  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to 
.pursue  certain  objects,  that  they  should 
inflict  an  injustice  which  had  nothing  to 
do  with  them.  He  begged  to  say,  that 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  recom-i 
mended  nothing  inconsistent  with  his 
Motion.  It  stated,  **  that  there  prevails 
amongst  the  inhabitants  of  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  incorporated  towns  a  general, 
and,  in  our  opinion,  a  just  dissatisfaction 
.with  their  Municipal  Institutions ;  a  dis- 
trust of  the  self-elected  Municipal  Coun- 
cils, whose  powers  are  subject  to  no  popular 
control,  and  whose  acts  and  proceedings 
being  secret,  are  unchecked  by  the  influ- 
ence of  public  opinion  ;  a  distmst  of  the 
Municipal  Magistracy,  tainting  with  sus* 
picion  the  local  administration  of  justice, 
and  often  accompanied  with  contempt  of 
.the  persons  by  whom  the  law  is  admi- 
nistered; a  discontent  under  the  burthens 
of  local  taxation,  while  revenues  that  ought 
to  be  applied  for  the  public  advantage  are 
diverted  from  their  legitimate  use,  and  are 
sometimes  wastefully  bestowed  for  the 
benefit  of  individuals,  sometimes  squan- 
dered for  purposes  injurious  to  the  cha- 
racter and  morals  of  the  people.  We, 
therefore,  feel  it  to  be  our  duty  to  repre- 
sent to  your  Majesty  that  the  existing 
Municipal  Corporations  of  England  and 
Wales  neither  possess  nor  deserve  the  con- 
fidence or  respect  of  your  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, and  that  a  thorough  reform  must  be 
effected,  before  they  can  become,  what 
we  humbly  submit  to  your  Majesty  they 
ought  to  be,  useful  and  efficient  instru- 
ments of  local  government."  He  main- 
tained that  the  House  might  redress  all 
these  grievances  consistently  with  his  Re- 
solution. The  Address  of  the  Commons 
declared,  "that  his  Majesty's  faithful 
Commons  acknowledge,  with  grateful  re- 
collection, that  the  Acts  for  the  amending 
the  representation  of  the  people  were  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  with  his  Majesty's 
sanction,  and  carried  into  a  law  by  his 
Majesty's  assent;  that,  confidently  ex- 
pecting to  derive  further  advantages  from 
those  wise  and  necessary  measures,  we 
trust  that  his  Majesty's  Councils  will  be 
jlirected  in  a  spirit  of  weU-considered  and 


effective  refonn ;  and  that  the  liberal  and 
comprehensive  policy  which  restored  to 
the  people  the  right  of  choosing  their  Re* 
presentatives,  and  which  provided  for  the 
emancipation  of  all  persons  held  in  slavery 
in  his  Majesty's  colonies  and  possessions 
abroad,  will,  with  the  same  enlarged  views, 
place,  without  delay,  our  Municipal  Cor- 

f  orations  under  vigilant  popular  control/' 
n  the  first  place  that  referred  to  property 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
— namely,  property  left  for  specific  pur- 
poses. He  would  cite  a  few  cases  in  illus- 
tration of  the  hardships  which  would  be 
inflicted  on  poor  persons  by  that  meddling 
with  such  property  which  was  contem- 
plated in  the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord. 
First,  he  would  refer  to  the  privileges  now 
enjoyed  by  the  freemen  of  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  : — "  Under  the  provisions  of  a  recent 
Act  of  Parliament,  the  resident  burgesses 
and  their  widows  are  entitled  to  a  common 
of  pasture  each  for  two  cows,  being  their 
own  property,  upon  a  tract  of  land  belong- 
ing to  the  Corporation,  containing  about 
1,100  acres,  called  the  town-moor.  The 
value  of  this  privilege  is  estimated  at  about 
10/.  a-year.  About  300  freemen  enjoy 
this  right.  Under  the  same  Act  of  Par- 
liament a  portion  of  this  moor  is  enclosed, 
and  let  by  public  auction.  It  produces  a 
rent  of  2002.  This  is  divided  amongst 
such  of  the  poor  freemen  and  their  widows 
as  do  not  enjoy  the  right  of  pasturage. 
There  are  several  charitable  institutions  in 
the  town,  the  benefits  of  which  are  enjoyed 
exclusively  by  freemen  and  their  families." 
Now  this  Bill,  if  it  passed  into  a  law, 
would  have  the  effect  of  depriving  all 
those  who  had  complied  with  the  con- 
ditions, and  were  disposed  to  take  out 
their  freedom,  of  the  reversion  of  this  10/. 
a-year.  He  next  begged  to  read  an  ex- 
tract respecting  Newcastle-under-Ly  me: — 
"  The  burgesses  are  entitled  to  stalls  in 
the  market  free  of  toll,  and  this  privi- 
lege extends  to  the  widows  of  burgesses. 
They  are  likewise  entitled  to  pasturage  on 
land  round  the  town  extending  over  205 
acres.  This  land  was  allotted  in  lieu  of  a 
right  of  common  under  an  enclosure  Act 
of  the  56th  George  3rd."  The  case  of 
Beverly  was  still  stronger : — "  The  bur- 
gesses residing  within  the  town  have  the 
privilege  of  depasturing  cattle,  being  their 
own  property,  on  lands  belonging  to  the 
Corporation,  containing  about  4,217  acres. 
They  are  allowed  to  depasture  three  cows 
in  Westwood  pasture,  one  horse  in  Huta 


1003        Chrporation  Reform.        {COM^fONS}        CorparaiioH  Rejofm.       1004 


pasture,  three  beasts  in  Figham  pasture, 
and  six  beasts  in  Swineoioor  pasture,  from 
the  14th  of  May  to  the  14th  of  February. 
This  privilege,  if  enjoyed  to  its  utmost  ex- 
tent, would  be  worth  251,  a-year."    Be- 
fore the  House  proceeded  to  interfere  with 
the  rights  of  absolute  property,  as  the  Bill 
proposed  in  reference  to  the  privileges  of 
the  individuals  in  question,  he  called  upon 
them  to  reflect  whether,  while  they  took 
all  measures  for  subjecting  the  govern- 
ment of  boroughs  to  popular  control,  they 
would  in  the  case  of  many  poor  persons 
confiscate  such  a  valuable  property  ?  An- 
other class  of  corporate  rights  was  pro- 
posed to  be  abolished  by  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord,  which  must  be  felt  to  be  a 
striking  injustice,  and  to  which  he  wished 
particularly  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  as  mvolving  a  serious  inconsistency 
in  the  conduct  and  policy  of  the  noble 
Lord.    He  alluded  to  the  deprivation  of 
the  rights  appertaining,   in   the   regular 
course  of  time,  to  children  of  freemen,  and 
to  those  who  had  nearly  served  their  ap- 
prenticeship, the  right  of  voting  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament — a  right  proposed  to 
be  continued  to  the  present  possessors  by 
the  noble  Lord  himself,  and  the  principle 
of  which  was  lately  discussed  and  ap- 
proved of,  not  under  the  pressure  of  any 
embarrassing  opposition,  but  in  a  House 
friendly  to  him  and  his  measures.    These 
privileges  were  introduced  by  the  noble 
Lord  into  the  amended  Reform  Bill  sub- 
sequently to  the  Bill  being  thrown  out  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  introduced  as  an  im- 
provement, and  the  noble  Lord  thereby 
plainly  pledged  himself  that  the  corporate 
right  of  voting  should  be  maintained  in 
perpetuity.    That  was  the  time  when  the 
principle  of  this  part  of  the  subject  should 
have  been  fairly  discussed,  and  these  cor- 
porate rights  openly  subverted,  if  the  noble 
Lord   had  thought  such  encroachmeuts 
essential  to  the  principle  of  Reform.  Now, 
however,  when  the  principle  under  dis- 
cussion had  no  relation  to  the  right  of 
voting  for  Members  of  Parliament,  but 
to  the  better  government  of  Corporations, 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  unsettle  and 
overthrow  what  he  had  established  by  his 
previous  Bill.    He  thought  that  this  was 
an  inconsistency  of  proceeding  which  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  easily  be  able  to 
reconcile  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House. 
But,  independent  of  the  inconsistency  dis- 

Elayed  in  the  introduction  of  this  clause 
7  the  noble  Lordi  be  muat  confessi  that 


he  decidedly  disliked  the  spirit  of  the  pro- 
position in  Itself.  Its  object  obviously  was 
to  deprive  the  poor  of  all  representation, 
of  all  shadow  or  participation  of  power, 
within  the  walls  of  Parliament.  He  thought 
that  the  manifestations  of  this  engrossing 
spirit  was  peculiarly  ill-timed  and  unwise 
at  this  critical  period,  when  the  injudicious 
working  of  the  Poor-law  Bill  had  given 
rise  to  such  re- action  throughout  the 
country.  If  the  noble  Ix>rd  wished  to 
meet  the  difficulties  of  the  question,  and 
to  discuss  the  principles  involved  in  this 
clause  openly  and  boldly,  let  him  bring  in 
a  Bill  setting  forth  the  position  at  which 
he  was  intent  on  arriving  through  his 
nominal  Corporate  Reform: — ^''Whereas 
numbers  of  freemen  in  various  Corpora- 
tions have  abused  their  trust,  and  given 
their  votes  from  corrupt  motives;  be  if, 
therefore,  enacted,  that  they  shall  be  de- 
prived of  this  power  in  future.*^  But  the 
noble  Lord,  with  a  degree  of  swaepin^an- 
justice  for  which  it  would  be  difficult  to 
find  a  precedent,  proposed,  not  only  to 
deprive  the  freemen  of  the  rights  they  now 
possessed,  but  also  to  take  away  the  pri- 
vileges which  had  for  ages  descended  from 
father  to  son.  He  knew  that  he  would  be 
exposed  to  calumny  elsewhere  for  bringing 
forward  this  Motion,  but  he  totally  disre- 
garded the  misconstruction  which  might 
be  cast  upon  his  motives.  In  conclusion, 
the  hon.  Member  declared^  that  by  whom- 
ever he  might  or  might  not  be  supported, 
by  whomever,  or  in  whatever  way  he  might 
be  opposed,  it  was  his  conviction  that  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  would  be  rendered 
more  beneficial  by  removing  from  it  even 
the  suspicion  of  enactments  which  must 
appear  to  be  unjust  as  well  as  unnecessary. 
For  his  own  part,  in  bringing  the  Motion 
forward  he  had  been  guided  by  a  strong 
sense  of  its  justice  and  expediency,  and 
he  must  add,  that  he  had  done  so  in 
obedience  to  die  wishes  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  his  constituents. 

Sir  Maihew  White  Ridley  rose  to  second 
the  Motion,  and  expressed  his  surprise  that 
several  hon.  Members  should  take  the 
liberty  of  indulging  in  a  sneer  whenever 
the  word  freeman  was  mentioned.  He 
could  not  tell  what  satisfactory  reason 
might  be  adduced  why  this  class  of  men 
should  of  all  others  be  subjected  to  tnault 
when  their  interests  were  brought  under 
Parliamentary  discussion.  He  was  aware 
of  instances  of  freemen  having  been  cea« 
eored  at  the  B«r  of  that  House,  bvt  b« 
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wa$  also  aware  that  they  were  not  the 
only  persons  who  had  been  so  distinguished, 
for  other  classes  were  eaually  culpable. 
Some  boo*  Members  were,  however,  in  the 
habit  of  limiting  their  attention  to  cases 
that  passed  before  them  in  that  House, 
and  to  make  those  serve  as  the  foundation 
for  indiscriminate  censure  out  of  doors. 
That  was  not  the  feeling  which  legislators 
or  statesmen  should  bring  to  bear  on  an 
enlarged  question  of  this  kind.  It  was 
hereby  proposed  to  deprive  freemen  of 
the  right  of  voting  for  Common  Council- 
men  in  their  own  Corporations.  This  was 
a  decided  injustice,  which  no  excuse  what- 
ever could  suffice  to  establish  the  expedi- 
ency of.  Then  the  chartered  rights  of 
apprentices,  both  in  expectancy  and  in 
existence,  were  wholly  disregarded.  The 
apprentice  had  probably  paid  his  master  a 
large  sum  of  money  to  learn  his  trade,  and 
thereby  step  into  the  possession  of  corpo- 
rate privileges,  which  were  now  to  be  an- 
nulled as  far  as  his  claims  were  concerned. 
Thus  they  would  cancel  the  contract  be- 
tween master  and  apprentice.  The  master 
had  now  no  tie  over  the  apprentice ;  the 
latter  might  leave  his  master's  business 
whenever  he  pleased,  and  (setting  up  for 
himself)  claim  an  equality  of  privileges. 
All  the  ties  of  civil  society  which  hitherto 
held  these  classes  together  for  their  mutual 
benefit,  would  be  torn  asunder.  All  would 
be  confusion  and  disorder.  There  were 
tome  points  of  custom  on  which  a  question 
might  naturally  arise,  bow  far  their  per- 
petuation or  abolition  might  be  conducive 
to  the  good  government  of  Corporations 
— such  as  the  right  of  voting  for  burgesses; 
but  though  Parliament  mighty  perhaps, 
allowably  exercise  the  power  to  deprive 
freemen  of  such  a  right,  it  could  not  (for 
it  ought  not)  take  away  their  individual 
property.  It  was  said,  that  the  subject 
was  so  extensive,  and  the  number  of  free- 
men so  great,  that  Parliament  must  inter- 
fere to  legislate  effectually  for  all;  but  the 
very  fact  that  the  freemen  were  a  large 
body  should  be  sufficient  to  make  it  pause 
before  it  committed  such  an  extensive 
wrong  as  depriving  such  a  numerous  class 
of  the  properties  they  now  individually 
enjoyedi 

Lord  John  Rtiaselt  said,  he  did  not  ex- 
actly know  how  to  take  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Motion.  He  should  suppose  from 
the  commencement  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber intended  to  maintain  all  rights  of 

freemen  absolute  and  inchoate ;  but  when 


the  hon.  Member  came  to  the  end  of 
the  Motion,  he  saw  reason  .  to  modify 
this  supposition.  On  the  proposition 
enunciated  in  the  latter  part  of  the  Mo- 
tion they  might  be  almost  all  agreed. 
Certainly  he  should  be  ready  to  maintain 
all  the  privileges  of  freemen  in  so  far  as 
they  were  consistent  with  good  and  sound 
Municipal  Reform.  But  be  did  not  think 
that  preserving  them  further  than  in  the 
bill  would  be  consistent  with  good  Muni- 
cipal Government  and  popular  control 
over  Corporate  Funds.  True  it  was,  that 
in  the  Parliamentary  Reform  Bill  they 
left  the  rights  of  those  freemen  untouched, 
but  surely  this  was  not  to  prevent  them 
from  bringing  in  such  a  bill  as  the  pre- 
sent. The  object  of  the  Reform  Bill  wai 
to  amend  the  representation  generally, 
and  to  give  the  right  of  voting  to  certain 
classes  of  persons;  and  although  the  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  the  first  Reform  Bill 
against  him,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  to  that  Bill  he  adhered.  Un- 
doubtedly they  had  made  alterations  in  it, 
but  under  what  circumstances  ?  They  bad 
made  amendments  in  it,  but  they  did  not 
regard  them  as  tending  to  improve  the  Bill 
but  as  likely  to  conduce  towards  the  carry- 
ing of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  Some  objections  were 
made  to  the  first  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Lords  involving  alterations  some  of  which 
were  absolutely  noxious,  and  none  bene- 
ficial, and  two  of  these,  the  least  noxious, 
he  had  consented  to  adopt^-^namely, 
retaining  the  present  numbers  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  maintenance 
of  the  rights  of  freemen.  But  for  hia 
own  part  he  must  say,  that  he  would 
much  rather  have  adhered  to  the  first 
Reform  Bill  without  alteration,  had 
it  been  possible  to  carry  it  in  that  state 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  because 
he  thought  that  it  would  have  intro^ 
duced  a  better  reform  than  that  which 
was  afterwards  proposed.  The  question 
now  was,  whether  in  restoring  and  Re-* 
forming  the  Corporations,  it  was  fit 
and  expedient  that  provision  should 
be  made  for  continuing  to  the  freemen 
their  votes,  with  the  privileges  and  pro'- 
perties  which  they  now  possessed*  It 
was  proposed  in  the  present  measure  that 
the  right  of  voting  should  be  so  extensiveas 
to  include  the  greater  portion  of  the  class 
of  freemen^  under  the  head  of  rate-payera* 
But  he  objected  to  the  Motion  pro- 
posed, OD  the  ground  that  itcontinuec| 
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{iiivil^^  to  iodiTiduali  who  were  selected 
rom  the  body  of  the  inhabitants  in  gene- 
»I,  who  were  selected  from  the  rale- 
pavera,  and  were  very  often  of  different 
opiDJonB  from  them.  Hii  hon.  Friend 
aTOwed  hi>  total  ignorance  of  any  impro- 
priety of  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  free- 
men. He  must  say  that  be  was  not  quite 
•0  ignorant  he  had  had  repeated  io- 
•tancei  brought  before  him,  showing  that 
tbe  existence  of  these  freemen  led  to  the 
erossest  bribery  and  corraptiou.  If  his 
bon.  Friend  would  wait  until  Wednesday, 
when  it  was  understood  that  the  minutes 
of  evidence  on  the  Ipswicfa  case  would  be 
ready,  he  would  perhaps  find  that  the  free- 
men were  exceedingly  open  to  bribery. 
What  said  the  Report  of  tbe  Commis- 
sioners T  Tbey  stated  that  the  freemen 
had  been  created  not  on  account  of  good 
conduct,  or  industry  as  apprentices,  or 
from  any  other  similar  cause,  but  that  it 
bad  baen  the  constant  practice  in  many 
towns  to  admit  scarcely  any  freemen  until 
a  Parliamentary  Election  was  approach- 
ing, when  a  great  number  were  admitted  ? 
the  expenses  being  paid  by  the  candi- 
dates. The  Report  says  "  Admission 
into  the  corporate  body  has  common- 
ly been  sought  mainly  with  a  view  to 
the  lucrative  ezerciie  of  the  elective 
franchise.  In  those  towns  where  a  large 
body  of  freemen  return  Members  to  Par- 
liament, the  years  in  which  elections  have 
happened,  or  immediately  preceding  those 
in  which  they  have  been  expected,  are 
distinguished  by  the  admission  of  a  num- 
ber greatly  exceeding  the  average;  even 
without  the  confirmation  which  particular 
inquiries  afforded,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  avoid  connecting  the  two 
events.  At  Maid  on,  1,870  freemen  were 
admitted  in  1826,1,000  of  whom  were 
admitted  during  the  election.  The  aver- 
age number  annually  admitted  since  that 
time  is  only  17.  The  following  table, 
taken  from  a  Parliamentary  return,  ordered 
to  be  printed  on  the  3d  of  February, 
1832,  ^ows  the  annual  number  of  free- 
men admitted  in  128  cities  and  towns 
from  1800  to  1831.  *  *  *  The  years  in 
which  general  elections  took  place  are 
marked  by  an  asterisk  (*).  The  years 
1813  and  1816  appear  in  tbe  table  as 
as  if  they  were  exceptions  to  the  general 
rule,  whereas  in  fact  they  confirm  it.  The 
Bristol  return  for  1813  includes  the  pe- 
riod from  the  25tb  of  September  1813,  on 
vhich  day  Parliament  was  drssolved,    la 
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that  year,  1,720  freemen  were  admittsd 
at  Bristol,  instead  of  50,  which  is  about 
the  average  number  of  ordinary  yeaia.  In 
1816,  elections  took  place  at  Olocester 
and  Liverpool :  in  Liverpool  487  freemen 
were  admitted,  instead  of  tbe  ordinaiy 
average  of  30,  and  at  Glocester,  415,  in- 
stead of  30;  making  U^ether  902,  in- 
stead of  60.  These  last  two  an  the  only 
instances  in  which  the  efiecto  of  particu- 
lar elections  produce  a  very  marked  result 
in  the  general  table. 


What  did  his  bon.  Friend  think  of  these 
proofs  ?  Was  it  not  certain  that  in  many 
cases  the  Members  for  the  boroughs  paid 
for  the  admission  of  the  number  of  free- 
men who  were  admitted  in  the  years  of 
general  elections  ?  What  wouM  nis  bon. 
Friend  say,  moreover  to  the  y^"  ^^^^ 
and  1826?  In  the  former  the  number 
of  freemen  admitted  was  2,655  and  in  the 
latter  it  was  10.797.  The  bill  before 
them  exchanged  that  body  of  freemen  for 
a  body  of  rate-payers,  who  would  not  re- 
quire to  have  the  price  of  their  admission 
paid  for  them — who  would  be  admitted 
because  they  had  been  a  certain  time  resi- 
dent in  the  town,  and  because  they  had 
paid  rales,  not  one  single  time  but  dur- 
ing three  years,  and  becanse,  therefore, 
they  were  considered  as  persons  havingao 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  town.  Th« 
least  harsh  way  then,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, of  dealing  with  the  freemen 
was  to  leave  them  for  their  lives  the  rights 
they  now  enjoyed.  The  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  inconsistency  of 
taking  tbe  privilege  from  the  children  of 
freemen  and  not  taking  it  from  the  freemen 
themselves.  To  enter  generally  into  the 
consideration  of  inchoate  rights  would,  in 
his  (Lord  J.  Russell's)  opinion,  be  very 
dangerous.  He  admitted  that  it  might 
appear  to  be  something  of  a  hardship,  in 
inrticular  instances,  to  Uke  the  right  away 
from  the  children ;  but  he  conld  see  no 
better  way  of  drawing  the  necessary  line 
than  that  which  had  been  adopted.  Ha 
should,  therefore,   certainly  oppose  the 
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reiolution  of  the  hoo.  Blerober,  consider- 
iog  It,  as  he  did,  at  tending  to  weaken 
and  inmlidate  the  bill,  and  considering  it 
as  a  Resolution  tending  to  preserve  to 
persons  who  had  misnsed  it  for  a  long  pe- 
riod, the  power  of  misgovernment  in  cer- 
tain towns.  He  knew  that  the  bribery  to 
which  he  had  alluded  had  existed,  not 
only  up  to  the  time  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
but  since  the  passing  of  that  measure. 
He  could,  indeed,  name  instances  in 
which  it  had  been  practised  to  a  very  late 

Eriod.     He  should,  therefore,  oppose  the 
otion. 

Colonel  Sihthorp  said,  it  was  very  wrong 
in  the  noble  Lord  to  attempt  to  cast  ridi- 
cule upon  the  freemen,  who,  although  they 
might  not  be  the  possessors  of  confiscated 
Church-property,  or  proprietors  of  stalls 
in  Covent-garden,  were  yet  perhaps  as 
independent,  and  as  respectable  as  the 
noble  Lord  himself.  The  noble  Lord 
talked  indeed  of  Ipswich — was  there  no- 
thing given,  nothing  promised,  to  anybody 
at  Stroud  or  Tiverton?  Oh,  of  course 
not!  For  in  boroughs  Whiggery  and 
purity  were  always  sure  to  be  found  to- 
gether. One  part  of  this  bill  would  upset 
due  of  the  principles  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
and,  perhaps,  when  this  measure  should 
have  passed  into  a  law,  we  should  have  a 
clause  in  some  other  bill  upsetting  some  of 
its  principles.  Vast  numbers  of  poor  free- 
men possessed  rights  and  privileges  under 
Corporate  CUiarters  as  they  now  stood.  He 
could  state  that  many  in  the  Corporation 
of  Lincoln  held  leases  in  virtue  of  their 
rights  as  freemen  and  on  the  faith  of 
charters.  Would  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  de- 
stroy those  charters,  and  rights  to  property 
while  he  allowed  those  of  Woburn  Abbey 
to  remain  untouched?  Why  should  not 
the  10/.  a-year  of  the  poor  freemen  be 
held  as  sacred  as  those  larger  incomes 
which  arose  out  of  charters  and  grants 
from  the  Crown  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
mean  to  say,  that  the  only  persons  likely 
to  abuse  their  privileges  were  freemen  ? 
Were  not  three-fourths  of  the  voters  of 
Tiverton  rate- payers?  He  must  say, that 
the  noble  Lord  ought  to  go  to  school  again 
on  these  points,  for,  without  meaning  any- 
thing disrespectful  to  the  noble  Lord's  pri- 
▼atecharacter  he  wouId,a8sert  that  on  every 
public  occasion  the  noble  Lord  had  showr 
complete  ignorance  of  public  men  - 
public  matters. 

Mr.  Robifwm  felt  bound  to  dec 


as  his  opinion,  that  the  noble  Lord  bad 
travelled  wide  of  the  question  which  was 
embraced  in  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Yarmouth.  The  noble  Lord 
had  opposed  the  proposition  on  the  ground 
that  its  adoption  would  be  injurious  in  its 
effects  on  the  principles  contained  in  the 
Municipal  Reform  Bill.  Now,  if  he  under- 
stood the!proposition,  it  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  rights  of  freemen  to  elect 
members  of  the  council,  but  simply  re* 
ferred  to  their  rights  of  election  as  regarded 
Members  of  Parliament.  ["Mr.  O^Con'^ 
nell:  Those  rights  are  not  touched  by  this 
Bill.'']  He  should  feel  happy  to  give  his 
support  to  the  Bill  if  the  elective  rights  of 
freemen  to  choose  Members  of  Parliament 
were  not  interfered  with,  and  provided 
that  their  rights^  so  far  as  concerned 
property,  were  also  protected.  With  this 
reservation,  he  was  decidedly  friendly  to 
the  proposed  measure ;  but  he  could  not 
see  how  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  effect 
improvement  in  the  government  of  Corpo- 
rations, to  narrow  the  franchise  for  the 
election  of  Members  of  Parliament.  He 
must  be  allowed  to  tell  the  noble  Lord 
what  he  was  sure  would  receive  the  ready 
assent  of  many  hon.  Members  of  that 
House.  No  matter  whether  the  majority 
of  the  constituency  by  which  they  were 
chosen  were  freemen  or  householders,  that 
though  very  great  corruption  prevailed 
amongst  the  freemen,  that  the  exercise  of 
august  influence  and  intimidation  was  not 
confined  to  that  class  of  voters.  He  could 
assure  the  noble  Lord,  from  some  expe- 
rience, that  the  species  of  influence  to 
which  he  had  alluded  was  that  to  which 
poverty  generally  was  open,  and  that  which 
was  carried  into  as  frequent  operation  with 
respect  to  the  1 0/.  householaers  as  to  the 
freemen.  He  could  state  as  a  fact,  which 
might  not  be  considered  as  altogether 
unimportant,  when  the  rights  of  freemen 
in  towns  were  called  in  question,  that  a 
considerable  part  of  the  constituency  by 
which  he  had  been  elected  possessed  no 
household  franchise.  He  wished,  how- 
ever, not  to  be  considered  as  the  advocate 
of  corporate  abuses ;  for  though  he  had 
received  support  from  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Corporation  of  the  town  which 
he  represented,  the  Corporation,  as  a  body, 
had  never  supported  him.  To  show  that 
u^  Ur»A  ^Q  personal  interest  to  promote  in 
ng  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
rmouth,  he  should  not  hesitate  to 
IS  support  to  the  Bill  of  tbe-DObU 
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Lord,  if  the  soggestions  which  he  had 
▼eotmed  to  offer  were  adopted.  But  the 
question  now  was,  whether  it  were  neces- 
sarj  to  negative  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth,  in  order  to 
tender  the  proposed  Bill  effectual  for  the 

Jurpose  for  which  it  was  designed.  If  it 
ad  been  shown  to  him  that  uie  principle 
contained  in  it  would  be  fatal  to  the 
SQCcess  of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill,  he  should 
feel  bound  to  oppose  it ;  but  all  that  he 
had  that  night  heard  upon  the  subject  had 
failed  to  produce  such  an  impression  on 
his  mind.  He  could  not  but  feel  the  ne- 
cessity of  warning  the  House  against 
abolishing  the  rights  of  the  freemen  by  a 
side  wind.  If  there  was  something  so 
corrupt,  so  inherently  wrong  in  the  system 
under  which  freemen  were  at  all  recog- 
nised, let  the  question  as  to  the  propriety 
of  their  continuance  be  dealt  with  openly, 
and  by  a  direct  vote,  by  which  means  the 
freemen  would  be  allowed  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  making  their  defence.  He  was 
favourable,  therefore,  to  the  principle  of 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Yarmouth;  and  nothing  had  been  said 
in  his  presence  which  altered  his  con- 
viction. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  remind  the  House 
of  the  course  of  proceeding  which  they 
were  sanctioning,  by  entertaining,  at  that 
stage  of  the  Bill,  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth,  and  which 
was  (unless  it  were  the  intention  of  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends  to  give  every 
opposition  to  the  Bill)  exceedingly  incon- 
venient and  unfair.  He  did  not  under- 
stand what  had  already  passed  in  that 
House,  if  it  were  not  meant  to  confine 
opposition  to  certain  alterations  and 
amendments,  and  if  the  Bill  had  not 
received  the  general  approbation  of  both 
■ides.  If  this  were  the  intention,  what, 
he  asked,  was  (he  meaning  of  the  course 
BOW  proposed?  Would  it  not  be  far 
better  to  go  into  committee,  and  there 
discuss  each  clause  as  it  was  submitted  ? 
When  they  came  to  the  consideration  of 
the  ninth  clause  of  the  Bill,  the  question 
involved  in  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Yarmouth  might  be  very 
properly  raised.  No  practical  result  could 
arise  on  now  coming  to  a  vote  on  the 
Motipn  of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  if  he 
submitted  it  in  Committee,  the  clause  to 
whidi  it  referred  would  be  either  a6Srmed 
or  rejected^  and  the  progress  of  the  mea- 

iore  thereby  adnmced.    Re  thought  that 


the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  had  expressed  his  hope  that 
the  Bill  would  be  allowed  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  then  that  such  amendments 
only  should  be  made  as  would  not  injure 
the  general  effect  of  the  measure.  The 
proper  course  to  pursue,  then,  consistently 
with  such  a  recommendation,  was  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee,  and  there 
discuss  any  proposition  which  regarded 
the  supposed  infringement  of  the  rights  of 
freemen.  If,  however,  he  were  now  called 
upon  to  pronounce  an  opinion  as  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  should 
say  that  one  part  of  it  was  at  variance 
with  another,  and  that  the  continuance  of 
the  rights  of  **all  freemen  of  existing  Cor- 
porations, and  those  who  are  in  the  course 
of  acquiring  their  freedom,  and  their  de- 
scendants," would  be  found  perfectly  in- 
compatible **  with  the  institution  of  good 
Municipal  Government,  and  the  popular 
control  of  Corporate  Funds.*^  Being  de- 
sirous, however,  that  a  question  which 
called  for  the  serious  attention  of  the 
House  should  be  reserved  for  the  discus- 
sion on  the  clause  to  which  it  related,  he 
should  not  argue  the  principles  of  the  hon. 
Member's  proposition. 

Lord  Sandon  felt  called  upon,  in  con- 
sequence of  representing  a  considerable 
number  of  that  class  of  voters  with  whose 
rights  it  was,  he  believed,  meant  to  inter- 
fere, to  offer  a  few  remarks  on  the  Motion 
before  the  House.  He  was  inclined  to 
think  that  the  best  course  was  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee;  but  he 
must  at  the  same  time  say,  that  he  thought 
there  were  strong  grounds  on  which  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  might  be 
justified.  The  Bill  professed  to  be  one 
for  "  the  Reform  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions, and  the  better  government  of  these 
bodies ;  **  but  by  the  admissions  which  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  had 
made,  it  would  appear  to  be  a  measure  for 
the  mending  of  certain  clauses  in  the 
second  Reform  Bill,  which  had  been,  it 
was  stated,  adopted  as  the  result  of  a  sort 
of  compromise  which  had  been  come  to  by 
that  House.  The  noble  Lord  had  in  his 
speech  that  night  thrown  off  the  mask 
completely ;  for  he  admitted  that  he  did 
not  approve  of  the  reservation  of  the  rights 
of  freemen,  which  were  not  allowed  under 
the  first  Reform  Bill,  but  that  he  consented 
to  the  change  for  the  purpose  of  getting  it 
passed  through  the  other  Ho^se  of  Parlia- 
ment,   The  noble  Lord  did  not|  botreTeri 
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consideff  himself  precluded  (though  he 
never  told  the  House  of  his  inteution  at 
the  time)  from  introducing  a  claase  in  a 
Municipal  Reform  Bill  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  repealing  the  ohjectionable 
clause  in  the  Parliamentary  Reform  Bill. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Yarmouth  was  fairly  entitled 
to  object  tit  limine  to  what  the  noble  Lord 
admitted  to  be  one  of  the  incidental  effects 
of  his  Bill.  He  hoped  that,  by  the  time 
the  clause  referred  to  came  to  be  dis* 
CDSsed,  they  should  have  acquired  that 
degree  of  knowledge  and  information 
which,  from  the  degree  of  haste  with 
which  the  measure  was  pressed  forward,  it 
was  almost  impossible  they  could  have 
attained,  and  which  was  essential  in  order 
to  legislate  properly  on  a  measure  which 
included  sach  a  number  of  Corporations, 
for  each  one  of  which  a  separate  Bill  might 
be  Aiirly  required. 

Lord  John  Russell:  I  beg  to  explain. 
I  never  said  that  it  was  my  intention  to 
repeal  any  part  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and 
yet  the  noble  Lord  stated  that  I  avowed 
that  such  was  my  object,  and  that  "  I 
threw  off  the  mask.*'  I  merely  stated  my 
opinion  as  to  the  preservation  of  the  rights 
of  freemen,  but  I  utterly  deny  that  that 
statement  bears  the  construction  which 
has  been  put  on  it  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite. 

Loid  Sandan  :  1  only  stated  that  the 
proposed  clause  in  the  Municipal  Bill 
would  have  the  effect  of  altering  the  Re- 
form Bill. 

Lord  Stanley  sgreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  that  in  bringing 
forward  a  proposition  of  such  a  nature  as 
that  submitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Yarmouth,  a  course  was  adopted  which 
was  most  unfavourable  to  the  proper  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill.  If  the  first  part  of 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
assented  to,  the  qualifying  words  with 
which  it  concluded  should  be  abandoned. 
He  thought  that  the  proposition  might  be 
fairly  discussed,  as  one  of  the  details  which 
he  was  most  anxious  calmly  to  consider, 
and  to  adjust  in  such  a  way  as  to  render 
the  Bill  most  efficacious  for  the  good 
government  of  Municipal  Corporations. 
In  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Yarmouth,  two  questions,  totally  separate 
and  distinct,  were  mixed  up,  namely,  the 
rights  which  might  appertain  to  freemen 
under  the  proposed  Bill,  and  those  rights 

whtoh  w«ra^  secured  to  them  under  the 


compact  of  the  Reform  Bill.  His  DoUe 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Stroud,  had  stated 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  alter  the 
Reform  Bill ;  but  his  noble  Friend  could 
hardly  be  thought  to  dbguise  from  him- 
self, or  conceal  firam  the  House,  that  the 
clause  which  referred  to  freemen  wouki 
have  the  effect  of  materially  altering  the 
Reform  Bill.  He  should,  however,  reserve 
his  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  that 
alteration.  He  only  protested  gainst 
confounding  the  two  descriptions  of  rights, 
namely,  those  which  freemen  enjoyed 
under  the  Reform  Bill,  and  the  inchoate 
rights  for  municipal  purposes,  which  might 
be  resenred  or  extinguished  by  the  vote  to 
which  the  House  might  come  when  the  pre* 
sent  Bill  should  go  into  Committee.  He 
was  persuaded  that  it  was  an  exceedingly 
objectionable  mode  of  proceeding  to  move 
as  an  instruction  to  a  Committee  that  which 
they  had  a  perfect  power  to  do ;  it  was  a 
practice  which  had  of  late  years  been  very 
injuriously  adopted  by  Parliament,  and 
one  which,  in  this  instance,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  oppose,  though  he  did  so 
under  the  conviction  that  he  retained  the 
right  of  canvassing  the  clause  on  which 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  bore 
with  the  most  perfect  freedom. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Yarmouth  submitted  the  pro- 
posed alteration  to  the  House  as  a  Reso- 
lution, and  not  as  an  instruction  to  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  Praed  felt  no  hesitation,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley) 
in  withdrawing  his  Resolution. 

Resolution  withdrawn. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Commits 
tee,  and  the  Chairman  having  put  the 
question  on  the  First  Clause. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  con- 
sidered it  right  to  observe,  that  it  was  his 
intention,  when  alterations  were  effected^ 
to  refer  them  to  a  Committee,  for  the 
purpose  of  embodying  them  in  precise 
terms.  This  course,  which  he  intended 
to  follow,  was  pursued  in  the  cases  of  the 
Reform-Bill,  and  the  Poor-Law  Amend* 
ment  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Pm/ wished  to  know  whether 
the  sense  of  the  House  would  be  taken  on 
the  schedule? 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  at  the  end 
of  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  expressed  his  approval 
of  that  course. 

Mr«  Shaw  was  voderstood  to  expruM 
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'  a  hope  that  the  rights  of  freemen,  so  far 
as  reg;Brded  the  election  of  Members  of 
Parliament,  should  be  reserved. 

Lord  John  RushU  spoke  in  a  very  low 
tone  of  voice,  and  observed  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Corporation  Bill  were 
not  inconsistent  with  the  rights  which 
freemen  enjoyed  in  voting  for  Members 
of  Parliament* 

^\i  Boberi  Peel  remarked,  that  as  this 
clause  abolished  all  existing  charters,  the 
rights  of  the  Crown  should  not  be  inter- 
fered with,  unless  by  authority. 

The  Attorney  -  General  thought  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  could  not  be 
fairly  construed  into  any  unwarrantable 
infringement  on  the  rights  of  the  Crown. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  begged  to  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  there 
were  one  or  two  hundred  Corporations, 
in  some  of  which  the  Crown  enjoyed 
distinct  rights — in  some  the  absolute  right 
of  nomination.  All  he  desired  was,  that 
these  rights  should  not  be  interfered  with 
unless  leave  was  given. 

Mr.  (/Connell  said,  that  nine-tenths  of 
the  property,  particularly  in  Ireland,  were 
granted  by  the  Crown,  and  yet  that  House 
did  not  hesitate  to  legislate  respecting  it. 
It  was  only  when  the  personal  rights  of 
.the  Crown  were  interfered  with,  that  they 
should  feel  any  hesitation  in  deciding  on 
.the  subject  ? 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  in  several  places 
in  North  Wales,  the  Crown  exercised 
the  right  of  appointing  the  officers  in  the 
Corporation. 

An  Hon,, Member:  The  Crown  had  lately 
exercised  the  right  of  appointing  a  Re- 
corder in  Lymington,  though  such  a  right 
had  not  for  a  long  time  previously  been 
enforced. 

Mr.  Blackhurne  believed,  that  under  the 
existing  system,  the  Crown,  had  in  one 
instance  in  North  Wales,  the  power  of 
nominating  a  Mayor,  and  in  one  or  two 
instances  the  same  power  was  exercised 
with  regard  to  the  appointment  of  town- 
clerks.  In  the  proposed  Bill,  the  right  of 
the  Crown,  as  to  the  nomination  of  Re- 
corders, was  retained. 
•  Mr.  Jervis  I  In  Carnarvon,  Conway, 
and  all  North  Wales,  the  Crown  had  the 
right  of  nominating  to  offices  in  the  Cor- 
poration. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  There  were  some 
towns  not  included  in  either  schedule  A  or 
'b  of  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  noble 
Loid.    He  iras  desirous  to  know  what 


the  noble  Lord  intended  to  do  respecting 
them. 

Lord  John  Russell :  Some  towns  were 
omitted  for  peculiar  reasons,  which  he 
should  state  before  the  discussion  on  the 
Bill  closed ;  but  the  general  objection  to  the 
insertion  of  the  towns  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  was  the  smallness  of 
the  population. 

Mr.  Scarlett^  in  offering  a  suggestion 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  Clause, 
said  he  should  do  so  in  a  spirit  to  improve 
the  institutions  of  the  country, .  and  in 
furtherance  of  the  wishes  of  his  con- 
stituents. He  should,  then,  throw  out 
of  his  consideration  all  the  reports  which 
had  been  circulated  relative  to  the 
motives  of  those  who  had  brought  for- 
ward the  measure ;  he  would  not  consider 
it  as  a  party  measure,  but  as  one  which 
had  originated  from  a  sincere  desire  on 
the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
place  corporate  bodies  on  a  proper  footing ; 
but  he  should  be  directed  in  his  opinion, 
and  the  course  which  he  should  pursue, 
by  the  manner  in  which  Amendments  pro- 
posed at  his  side  of  the  Honse  were  re- 
ceived. He  considered  it  most  injudi- 
cious to  hurry  on  a  Bill  of  that  nature, 
which  stood  m  place  of  one  hundred 
measures  which  might  be  introduced  on 
the  disposal  of  the  rights,  privileges,  and 
charities  which  it  embraced.  .  When, 
therefore,  all  existing  charters  were  pro- 
posed to  be  swept  away  by  the  first  clause, 
he  thought  he  did  not  say  too  much  when 
he  expressed  it  as  his  conviction  that  a 
measure  of  so  much  importance  should 
not  be  suffered  to  pass  through  Committee 
without  receiving  all  the  attention  which 
its  importance  demanded.  He  must  own 
that  he  considered  it  rather  a  dangerous 
experiment  to  carry  the  measure  into 
effect  as  it  was  originally  proposed ;  but 
he  could  not  suppose  it  to  be  the  serious 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  pass  it  into  a  law  without  making  many 
considerable  alterations.  He  regarded  the 
Bill  as  a  measure  submitted  for  discussion, 
and  open  to  very  great  alteration.  It  was  be- 
cause he  took  this  view  of  it,  that  he  con- 
sented to  destroy  all  existingcharters,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  clause  then  under  considera- 
tion. It  might  be  thought  that,  as  one 
of  the  Meml^re  for  Norwich,  he  had  some 
personal  interest  in  the  maintenance  of 
abuses ,  such  a  supposition  was  altogether 
withont  foundation.  All  those  stories 
which    had   been    circulated    regaidingp 
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Norwich  bad  not  th«  least  foiindaiioD  in 
fact  He  was  anxious  to  reserve  to  the 
freemen  the  enjoyment  of  their  rights  and 

Srivileges,  still  he  would  protect  no  class 
eyond  that  degree  which  justice  sanc- 
tioned. 

The  Clause   agreed  to.      The  second 

Clause  also  was  agreed  to.  On  clause  drd. 

Mr.  Scarlett  proposed  an  Amendment 

on  the  Clause.    It  was  to  the  effect  that 

the  Corporations  should  be  styled    the 

Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of . 

He  thought  it  would  be  a  great  in- 
jury to  the  community  at  large,  as  well 
as  an  act  of  gross  injustice  to  the  indi- 
viduals, if  the  body  of  Aldermen  were  to 
be  abolished.  If  the  clause  before  the 
Committee  was  adopted  the  Aldermen 
would  be  degraded  from  the  high  station 
which  they  had  hitherto  enjoyed  in 
society,  as  Mayors,  or  Magistrates  of  the 
city  or  borough  in  which  they  resided ; 
and  should  the  Town  Council  enter- 
tain any  enmity  to  the  class  to  which 
they  belonged  they  would  be  made  to 
sufiler  many  annoyances  in  addition  to 
that  degradation.  It  would  be  extremely 
hard  upon  these  gentlemen,  all  of  whom 
were  of  a  certain  age,  and  almost  all  of 
whom  were  respectable,  to  be  degraded 
from  the  condition  in  which  they  had 
**  lived  so  loved  so  long,'*  and  be  placed 
in  that  of  overseers  of  the  poor  and  sur- 
veyors of  the  parish  roads.  The  reasons 
fi)r  retaining  the  Aldermen  in  the  govern- 
ment of  the  cities  and  boroughs  were  very 
convincing.  They  represented  a  second 
estate  as  it  were,  and  no  measure  could 
pass  without  their  sanction.  That  the 
Aldermen  were  fully  worthy  to  be  made 
partakers  in  the  civic  administration  he 
should  only  call  in  proof  the  Report  of  the 
Commission.  In  that  Report  there  was 
not  one  word  to  charge  them — those  of 
the  city  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present in  particular-— with  improper  ad- 
ministration of  the  Corporate  Funds  or 
any  other  egregious  instance  of  bad 
government.  It  was  true  the  report  did 
not  dwell  at  length  on  their  merits,  or 
expatiate  largely  on  their  virtues,  but  it 
gave  them  credit  for  discharging  their 
duty.  He  should  mention  particularly 
the  Corporation  of  Norwich  and  Liverpool. 
If  the  Aldermen  were  retained  with  equal 
privilege  with  the  Town  Council,  it  would 
make  the  measure  more  palatable  to  the 
people,  cause  it  to  work  well,  and  recon- 
cile all  minds  easily  to  the  change. 


Mr.    Bonham    Carter   supported    the ' 
Clause.  It,  in  fact,  related  only  to  a  name,  - 
and  he  thought   that  the  discussion  had 
better  be  postponed  until  the  substance ' 
came  before  the  Committee.     Aldermen, 
where  they  existed  were  not  necessarily 
included  in  the  style  and  title  of  the  cor- 
poration.    Such  was  even  the  case  of  the 
city  which  the  hon.  Member  represented. 

Sir  Frederick  Pollock  said,  that  if  it 
were  a  question  of  mere  name  he  should 
not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  for  one 
single  instant.  Had  it  even  been  a  change 
in  the  name,  made  purely  for  the  sake  of 
change,  still  he  might  not  have  resisted, 
but  he  would  contend  that  although  it  was 
true  that  the  margin  of  tlie  Clause  con- 
tained only  the  change  of  name,  and  went 
no  further,  the  Clause  itself  effected  a 
most  material  change  of  substance.  The 
effect  of  the  Clause  was,  not  only  that 
Corporations  should  be  called  by  another 
name,  but  that  they  should  do  and  suffer 
all  the  acts  that  hitherto  had  been  done 
or  suffered  by  the  old  Cwporations.  He 
admitted  that  opportnnities  might  occur 
hereafter  to  discuss  this  point,  but  still  he 
would  maintain  that  the  point  was  of  con- 
siderable importance.  In  his  opinion  the 
House  was  at  that  moment  passing  one  of 
the  most  material  Clauses  of  the  whole 
Bill.  The  Clause  enacted  that  the  new 
Corporations  should  exercise  all  the  func- 
tions of  the  old,  and  surely  it  was  worth 
while  to  consider  whether  certain  integral 
parts  of  the  old  were  to  be  retained  in  the 
new  or  not  ? 

The  Attomey-Qeneral  said,  that  the 
clause  continued  the  identity  of  the  old 
Corporations,  and  the  amount  of  the 
identity  of  the  new  Corporations  was  to 
be  determined  by  the  Act.  The  pri- 
vileges of  the  old  Corporations  would  be 
conveyed  to  the  new.  The  Court  of  Al- 
dermen might  have  all  its  functions  pre- 
served to  it,  although  it  might  not  be 
mentioned  by  name  in  the  Corporation. 
There  were  numerous  instances  of  this 
now  existing. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  stated,  that  the 
present  style  of  the  body  corporate  of  the 
city  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  was 
"  the  Mayor,  Bailiffs,  and  commonalty  of 
the  City  of  Oxford  ;  "  that  the  Bill  would 
abolish  the  oflBce  of  Bailiffs,  who,  in 
cities  and  boroughs,  performed  the  duties, 
which  in  counties  devolved  upon  Sheriffs, 
of  executing  legal  processes,  and  having 
custody  of  prisoners;   and  that  no  pro* 
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Tiskm  was  made  for  the  discbarge  of  these  | 
important  functions. 

Viscount  HotoicA  admitted  theimportance 
of  the  office  of  Bailiff,  and  said,  that 
under  Clause  42,  which  gave  power  to 
the  council  of  every  city  or  borough  to 
appoint  town  clerk,  treasurer,  and  other 
officers,  it  would  be  necessary  to  make 
provision  for  the  due  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  that  officer. 

Mr.  Maclean  alluded  to  the  annual 
ceremony,  to  which  considerable  aversion 
was  felt,  of  the  Mayor |and  sixty  citizens 
of  Oxford,  making  oaUi  publicly  before 
the  Vice-Chancellor,  to  respect  his  au- 
thority. If  that  custom  would  be  per* 
petuated  under  the  words  of  this  Clause, 
which  enacted  that  the  new  Corporation 
should  '*  do  and  suffer  all  acts  which  now 
lawfully  "  the  present  Corporation  "  may 
do  and  suffer,"  his  hon.  Colleague  and 
himself  were  instructed  to  object  to  it ; 
but  be  hoped  the  hon.  Membiers  for  the 
University  would  at  once  consent  to  the 
abolition  of  a  custom  which  was  so  strongly 
objected  to  that  it  was  with  great  difficulty 
complied  with.  With  this  notice  of  the 
matter  he  would  leave  it  for  the  present. 

Mr.  Hughei  Hugh$s  begged  also  to 
suggest  that,  as  it  was  contended  that 
under  this  Clause  all  the  property  and 
rights  of  the  present  bodies  corporate 
would  pass  to  the  new  Corporations,  some 
additional  words  were  necessary.  He 
would  illustrate  his  meaning  by  stating 
that  the  four  lecturers  of  the  City  of 
Oxford  were  appointed  or  elected  not  by 
the  whole  body  corporate,  but  by  the 
Mayor,  Aldermen,  Assistants,  and  Re* 
corder,  as  Trustees  for  the  body  under 
deed.  The  Clause  would  enact  that  the 
new  Corporation  might  do  all  acts  which 
might  now  lawfully  be  done  by  the  pre* 
sent  Corporation.  He  (Mr.  Hughes 
Hughes)  thought  it  would  be  necessary  to 
add,  "  or  by  any  members  of  the  body 
corporate,  as  Trustees  for  the  whole,  or 
otherwise  in  their  corporate  capacity,'^  or 
words  to  that  effect. 

Mr*  Ooulburn  said,  the  suggestion  of 
the  kou.  Member  for  Oxford  was  entitled 
to  attention,  and  that  there  must  be  many 
similar  cases. 

Mr.  Scarlett  consented  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  reserving  to  himself  the  right 
of  pressing  it  at  a  future  stage  of  the  pro* 
ceedings. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  4th  Clause, 


Sir  James  Oraham  wished  to  know  the 
reason  why  the  boundaries  of  certaia 
boroughs  were  left  by  the  Bill  to  be  fixed 
by  the  King  in  Council.  He  would  men- 
tion in  particular  the  boroughs  of  Ply- 
mouth and  Coventry. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  borough  of 
Plymouth  included  a  large  district,  and  it 
was  necessary  first  to  ascertain  whether  the 
bounds  of  the  borough  should  be  those  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations. 

Sir  James  Qraham  contended  that  it 
was  highly  objectionable  that  the  bounda- 
ries of  Plymouth  and  Coventry  should  be 
fixed  by  any  other  power  than  an  Act  of 
Parliament  The  present  Clause  gave  by 
far  too  great  a  power  to  the  King  and 
Council.  In  the  Reform  Bill,  after  the 
principle  had  been  fully  discussed,  the 
power  of  fixing  boundaries  had  not  been 
confided  to  the  King  in  Council,  but  had 
been  exercised  by  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Attomey-Oeneral  wished  only  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  King  had  pos- 
sessed such  a  power  from  time  immemo- 
rial. It  had  always  been  a  part  of  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown.  The  House 
would,  of  course,  be  always  open  to  any 
complaint  against  an  undue  exercise  of 
the  power. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  never  more  sur- 
prised in  his  life  than  to  hear  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. Here  was  a  Bill  which  superseded 
all  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  Here 
was  a  Bill  which  set  aside  all  the  charters 
granted  by  the  Crown ;  here  was  a  Bill 
which  assumed  for  Parliament  a  right  to 
supersede  all  those  charters;  and  when 
the  question  occurred,whether  there  should 
be  intrusted  to  Parliament  the  opportu- 
nity of  fully  discussing  and  finally  de« 
termining  the  boundaries  of  boroughs,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  turned 
round  upon  the  House,  and  said,  **  Pray 
respect  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.** 
He  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  would  contend 
that,  in  conformity  with  the  nature  of 
the  Bill,  the  metes  and  boundaries 
of  boroughs  should  be  determined  by 
Parliament.  In  the  case  of  the  Reform 
Bill  the  House  had  pursued  this  course ; 
in  the  case  of  the  boroughs  individually 
reformed  prior  to  the  Reform  Bill,  the 
House  had  pursued  the  same  course ; 
and  now  he  contended  that  the  metes  and 
boundaries  should  be  determined  by  Par- 
liament, now  that  Parliament  had  made  so 
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total  an  alteration  in  the  elective  system, 
and  bad  left  no  power  in  the  Crown  to 
settle  the  Question.  In  the  present  Bill 
new  powers  and  privileges  were  given  to 
persons  and  places,  according  to  the  de- 
termination of  the  metes  and  boundaries ; 
the  power t  for  instance,  of  taxation,  and 
of  exclusion  from,  or  inclusion  witbin  a 
borough;  and  when  the  House  was  as- 
suming the  power  of  superseding  tbe  an- 
cient charters,  it  ought  at  the  same  time 
to  determine  what  the  limits  and  bounda- 
ries of  every  borough  ought  to  be.  By 
the  present  Act  many  persons  who  would 
have  to  bear  all  the  charges  of  the  borough 
would  not  have  the  power  of  exercising 
tbe  elective  franchise.  The  owner  of  land, 
for  instance,  not  occupying  a  house  within 
the  borough,  would  have  to  pay  his  taxes, 
but  would  not  have  a  vote,  and  was  it  fit, 
therefore,  that  the  Crown  should  have  to 
determine  the  boundaries  upon  which  such 
important  differences  would  depend  ?  In 
strict  conformity  with  the  Reform  Act  the 
fixing  of  boundaries  ought  to  be  reserved 
to  Parliament.  In  the  same  manner 
ought  to  be  reserved  to  Parliament  the 
right  of  filing  the  wards  of  boroughs. 
The  only  argument  against  this  view  of  the 
subject  was,  that  if  the  House  were  to 
postpone  the  operation  of  the  measure  un- 
til the  metes  and  boundaries  should  be 
determined,  and  the  wards  fixed  upon  and 
constituted,  the  existing  corporations  might 
have  the  opportunity  of  alienating  the 
whole  of  their  property.  He  could  not 
conceive  any  other  principle  upon  which 
Parliament  should  act  than  that  of  its  fix- 
ing the  number  of  wards  and  councillors, 
and  the  boundaries  of  the  boroughs.  He 
should  therefore  move,  when  the  clause 
came  to  the  words  Schedule  6,  line  42,  to 
insert  words  to  the  efiect  of  reserving  these 
rights  to  Parliament,  and  that  a  Bill  should 
be  passed  fixing  the  metes  and  boundaries 
of  the  boroughs,  and  which  Bill,  when  it 
was  passed,  should  be  deemed  as  fully  a 
part  of  the  present  Act  as  if  it  had  been 
mcorporated  in  it. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  the  course 
proposed  by  the  Bill  was  more  convenient 
than  that  recommended  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  What  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
proposed  was,  that  while  the  boundaries 
of  particular  boroughs  remained  as  they 
were,  the  boundaries  of  other  boroughs 
should  be  altered  and  settled  by.  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  case  of  the  Reform  Bill 
was  not  analogous  tp  tba  present  measure. 


Tbe  long  period  during  which  that  B3I  was 
under  discussion,  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  obtaining  the  necessary  information; 
but  with  respect  to  this  Bill,  it  was  highly 
desirable  that  it  should  be  passed  as 
speedily  as  possible,  and  that  when  it 
passed  it  should  come  into  operation  with- 
out delay.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  him- 
self had  adverted  to  the  danger  which 
might  arise  of  the  alienation  of  the  corpo« 
ration  property  by  the  existing  corpora- 
tions. But  besides  the  danger  of  aliena- 
tion, they  must  consider  the  beart-burn«» 
ings  and  animosities  which  would  be  en- 
gendered among  the  inhabitants  of  seventy 
or  eighty  boroughs,  during  the  year  or  year 
and  a  half  which  might  elapse  oefore  Far- 
liament  had  settled  the  new  boundaries, 
during  all  which  time  the  preparations  for 
the  elections  would  be  in  progress.  The 
adoption  of  the  new  municipal  limits  would 
in  many  cases  be  attended  with  the  incon- 
venience of  excluding  the  suburbs  of  many 
towns  from  any  share  in  the  municipal 
franchise.  With  respect  to  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  boroughs  in  qaestion,  he 
doubted  not  they  would  be  as  well  satis- 
fied to  have  the  King  in  Council  to  settle 
the  boundaries  as  this  House ;  certainly,  if 
they  had  to  wait  for  a  year  and  a  half  be- 
fore the  House  gave  them  the  benefits  of 
the  Act. 

Lord  DwUey  Stuart  said,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R,  Peel)  was  the  same  in  principle  with 
his  own,  because  upon  the  same  principle 
upon  which  he  objected  to  the  power  of 
determining  the  limits  of  the  wards,  he 
(Lord  D.  Stuart)  objected  to  the  deter- 
mining limits  of  the  boroughs.  He  was 
sorry  to  object  to  any  part  of  a  Bill  which 
had  had  the  rare  fortune  of  meeting,  with 
the  approbation  of  every  shade  of  political 
parties;  at  the  same  time  he  was  com- 
pelled to  give  the  Clause  his  opposition, 
because  he  thought  it  most  objectionable 
in  principle,  and  fraught  with  danger  and 
inconvenience,  that  the  King  in  Council 
should  have  the  power  of  determining  the 
limits  of  the  boroughs.  The  Attorney- 
General,  in  recommending  the  Clause,  had 
said,  that  it  had  always  been  the  proper 
privilege  of  the  King.  But  ho  would  ask 
the  House  if  that  power  and  privilege  was 
continued  with  regard  to  the  other  bo- 
roughs in  the  Clause?  and  why,  if  the 
House  were  to  decide  upon  the  limits  of 
the  boroughs  in  Schednle  A,  why  they 
should  consider  the  other  boiongbs  of  so 
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little  importance  as  to  intrast  them  to 
aoother  power,  and  not  to  their  own  ?  He 
considered  that  it  would  be  more  constitu- 
tional, and  more  in  harmony  with  the 
spirit  of  the  Bill,  that  that  power  should 
be  kept  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  Let 
His  Majesty's  Ministers  consider  the  mii;- 
chiefs  that  might  arise, — he  did  not  say 
would, — but  might  arise  from  the  Clause 
as  it  stood.  They  said  **  the  King  in 
Council."  But  who  was  *'  the  King  in 
Council  ?"  Why  no  other  than  the  Mi- 
nister of  the  day.  He  was  glad  to  say, 
that  they  bad  to-day  a  Minister  in  whom 
be,  for  one,  could  place  confidence.  But 
who  knew  what  Minister  they  might  have 
to-morrow  ?  It  was  not  a  very  long  time  ago 
that  they  had  Ministers  not  quite  so  good  as 
those  they  had  now ;  and  it  might  happen 
that  they  might  in  a  short  time  have  some 
much  worse.  He  contended  that  in  legis- 
lating they  ought  to  endeavour  to  decide  so 
as  to  secure  the  greatest  possible  good,  and 
to  place  no  discretionary  power  anywhere, 
but  in  those  bands  in  wnich  it  was  sure 
not  to  be  abused.  Great  injustice  might 
be  done  by  the  Clause.  He  would  put  the 
case  of  a  borough  which  might,  perhaps, 
have  been  perfectly  free,  but  the  **  King  in 
Council''  might  think  fit  to  add  to  it  some 
other  place  beyond  the  present  municipal 
limits.  Such  a  thing  might  be  done,  and 
it  was  not  improbable  that  it  would  be 
done,  and  then  put  the  case  of  an  election 
for  Members  of  Parliament  in  a  borough 
hostile  to  Ministers.  Every  one  knew  the 
great  influence  which  Corporations  ob- 
tained over  elections ;  but  if  they  alto- 
gether altered  the  Corporation — if  they 
swamped  the  borough  by  the  addition  of 
another  town»  might  they  not  influence 
the  election  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment? He  said  that  those  did  deserve 
consideration.  The  noble  Lord  said,— 
**  Oh,  if  you  detain  the  Bill  for  a  year,  or 
a  year  and  a  half,  it  will  have  the  effect  of 
an  uncertainty  in  all  the  boroughs,  which 
were  to  be  the  limits  of  their  boroughs." 
But  what  security  had  they  that  the  King 
in  Council  would  immediately  fix  those 
limits?  He  might  defer  them  as  long  as 
be  pleased ;  and  might  not  the  inhabitants 
thus  be  kept  in  uncertainty  for  three,  five, 
ten  years  ?  He  thought  it  was  improper 
and  unjust  that  the  inhabitants  of  those 
boroughs  (there  were  83),  should  be  kept 
in  that  suspense  and  inconvenience,  and 
uncertainty.  It  was  a  blot  upon  the  Cor- 
poration Bill — that  excellent  Bill ;  and  he 


could  not  but  believe  that  Ministers  would 
yield  to  the  suggestion  :  if  not,  he  hoped 
that  in  a  division  the  House  would  show 
their  feelings  upon  it.  His  was  an  amend- 
ment that  must  be  supported  by  men  of 
opposite  feelings.  They  had  heard  one 
distinguished  Member  declare  forcibly  his 
sentiments  upon  the  subject,  and  he  could 
not  imagine  himself  opposed  by  those  who 
were  distinguished  by  a  watchfulness  over 
the  rights  of  the  Crown.  He,  therefore, 
looked  forward  with  confidence  for  a  divi- 
sion, unless  the  Ministry  would  either  post- 
pone, or  alter  the  Clause ;  and  whether  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  press  his  or  not, 
he  (Lord  D.  Stuart)  felt  so  strongly  upon 
the  Question,  that  he  should  think  it  his 
duty  to  press  his.  He  therefore  moved, 
that  all  the  words  after  the  word  **  as,"  in 
line  44,  should  be  omitted,  for  the  purpose 
of  inserting  these  words,  until  they  shall 
be  otherwise  settled  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment." 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  his  object  was  not 
to  postpone  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and 
therefore  he  was  ready  to  consent  that  the 
boundaries  of  the  existing  boroughs  should 
continue  until  they  should  be  otherwise 
settled  by  Parliament.  If,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Stroud,  would 
accede  to  the  proposition  that  the  metes 
and  boundaries  of  the  existing  boroughs 
should  remain  as  now,  until  otherwise  set* 
tied  by  Parliament,  and  in  the  mean  tinM 
apply  the  principles  of  the  Bill  wherever  it 
might  be  necessary,  it  would  be  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  trouble  the  Committee 
further. 

Lord  Dudley  Stuart  observed,  that  all 
he  wished  to  secure  by  his  Amendment 
was,  that  the  boundaries  should  be  altered 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  not  by  an 
Order  in  Council.  In  that  Amendment 
he  thought  the  great  body  of  the  Commit- 
tee would  go  with  him. 

Viscount  ^oiotcifc  remarked,  that  though 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  had  said  he  did  not  seek  by  the 
Amendment  he  had  suggested,  to  postpone 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  yet  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  seen  all 
the  difficulties  which  the  adoption  of  that 
suggestion  would  throw  in  the  way  of  a 
successful  operation  of  the  measure.  If 
the  question  of  the  boundaries  were  aU 
lowed  to  remain  unsettled  while  the  other 
portions  of  the  Bill  were  permitted  to  come 
into  force,  much  inconvenience  and  some 
injustice  would  .arise.    The  noble  Lord, 
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the  Member  for  Arundel,  had  objected  to 
'  this  power  being  conferred  upon  the  King 
in  Council,  because  he  had  been  pleased 
to  say  the  present  might  be  succeeded  by 
a  worse  Government,  and  these  powers 
might  be  abused.  He  could  not  think  that 
any  Government  would  make  so  improper 
an  use  of  the  powers  with  which  it  was  in- 
vested by  the  Legislature,  and  by  whom 
every  Government  would  be  watched  over. 
The  boundaries  under  the  Scotch  Burgh 
Reform  Bill,  had  been  settled  by  Orders  in 
Council,  and  no  objection  had  been  raised 
to  the  provisions  of  that  measure  in  this 
respect,  even  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth.  No  complaint 
had  been  made,  either  by  petition  or  other- 
wise, of  the  manner  in  which  the  Scotch 
Burgh  boundaries  had  been  fixed,  and  he 
thought,  with  this  example,  the  same 
powers  might  most  advantageously  be 
conferred  in  the  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion. 

Lord  Dudley  Stuart  said,  that  his  ob- 
jections to  the  clause  were  founded  on 
principle,  and  had  not  been  removed  by 
anything  he  had  heard  from  the  Noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down. 

Mr.  Poulter  said,  that  unless  the  clause 
as  framed  was  retained  as  part  of  the  Bill, 
the  door  would  be  opened  to  very  great 
injustice  in  many  districts.  Without  this 
clause  the  councils  of  the  boroughs  might 
levy  rates,  in  the  nature  of  county-rates, 
upon  districts  with  which  eventually  they 
might  have  no  possible  connexion,  and 
thus  impose  a  grievance,  the  extent  of 
which  could  not  be  known.  He  would 
rather  intrust  the  powers  of  fixing  boun- 
daries to  the  King  in  Council  than  that 
this  Question  should  be  postponed. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  no  person 
^as  more  anxious  than  be  was  for  the  re- 
moval of  corporate  abuses,  and  with  this 
feeling  he  could  not  be  thought  to  be  dis- 
posed to  frustrate  the  objects  for  which  this 
Bill  was  framed.  He  had  no  regard  to 
any  particular  city  or  borough,  but  he  had 
a  great  regard  to  constitutional  principles, 
and  he  was  not  prepared  to  delegate  to  the 
executive  Government  powers  which  more 
properly  and  rightly  could  be  carried  into 
effect  by  the  Legislative  Body.  On  that 
ground,  therefore,  he  was  disposed  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Arundel.  That  Amend- 
ment could  not,  in  bis  judgment,  create 
any  delay ;  and  though  he  admitted  some 
inconvenience  might  arise,  yet  it  was  bet- 
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ter  it  should  be  incurred  than  that  the 
course  proposed  in  the  Bill  should  be  fol* 
lowed.  He  could  not  conceive  why,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Reform  Act,  the  bounda- 
ries should  not,  in  this  instance,  have  been 
fixed  and  determmed  by  a  separate  Bill. 
On  the  whole,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  Frederick  Pollock  said,  that  the 
Clause  as  it  now  stood,  provided  for  two 
classes  of  boroughs — first,  those  which  had 
now  the  Parliamentary  boundaries  as  set- 
tled under  the  Reform  Act,  and  secondly 
those  the  boundaries  of  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  be  settled  by  the  King  in  Council, 
or  that  '^  they  should  be  and  remain  as  they 
now  are."  These  last  words  prevented 
the  possibility  of  any  such  event  as  had 
been  contemplated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shaftesbury  (Mr.  Poulter).  He  was 
opposed  to  the  adoption  of  a  new  principle 
— a  principle  entirely  at  variance  with  the 
constitution — in  the  deciding  upon  these 
boundaries.  He  said  at  variance  with  the 
constitution,  because  he  denied  the  autho- 
rity of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Attorney-General,  in  respect  to  what  he 
had  urged  as  to  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  in  this  respect,  and  still  more  did 
he  object  to  such  a  prerogative  as  had 
been  contended  for  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  when  he  looked  to  the  79th  section 
of  this  Bill.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  said,  that  it  was  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  to  settle  the  boundaries.  So  it 
might  be  in  boroughs  newly  created,  but 
he  denied  any  such  prerogative  where  the 
boroughs  were  to  be  enlarged,  unless  the 
parties  already  holding  a  charter,  and  those 
intended  to  be  included  in  the  enlarge- 
ment, should  consent.  It  was  new  to  him 
to  hear  that  the  prerogative  extended  in 
invitos.  He  had  stated  that  he  was  op- 
posed to  the  Clause  on  these  grounds,  and 
still  more  so  when  he  referred  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  79th  section.  That  Clause 
gave  a  power  to  the  council  to  be  elected 
under  this  Bill,  to  tax  their  borough,  and 
make  a  rate  in  the  nature  of  a  county-rate, 
and  with  such  a  provision  in  the  Bill,  he 
further  objected  to  the  present  Clause, 
which  would  confer  upon  the  Crown  the 
power  to  say  by  whom  that  tax  should  be 
levied. 

Lord  John  Russell  begged  to  repeat, 
that  whilst  the  Parliamentary  boundary 
would  be  often  too  wide,  the  old  munici- 
pal boundary  would  be  often  too  small,  and 
would  not  include  half  the  town.  He 
2L 
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eonld  not  agree,  therefore,  to  tbe  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Arundel.  He,  however,  had  no  objection 
to  add  at  the  end  of  the  Clause  words  to 
the  effect,  that  His  Majesty  having  ap- 
pointed a  Commission  to  settle  the  boun- 
daries, the  Report  of  that  Commission 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament  at  its 
meeting,  and  the  boundaries  therein  named 
should  be  and  remain  the  boundaries  of 
these  boroughs,  unless  Parliament  should 
otherwise  decide. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  apprehended  that  Par- 
liament possessed  the  right  to  alter  the 
boundaries,  without  any  such  reservation 
as  that  stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stroud. 

Viscount  Howick  could  point  out  a  case 
in  which,  under  the  Boundaries  Bill  that 
was  passed  upon  the  Reform  Bill  being 
completed,  twelve  or  fourteen  villages  were 
included  within  the  limits  of  a  borough 
from  which  they  were  very  distant.  In 
such  a  case  it  would  be  at  once  inconve- 
nient and  unjust  to  make  the  villages  sub- 
ject to  municipal  taxation,  for  objects 
which  they  could  not  be  supposed  to  have 
in  common  with  the  borough  in  question. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  in  answer  to  his  argument,  had  stated 
that  he  knew  of  a  particular  borough  in 
which  the  limits  were  so  extended  by  tbe 
Reform  Act  as  to  include  many  distant 
villages,  to  which  great  inconvenience 
would  arise  if  by  the  present  Bill  they 
should  be  obliged  to  contribute  to  the 
support  of  a  corporation,  in  whose  in- 
terests, from  their  remoteness,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  them  to  share;  and  fur- 
ther, the  noble  Lord  had  contended, 
that  although  it  might  be  proper  to  in- 
clude the  whole  of  the  constituency  of 
these  extended  boroughs  for  Parliamentary 
purposes,  still  it  would  not  be  proper  to 
mclude  them  as  voters  for  mere  municipal 
purposes.  Besides  this,  throughout  the 
whole  of  his  argument  the  noble  Lord  as- 
sumed, that  if  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Arundel,  were 
adopted,  the  limits  prescribed  by  the  Re- 
form Act  were  the  limits  which  would  be 
established  under  the  Bill  then  before 
them.  The  fact  was  just  the  reverse;  for 
if  the  Noble  Lord's  Amendment  were  car^- 
ried,  the  old  municipal  limit  of  the  bo- 
rough was  tbe  limit  which  would  be  estab- 
lished, until  some  other  limit  bad  been 
constitutionally  determined  upon.  He 
apprehended  that,  in   almost  every  in- 


stance,  it  would  be  easier  to  extend  than 
limit  tbe  boundaries.  But  the  Question 
now  to  be  considered  was,  whether  the 
Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Crown 
should  have  the  power  to  extend  the  limits  ? 
It  was  now  said  that  they  were  not  to  have 
that  power — that  they  were  simply  to  be 
empowered  to  divide  the  large  towns  into 
wards ;  and  in  reference  to  that  point,  the 
noble  Lord  had  quoted  the  Scotch  Act» 
where  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners 
were  so  limited.  But  if  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
member,  intended  to  adhere  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Scotch  Act,  they  undoubtedly 
ought  to  assent  to  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Arun-* 
del.  It  appeared  to  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  that 
both  the  noble  Ix>rd's  (Howick)  arguments 
bad  completely  failed ;  and  as  the  incon- 
venience of  retaining  the  old  municipal 
limits  for  the  next  election  would  be  so 
extremely  small,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  consent  to  adopt  them. 

Viscount  Hotvick  confessed  he  had  beeo 
greatly  amused  at  the  manner  of  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  who  had  iust  sat  down.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  accused  him 
(Lord  Howick)  of  applying  the  instance 
of  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  of  making  a  mis* 
take  with  respect  to  the  Question  really 
before  the  House.  Upon  one  point,  at 
least,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  in  n 
mistake :  it  was  not  he  who  stated  that 
tbe  powers  of  the  Commissioners  to  divide 
a  borough  into  wards,  or  to  alter  or  extend 
the  limits  of  a  borough,  were  identical  and 
the  same.  He  never  stated,  that  those 
powers  were  analogous ;  but  it  was  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  himself  who  had  made 
that  statement.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
first  of  all  stated,  that  it  was  the 
dividing  into  wards  which  would  be 
unconstitutional  on  the  part  of  tbe 
Crown.  In  fact,  the  right  hon.  Ba^ 
ronet  had  placed  a  notice  upon  the  Order 
Paper,  to  the  effect  that  he  should  submit 
a  Motion  to  prevent  the  introdncUon  of 
the  unconstitutional  practice  of  dividing 
boroughs  into  wards  by  an  Order  in 
Council.  [Sir  Robert  Peel ;  The  noble 
Lord  will  pardon  me  for  interrupting  him ; 
I  placed  no  such  notice  on  the  Order 
paper.]  Viscount  Howick  was  always 
ready,  if  he  made  a  mistake,  to  acknow* 
ledge  it  frankly/  He  gave  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  tbe  full  benefit  of  the  fact, 
that  the  notice  was  not  placed  on  the 
paper ;  but  he  appealed  to  tbe  lecoUectioa 
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of  the  House,  whether  the  right  hon.  Ba« 
xonet  did  not  state,  in  his  speech  the  other 
nighty  that  he  intended  to  call  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  Committee  to  what  he  oon- 
ceiYed  to  be  the  unconstitutional  pro- 
position of  the  Bill,  that  the  King  in 
Council  should  have  the  power  of  dividing 
boroughs  into  wards?  He  appealed  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  whether,  in  his 
first  speech,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  treat  the  two  Questions  as,  in  fact, 
resolving  themselves  into  one — whether, 
in  fact,  they  were  not  perfectly  analogous  ? 
The  observations  which  he  had  made, 
were  precisely  based  upon  that  argument. 
He  said  it  was  perfectly  true  that  the  two 
powers  were  of  a  similar  characieri  that 
they  were,  in  fact,  analogous  to  each 
other,  that  they  were  both  questions  of 
local  interests,  and  liable  to  be  acted  upon 
by  local  infioeoce^-^tiiat  almost  every  one 
of  the  towne  which  would  come  within 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  had  grown  out 
of  the  old  municipal  boundaries~*»that 
thev  included  the  ends  of  many  streets, 
and  the  whole  of  many  considerable  boun- 
daries, and  therefore  be  urged  that  If  the 
House  did  not  grant  the  power  proposed 
by  this  Bill  to  be  conferred  upon  the 
lUng  in  Council,  one  of  the  two  conse- 
quences must  ensue— either  the  modem 
extension  of  the  limits  of  the  old  boroughs 
most  be  wholly  excluded  from  all  the 
benefits  of  the  Bill,  in  its  first  operation, 
or  else  the  limits  of  each  must  be  allowed 
for  a  while  to  remain  at  the  iocon* 
venieni  extent  to  which  be  had  primarily 
alluded. 

Mr.  H,  Twi$$  said,  that  the  object  oi 
Ministeis  was  evidently  to  preserve  in 
their  own  bands  a  power  which  was  ex- 
tremely anconstittttional.  He  had  always 
understood  that  this  Bill  of  Municipal 
Reform  was  to  caxry  out  the  principle  of 
the  Reform  BiU,  and  yet  two  Questions 
had  come  on  that  night,  and  in  both  had 
Ministers  departed  from  the  analogy  of 
their  Reform  Bill.  The  reasons  which  in- 
dnosd  him  to  oppose  tlus  Clause  were  not 
the  same  reasons  with  those  which  bad 
been  stated  by  the  noUe  Member  for 
Arusdel.  One  of  the  reasons  stated  by 
that  noble  Lord  was  this — that  thov^  he 
did  not  oonsider  the  present  Ministers 
likely  to  endanger  the  liberties  of  the  sub* 
jects,  there  might  be  other  Ministers 
who  would  do  so.  Now  every  thing  was 
possible.  But  he  considered  that  the 
possibility  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 


adverted  was  too  remote  to  deserve  oon* 
sideration.  His  reason  for  opposing  this 
Clause  was  directly  the  reverse  of  thai 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  His  reason  was, 
not  that  he  trusted  Ministers  entirely,  but 
that  he  did  not  trust  them  at  all.  For  he 
could  not  forget,  although  he  was  excluded 
at  the  time  from  Parliameot,  the  manner 
in  which  Tavistock,  and  Malton,  and 
Calne,  had  been  spared,  when  Aldborought 
and  Boroughbridge,  and  Appleby,  and  the 
other  boroughs  of  their  opponents  had 
been  sacrificed. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob« 
served,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  had  not  been  so  steady  a 
friend  of  the  Reform  Act  as  to  render  hie 
testimony  respecting  its  principles  of  any 
value  whatsoever.  He  would  not  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  into  the 
extraneous  topicsinto  which  he  had  entered. 
The  House  was  not  in  CoiAmittee  to  bandy 
sneers  at  Ministers,  or  at  the  Opposition, 
but  to  consider  how  they  could  best  make 
this  Bill  perfect.  Between  the  Reform 
Bill  and  the  present  Bill  there  was  thin 
difierence.  It  behoved  the  House  to  use 
stricter  vigilante  with  regard  to  the  bouii« 
daries  under  the  Reform  Aet|  aa  they  re** 
lated  to  the  eleolive  franchise,  than  it 
used  with  respect  to  the  municipal  boun* 
daries,  in  which  municipal  privileges  only 
were  involved.  He  did  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  trench  upon  the  importance  of  tho 
municipal  towns,  but  he  maintained  that 
the  mode  in  which  their  corporate  Repre* 
seatatives  were  electsd  did  not  trench 
upon  the  same  constitutional  gronnd 
as  the  mode  in  which  Repreieata* 
tives  in  Parliament  should  be  ohosen« 
Since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act 
great  facilities  had  been  given  towards 
the  fixing  of  the  limits  of  every  municipal 
borough  in  the  kingdom.  It  waa  pro- 
posed to  appoint  Commissioners  for  that 
purpose ;  and  he  for  one  saw  no  diflSculty 
in  the  introduction  of  a  Clause  into  the 
Bill,  declaring  that  all  the  boundaries  pro* 
(>osed  to  be  established  by  the  Commis* 
sioneis  should  be  aubmitCed  to  Parliament* 
in  the  next  Session  of  Pariiawent.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  protect  the 
public  from  abase;  but  if  they  were  to  be 
driven  to  the  Parliamentary  boundaryi 
which  wee  so  extended  and  so  incon- 
venient, or  to  the  old  ■sunicipal  boundary^ 
which  was  SO  confined  an4  inexplicable^ 
hon.  Gentlemen  Bust  know  that  the  first 
efiect  of  the  meaittre  would  be  to  make 
2L2 
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the  rating  of  the  town  wholly  impractic- 
able. He  underBtood  his  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to  assert 
distinctly  that  we  ought  to  suspend  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  until  the  municipal 
boundaries  were  ascertained ;  but,  as  ap- 
peared to  him,  the  answer .  made  to  that 
assertion  was  most  satisfactory — and  it 
was  this — "  Will  you  declare  the  present 
system  to  be  wrong,  and  yet  allow  it  to 
remain  another  year  in  existence  ?  "  He 
hoped  that  the  friends,  the  real  and  sin- 
cere friends  of  Municipal  Reform,  would 
pause  before  they  created  in  this  Bill  a 
change  which  must  of  necessity  produce 
heartburning  and  dissatisfaction,  and 
which  would  make  it  in  its  year  of 
probation  imperfect  in  itself,  and  unpo- 
pular and  inoperative  in  its  consequences. 
It  ivas  quite  time,  as  had  been  re- 
marked by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  that  in  the 
first  Reform  Bill  which  was  sent  up  by 
that  House  to  the  House  of  Lords,  power 
was  given  to  the  Crown  to  stake  out  the 
boundaries  of  the  different  boroughs  which 
it  called  into  Parliamentary  existence,  but 
bis  right  hon.  Friend  would  also  recollect 
that  a  proviso  had  been  introduced  into 
that  Bill  to  prevent  it  from  coming  into  ope> 
ration,  in  case  of  a  dissolution  taking  place 
before  it  was  passed.  '  To  meet  a  difficulty 
which  could  not  arise  in  the  present  case, 
that  proviso  had  been  introduced;  but 
though  there  was  good  reason  for  intro- 
ducing a  proviso  of  that  kind  into  the 
Reform  Act,  there  was  no  reason  at  all  for 
introducing  it  into  the  present  measure. 
Therighthon.  Gentleman  concluded  hisob- 
servations  by  announcing  his  intention  1o 
support  the  Bill  as  it  stood  at  present. 

Mr.  0(nMtim  said,  he  should  follow 
the  example  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  who 
spoke  last,  and  introduce  nothing  of  a 
personal  nature  into  this  discussion.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  (John 
Russell),  that  this  was  merely  a  question 
of  convenience.  It  in  vol  ved  a  principle^- 
and  a  principle,  too,  of  the  highest  im- 
portance. The  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
g%ve  to  the  Municipal  Council  a  power 
of  taxation,  and  then  it  gave  to  the 
Crown  the  power  of  saying  upon  what 
persons  that  tax  was  to  fall.  This  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  giving  Go- 
vernment the  power  of  saying  what 
district  should  be  taxed.  He  roust  pro- 
test against  a  course  so  utteriy  unconsti- 
tutional. They  were  told  by  bis  right  hon. 


Friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
that  the  Reform  Bill  was  a  more  extensive 
and  a  more  important  measure  than  the 
present,  and  that  in  a  measure  where  the 
Question  was  to  settle  and  extend  the 
right  of  Parliamentary  Representation  the 
same  degree  of  jealousy,  and  the  same 
extent  of  precaution  was  not  required.  No 
man  was  less  disposed  than  he  was  to 
undervalue  the  right  of  representation. 
The  Members  of  a  Reformed  Parliament 
should  recollect  that  they  had  no  more 
important  right  to  exercise  than  that  of 
watching  over  and  checking  the  taxation  of 
their  constituents.  They  were  told  no  g^at 
inconvenience  could  arise,  as  the  boun- 
daries would  be  subject  to  the  future  re- 
vision of  Parliament.  He  did  not  expect 
to  hear  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
say  in  that  House  that  it  was  indifferent 
where,  or  upon  what  parties,  or  to  what 
extent,  taxes  were  imposed,  provided  their 
imposition  was  accompanied  with  a  power 
of  future  application  to  Parliament.  This 
was  the  first  time  he  ever  heard  such  a 
principle  laid  down.  They  were  told  that 
the  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  involve 
the  Corporations  in  dissension,  and  that 
the  greatest  inconveniences  would  arise. 
The  course  proposed  in  the  Bill  would 
more  certainly  lead  to  these  consequences. 
Nothing  could  tend  so  effectually  to  pro- 
duce discontent  and  heartburnings.  Was 
it  to  be  supposed  that  surrounding  dis- 
tricts proposed  to  be  included  -in  this  Bill 
for  municipal  purposes  would  not  be  dis- 
contented at  having  taxes  imposed  upon 
them  without  their  consent?  Wonld  it 
prevent  heartburnings  and  discontent  to 
tell  them  that  a  power  was  reserved  to 
them  of  future  application  to  Parliament 
But,  said  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  we  have 
all  the  facts  connected  with  the  boundaries 
before  us.  They  are  in  a  state  of  readi- 
ness for  immediate  application.  If  such 
was  the  case,  why  not  act  upon  them  im- 
mediately ?  Why  not  appoint  some  one 
or  more  Gentlemen,  competent  to  the  task, 
to  look  over  and  arrange  these  facts  ?  It 
could  not  be  difficult,  and  might  be  com- 
pleted before  the  Bill  passed.  A  Com- 
mission, they  were  told,  was  to  be  ap* 
pointed  to  settle  the  boundaries.  As  the 
Bill  was  to  come  into  operation  by  the  1st 
of  October,  a  Commission  would  scarcely 
be  able  to  close  their  labours  by  that  time. 
Looking  at  the  principle  of  taxation  in- 
volved in  this  part  of  the  Bill|  the  uo- 
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coDStitutiooal  power  it  gave  to  the  Govern- 
menty.the  confusion  and  inconvenience  it 
mast  necessarily  give  rise  to,  he  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  O'Connell  congratulated  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
upon  his  great  constitutional  anxiety. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  exceed- 
ingly anxious  that  the  people  should 
not  be  taxed  without  being  represented. 
The  present  Bill,  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, extends  taxation.  If  it  extended 
taxation,  it  extended  representation  also. 
If  the  people  were  to  be  taxed,  by  whom 
were  they  to  be  taxed  ? — by  their  Repre- 
sentatives. So  that  after  all,  the  Bill  ex- 
tended the  constitutional  principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  anxious 
not  to  have  abridged.  The  people  could 
not  be  taxed  except  by  their  Representa- 
tivesy  and  being  taxed,  what  were  they 
taxed  for  ? — for  remote  objects — for  objects 
foreign  to  their  interest  —  for  objects 
abroad  ?  No :  for  their  own  local  purposes 
— for  their  own  local  benefit  and  advantage. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  submitted  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  his  constitutional 
anxiety  might  be  fully  satisfied  with  that. 
The  House,  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  Arundel)  had 
got  rid  of  the  delay  which  would  have 
arisen  from  the  adoption  of  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (the  Member 
for  Tamworth) ;  but  were  there  not  other 
difficulties  to  contend  against  ?  The  noble 
Lord  (the  Member  for  Arundel)  said,  he 
had  full  confidence  in  the  present  Ministry ; 
if  that  were  the  case,  he  implored  the 
noble  Lord  to  show  it.  Ministers  could 
have  no  sinister  motive  in  the  provision 
which  they  proposed  to  carry.  The  noble 
Lord  by  persisting  in  his  Motion  would 
only  be  exciting  a  want  of  confidence  in 
them  that  would  be  warranted  only  by 
their  doing  wrong.  The  Bill  was  entitled 
"  A  Bill  for  the  Reform  of  Corporate 
Abuses."  The  efifect  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment  would  be  to  confine  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  the  old  municipal 
limits  of  every  borough.  How  would  that 
operate?  The  Reform  would  extend  to 
No.  16  in  a  street,  but  would  not  reach 
No.  1 7 ;  it  would  include  one  side  of  a 
street — it  would  leave  the  other  untouched. 
Could  anything  be  more  absurd  ?  The 
noble  Lord,  he  believed,  was  not  a  bit-by- 
bit  Reformer;  yet  the  proposition  he  then 
made  was  of  the  worst  species  of  bit-by- 


bit  Ref6rm:  it  would  reform  one  houte 
without  reforming  the  next ;  it  would  re- 
form one  side  of  a  street  without  risforming 
the  other.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  thought, 
that  the  boundaries  prescribed  by  the  Bill 
should  stand  for  ever,  unless  they  were 
petitioned  against  within  the  first  six 
weeks  of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
So  many  dry-nurses  presented  themselves 
to  support  and  cherish  the  Bill  in  the 
second  reading,  that  he  was  afraid  it  would 
be  smothered  with  kindness  in  Committee. 
He  trusted  it  would  escape  such  a  fate ; 
and  he  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord, 
being  a  sincere  Reformer,  would  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  division.  If 
the  noble  Lord  should  do  so,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  meet  this  first  check  to 
the  Bill  by  a  triumphant  majority. 

Sir  Oeorge  Clerk  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  very  apprehensive  that  if 
the  Amendment  were  carried^  the  Bill 
would  be  ruined,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  refer  to  the  Scotch 
Municipal  Corporation  Reform  Bill,  which 
was  framed  upon  the  principle  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Arundel 
(Lord  Dudley  Stuart)  and  was  nevertheless 
approved  of  by  all  parties.  Some  objec- 
tion arose  from  many  of  the  towns  having 
greatly  increased  in  size,  and  that  there 
were  parishes  and  towns  beyond  the 
bounds  of  the  Municipal  Corporations. 
But  the  hon.  Member  thought  that  the 
parishes  at  present  beyond  the  boundaries 
would  be  very  anxious  to  be  included  in 
the  limits.  He  said,  "  to  be  sure,  they  are 
taxed, .but  by  their  own  Repiesentatives." 
He  believed  that  if  the  choice  were  given 
them,  to  be  taxed  by  their  Representatives, 
or  remain  unrepresented,  without  taxation, 
they  would  be  inclined  to  choose  the 
latter.  In  regard  to  some  of  the  large 
towns  it  was  generally  supposed  that 
Commissioners  were  to  be  sent  to  inquire 
into  the  practicability  of  an  extension  of 
bounds.  He  believed  no  measure  would 
meet  with  greater  opposition.  Either 
Government  had  the  materials  of  infor- 
mation before  them,  or  they  had  not :  if 
they  had,  why  were  they  not  prepared  ? 
[Lord  John  Russell :  "We  have  not."] 
The  noble  Lord  said  not:  then  they 
were  to  issue  a  Commission  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining.  Now  he  would  ask 
the  House,  whether,  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  in  the  course  of  six  weeks  or  two 
months,  whether  any  Commissioners  could 
fix  Uiose  boundaries  ia  time  for  the  Bill 
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tbe  latiDg  of  the  town  wholly  impractic- 
able. He  understood  his  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to  assert 
distinctly  that  we  ought  to  suspend  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  until  the  municipal 
boundaries  were  ascertained ;  but,  as  ap- 
peared to  him,  the  answer^made  to  that 
assertion  was  most  satisfactory — and  it 
was  this — *'  Will  you  declare  the  present 
system  to  be  wrong,  and  yet  allow  it  to 
remain  another  year  in  existence  ?  "  He 
hoped  that  the  friends,  the  real  and  sin- 
cere friends  of  Municipal  Reform,  would 
pause  before  they  created  in  this  Bill  a 
change  which  must  of  necessity  produce 
heartburning  and  dissatisfaction,  and 
which  would  make  it  in  its  year  of 
probation  imperfect  in  itself,  and  unpo- 
pular and  inoperative  in  its  consequences. 
It  "was  quite  time,  as  had  been  re- 
marked by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  that  in  the 
first  Reform  Bill  which  was  sent  up  by 
that  House  to  the  House  of  Lords,  power 
was  given  to  the  Crown  to  stake  out  the 
boundaries  of  the  different  boroughs  which 
it  called  into  Parliamentary  existence,  but 
kis  right  hon.  Friend  would  also  recollect 
that  a  proviso  had  been  introduced  into 
that  Bill  to  prevent  it  from  coming  into  ope- 
ration, in  case  of  a  dissolution  taking  place 
before  it  was  passed.  To  meet  a  difficulty 
which  could  not  arise  in  the  present  case, 
that  proviso  had  been  introduced;  but 
though  there  was  good  reason  for  intro- 
ducing a  proviso  of  that  kind  into  the 
Reform  Act,  there  was  no  reason  at  all  for 
introducing  it  into  the  present  measure. 
Therighthon.  Gentleman  concluded  hisob- 
servations  by  announcing  his  intention  to 
support  the  Bill  as  it  stood  at  present. 

Mr.  GoulSum  said,  he  should  follow 
the  example  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  who 
spoke  last,  and  introduce  nothing  of  a 
personal  nature  into  this  discussion.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  (John 
Russell),  that  this  was  merely  a  question 
of  convenience.  It  involved  a  principle — 
and  a  principle,  too,  of  the  highest  im- 
portance. The  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
g^ve  to  the  Municipal  Council  a  power 
of  taxation,  and  then  it  gave  to  the 
Crown  the  power  of  saying  upon  what 
persons  that  tax  was  to  fall.  This  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  giving  Go- 
vernment the  power  of  saying  what 
district  should  be  taxed.  He  must  pro- 
test against  a  course  so  utterly  unconsti- 
tutional. They  were  lold  by  bis  right  hon. 


Friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
that  the  Reform  Bill  was  a  more  extensive 
and  a  more  important  measure  than  the 
present,  and  that  in  a  measure  where  the 
Question  was  to  settle  and  extend  the 
right  of  Parliamentary  Representation  the 
same  degree  of  jealousy,  and  the  same 
extent  of  precaution  was  not  required.  No 
man  was  less  disposed  than  he  was  to 
undervalue  the  right  of  representation. 
The  Members  of  a  Reformed  Parliament 
should  recollect  that  they  had  no  more 
important  right  to  exercise  than  that  of 
watching  over  and  checking  the  taxation  of 
their  constituents.  They  were  told  no  great 
inconvenience  could  arise,  as  the  boun- 
daries would  be  subject  to  the  future  re- 
vision of  Parliament.  He  did  not  expect 
to  hear  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
say  in  that  House  that  it  was  indifferent 
where,  or  upon  what  parties,  or  to  what 
extent,  taxes  were  imposed,  provided  their 
imposition  was  accompanied  with  a  power 
of  future  application  to  Parliament.  This 
was  the  first  time  he  ever  heard  such  a 
principle  laid  down.  They  were  told  that 
the  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  involve 
the  Corporations  in  dissension,  and  that 
the  greatest  inconveniences  would  arise. 
The  course  proposed  in  the  Bill  would 
more  certainly  lead  to  these  consequences. 
Nothing  could  tend  so  effectually  to  pro- 
duce discontent  and  heartburnings.  Was 
it  to  be  supposed  that  surrounding  dis- 
tricts proposed  to  be  included  in  this  Bill 
for  municipal  purposes  would  not  be  dis- 
contented at  having  taxes  imposed  upon 
them  without  their  consent?  Would  it 
prevent  heartburnings  and  discontent  to 
tell  them  that  a  power  was  reserved  to 
them  of  future  application  to  Parliament. 
But,  said  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  we  have 
all  the  facts  connected  with  the  boundaries 
before  us.  They  are  in  a  state  of  readi- 
ness for  immediate  application.  If  such 
was  the  case,  why  not  act  upon  them  im- 
mediately ?  Why  not  appoint  some  one 
or  more  Gentlemen,  competent  to  the  task, 
to  look  over  and  arrange  these  facts  ?  It 
could  not  be  difficult,  and  might  be  com- 
pleted before  the  Bill  passed.  A  Com- 
mission, they  were  told,  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  settle  the  boundaries.  As  the 
Bill  was  to  come  into  operation  by  the  1st 
of  October,  a  Commission  would  scarcely 
be  able  to  close  their  labours  by  that  time. 
Looking  at  the  principle  of  taxation  in- 
volved in  this  part  of  the  Bill,  the  un- 
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constitutioDal  power  it  gave  to  the  Govern- 
ment, the  confusion  and  inconvenience  it 
must  necessarily  give  rise  to,  he  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Comniittee  to  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  0*Connell  congratulated  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
upon  his  great  constitutional  anxiety. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  exceed- 
ingly anxious  that  the  people  should 
not  be  taxed  without  being  represented. 
The  present  Bill,  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemauy  extends  taxation.  If  it  extended 
taxation,  it  extended  representation  also. 
If  the  people  were  to  be  taxed,  by  whom 
,  were  they  to  be  taxed  ? — by  their  Repre- 
sentatives. So  that  after  all,  the  Bill  ex- 
tended the  constitutional  principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  anxious 
not  to  have  abridged.  The  people  could 
not  be  taxed  except  by  their  Representa- 
tives! and  being  taxed,  what  were  they 
taxed  for  ? — for  remote  objects — for  objects 
foreign  to  their  interest  —  for  objects 
abroad  ?  No :  for  their  own  local  purposes 
— for  their  own  local  benefit  and  advantage. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  submitted  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  his  constitutional 
anxiety  might  be  fully  satisfied  with  that. 
The  House,  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  Arundel)  had 
got  rid  of  the  delay  which  would  have 
arisen  from  the  adoption  of  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (the  Member 
for  Tamworth) ;  but  were  there  not  other 
difBculties  to  contend  against  ?  The  noble 
Lord  (the  Member  for  Arundel)  said,  he 
had  full  confidence  in  the  present  Ministry ; 
if  that  were  the  case,  he  implored  the 
noble  Lord  to  show  it.  Ministers  could 
have  no  sinister  motive  in  the  provision 
which  they  proposed  to  carry.  The  noble 
Lord  by  persisting  in  his  Motion  would 
only  be  exciting  a  want  of  contidence  in 
them  that  would  be  warranted  only  by 
their  doing  wrong.  The  Bill  was  entitled 
''  A  Bill  for  the  Reform  of  Corporate 
Abuses."  The  effect  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment  would  be  to  confine  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  the  old  municipal 
limits  of  every  borough.  How  would  that 
operate?  The  Reform  would  extend  to 
No.  16  in  a  street,  but  would  not  reach 
No.  1 7 ;  it  would  include  one  side  of  a 
street — it  would  leave  the  other  untouched. 
Could  anything  be  more  absurd  ?  The 
noble  Lord,  he  believed,  was  not  a  bit-by- 
bit  Reformer;  yet  the  proposition  he  then 
made  was  of  the  worst  species  of  bit-by- 


bit  Reform:  it  would  reform  one  hou^e 
without  reforming  the  next ;  it  would  re- 
form one  side  of  a  street  without  reforming 
the  other.  He  (Mr.  0*ConnelI)  thought, 
that  the  boundaries  prescribed  by  the  Bill 
should  stand  for  ever,  unless  they  were 
petitioned  against  within  the  first  six 
weeks  of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
So  many  dry-nurses  presented  themselves 
to  support  and  cherish  the  Bill  in  the 
second  reading,  that  he  was  afraid  it  would 
be  smothered  with  kindness  in  Committee* 
He  trusted  it  would  escape  such  a  fate ; 
and  he  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord, 
being  a  sincere  Reformer,  would  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  division.  If 
the  noble  Lord  should  do  so,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  meet  this  first  check  to 
the  Bill  by  a  triumphant  majority. 

Sir  Oeorge  Clerk  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  very  apprehensive  that  if 
the  Amendment  were  carried^  the  Bill 
would  be  ruined,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  refer  to  the  Scotch 
Municipal  Corporation  Reform  Bill,  which 
was  framed  upon  the  principle  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Arundel 
(Lord  Dudley  Stuart)  and  was  nevertheless 
approved  of  by  all  parties.  Some  objec- 
tion arose  from  many  of  the  towns  having 
greatly  increased  in  size,  and  that  there 
were  parishes  and  towns  beyond  the 
bounds  of  the  Municipal  Corporations. 
But  the  hon.  Member  thought  that  the 
parishes  at  present  beyond  the  boundaries 
would  be  very  anxious  to  be  included  in 
the  limits.  He  said,  "  to  be  sure,  they  are 
taxed,  but  by  their  own  Repiesentativea.*' 
He  believed  that  if  the  choice  were  given 
them,  to  be  taxed  by  their  Representatives, 
or  remain  unrepresented,  without  taxation, 
they  would  be  inclined  to  choose  the 
latter.  In  regard  to  some  of  the  large 
towns  it  was  generally  supposed  that 
Commissioners  were  to  be  sent  to  inquire 
into  the  practicability  of  an  extension  of 
bounds.  He  believed  no  measure  would 
meet  with  greater  opposition.  Either 
Government  had  the  materials  of  infor- 
mation before  them,  or  they  had  not :  if 
they  had,  why  were  they  not  prepared  ? 
[Lord  John  Russell :  "We  have  not."] 
The  noble  Lord  said  not:  then  they 
were  to  issue  a  Commission  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  ascertaining.  Now  he  would  ask 
the  House,  whether,  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  in  the  course  of  six  weeks  or  two 
months,  whether  any  Commissioners  could 
fix  Uiose  boundaries  ia  time  for  the  Bill 
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to  come  into  operation  by  October  next  ? 
[Lord  John  Russell:  "The  last  day  of 
October."]  Very  well,  but  the  list  must 
be  made  up  by  the  last  day  of  August. 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether, 
after  issuing  the  Commission,  he  could 
expect  any  Report  to  the  Privy  Council 
before  that  period,  and  therefore  to  pre- 
sent the  extreme  confusion  that  would 
arise  hora  such  a  course,  he  would  vote 
for  the  Amendment-  of  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Member  for  Arundel).) 

Lord  Dudley  Stuart  replied,  amidst 
cries  of  •♦Divider  and  ♦'Withdraw!" 
He  was  understood  to  say,  that  when  he 
saw  who  were  the  Gentlemen  that  now 
stood  forward  as  the  champions  of  the 
Crown  ;--»when  he  beheld  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department) 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (the  Member  for 
Nottingham)  the  right  hon.  (the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer)  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin,  stand  up  for 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  —he  could 
not  refrain  from  expressing  his  astonish-* 
ment.  He  thought  it  a  blot  upon  this 
otherwise  admirable  Corporation  Reform 
Bill  to  introduce  into  it  so  unconstitutional 
a  principle  as  that  which  this  clause  con* 
tained.  He  could  not  assent  to  the  pro- 
position made  to  him  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, be  must  persist  in  carrying  his 
Amendment  to  a  division. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
Motion:  Ayes  279;  Noes  192---Ma- 
jority  87. 

Clause  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  6th.— Occupiers  of  houses  and 
shops,  rated  in  three  years  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor, entitled  to  be  burgesses  if  resident 
within  seven  miles. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  clause, 
as  it  now  stood,  required  that  a  person  pay 
all  his  rates  within  six  months  previous 
to  the  revision  of  the  burgess  roll,  but  as 
no  certain  day  was  fixed  for  the  revision 
of  the  burgess  roll,  a  person  might  by 
some  accident  lose  his  franchise;  he 
therefore  would  propose  that  a  person 
should  be  entitled  to  be  a  burgess  on 
paying  up  all  his  rates,  except  those  due 
within  six  months  previous  to  the  last  day 
of  August.  The  Amended  Clause  would 
place  persons  in  this  situation — that  they 
must  have  occupied  premises  In  the 
borough  two  years  and  ten  months  before 
the  day  of  the  revision  of  the  burgess 


The  Chairman  read  the  Clause. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  in  his  opmion  the 
effect  of  the  clause,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
would  be,  that  any  person  occupying  a 
warehouse,  shop,  or  premises  to  any  extent 
whatever,  withm  the  borough,  whatever 
his  amount  of  rating  might  be,  or  whatever 
his  circumstances  —  whether  he  were  a 
bachelor  having  a  lodging  of  his  own 
private  occupation, or  amarried  man  residing 
with  his  family  within  seven  miles  of  the 
borough — would  be  entirely  and  wholly 
disqualified  from  voting.  The  wording  of 
the  Clause  was  extremely  limited ;  it 
merely  provided  **  that  any  person  who 
on  the  last  day  of  August  in  any  year, 
should  have  been  an  inhabitant  house- 
holder within  any  borough,  or  within  seven 
miles  thereof,  and  should  have  occupied 
any  house,  warehouse,  counting-house,  or 
shop.''  The  objection  would  have  been 
removed  if  the  Clause  contained  the  words 
"  or  other  buildings,"  which  were  entirely 
omitted,  and  the  insertion  of  which  he 
conceived  would  obviate  the  objection  to 
which  he  had  directed  the  attention  of  the 
Committee. 
-    The  original  Clause  was  negatived* 

On  the  Amended  Clause  proposed  by 
Lord  John  Russell  being  put* 

Lord  Stanleff  said,  that  he  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  an  amend- 
ment in  that  place,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
opposing  the  proposition  made  by  his 
Majesty's  Government,  but  with  the  view 
of  effecting  the  object  they  professed  their 
anxiety  to  attain.  He  did  not  quarrel 
with  the  proposition  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  that  three  years'  continuous  occu- 
pancy should  be  one  of  the  tests  which 
should  entitle  a  man  to  the  municipal 
franchise ;  it  was  only  with  the  view  of 
more  strongly  ensuring  that  three  years* 
continuous  occupancy,  that  he  now  rose 
to  propose  an  amendment  to  what  he 
almost  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  not 
object.  The  insertion  of  the  words  ^'  of 
the  whole  of,"  had  certainly  removed  some 
ambiguity  which  he  felt  persuaded  the 
Clause,  in  its  original  shape,  contained ; 
but  a  continuous  occupancy  for  three 
years  was  not  yet  provided  for.  It  was 
quite  clear,  that  by  the  Bill,  even  as  it  was 
now  altered,  a  person  occupying,  during 
the  whole  of  1833,  the  whole  of  1834, 
and  up  to  the  end  of  August,  1835 — a 
period  of  very  little  more  than  two  years 
and  a  half-^would  be  entitled  to  the 
dective  franohiie.  Tbo  wordi  he  propote4 


1037         Carporatian  Reform.        (June  32}         Corporation  Rtform.         1038 


to  insert,  really  with  the  bond  fide  object 
he  had  already  stated,  were  these — after 
the  words  **  within  such  boroughs,"—"  for 
the  space  of  three  entire  years  then 
next  preceding.^ 

Sir  IRoheti  Peel  did  not  complain  of  the 
noble  Lord  substituting  one  clause  for 
another:  he  merely  mentioned  the  fact 
as  an  excuse  for  any  want  of  readiness  in 
the  objections  that  mightbe  urged,  because 
it  really  was  Tery  difficult  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  accommodate  their  amendments  to 
a  clause  which  he  had  read  a  minute 
before  for  the  first  time.  He  understood 
the  noble  Lord's  amendment  to  extend  to 
"  any  house,  warehouse,  counting-house, 
or  shop/*  Now,  in  the  first  place,  be 
wished  to  put  the  case  of  a  wharf,  a  wharf 
might  be  rated  at  a  very  large  sum,  and 
its  proprietor  might  reside  within  seven 
miles  of  the  borough,  and  yet  he,  although 
in  every  other  respect  one  of  the  descrip- 
tion of  persons  which  the  noble  Lord 
wished  to  enfranchise,  would  be  deprived 
of  the  privilege  because  he  would  not  come 
within  the  precise  definition  selected  by 
the  noble  Lord.  Again,  let  them  take 
the  case  of  an  office — a  solicitor's  office 
for  instance.  He  did  not  think  the  words, 
^'  house,  warehouse,  counting-house,  or 
shop,''  would  include  even  the  proprietor 
of  this  class  of  tenements.  He  therefore 
begged  to  suggest  the  introduction  of  the 
words  "  office  or  wharf,''  after  the  word 
"  shop" 

Mr.  Bonham  Carter  understood  the 
wish  and  intention  of  his  noble  Friend  to 
be,  to  confer  the  right  of  voting  on  any 
person  possessing  rateable  property  within 
the  borough.  Without  confining  himself 
at  the  present  moment  to  the  precise 
words  of  any  definite  amendment,  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  suggesting 
that  including  all  persons  who  should 
occupy  any  lands,  tenements,  or  heredita- 
ments within  the  borough,  ofsuch  a  nature 
as  would  be  rated  to  the  poor,  would  have 
the  desired  effect. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  might,  perhaps,  not 
get  credit  with  some  portion  of  the  House 
for  a  desire  to  render  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  as  efficient  as  possible.  This,  how- 
ever, was  the  motive  by  which  he  was 
actuated,  and  with  this  object  in  view,  he 
must  say  that  he  thought  the  adoption  of 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  would  be  productive 
of  very  great  abuses.     Take  the  case  of  a 

mwa  owning  boasea  in  a  Tillage  within 


five  miles  of  the  borough,  and  five  acres 
of  land  within  it.  It  was  quite  clear  that 
he  might  qualify  all  the  resident  house- 
holders in  the  vlljage  to  vote  for  the 
borough,  by  giving  them  a  nominal  interest 
in  the  land.  He  thought  they  ought  to 
admit  land  to  some  extent,  but  certainly 
not  to  an  extent  so  liable  to  abuse. 

Lord  John  Russell  concurred  in  the 
objection  urged  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  (Mr.  Bonham  Carter).  The 
introduction  of  the  word  "  land  "  would 
be  liable  to  the  abuse  adverted  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  while  the  insertion  of 
the  word  "  tenement'*  would  admit  every 
place  that  was  rated,  even  at  the  lowest 
possible  amount,  and  thereby  intrust  the 
franchise  to  a  class  of  persons  who  might 
not  exercise  it  in  the  manner  contemplated 
by  the  Bill.  He  saw  no  objection  to  the 
introduction  of  the  words  "  office  or  wharf,'* 
but  as  there  were  several  other  descriptions 
of  property  to  which  the  same  argument 
might  apply,  such  as  mills,  farm-houses, 
distilleries,  or  brewhouses,  and  as  he  was 
not  desirous  to  exclude  one  description  of 
property  while  he  specified  another,  he 
would,  with  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee, take  time  to  consider  the  form  in 
which  it  would  be  desirable  to  word  the 
Clause. 

Mr,  Hardy  proposed,  with  the  view  of 
guarding  against  the  occurrence  of  the  case 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Memberfor  Tamworth,  that  land,  to  confera 
qualification,  should  be  required  to  be  rated 
to  a  certain  amount^^no  matter  to  what 
amount — whether  it  was  2^.  6d,  or  5«.,  or 
any  other  sum,  so  long  as  it  was  something 
beyond  the  amount  at  which  land,  sub- 
divided for  the  mere  purpose  of  creating 
votes,  could  be  rated.  As  he  understood 
the  object  of  the  clause  to  be  to  require  a 
bond  fide  residence  of  three  years,  and  as 
he  thought  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Lancashire  (Lord 
Stanley)  was  calculated  to  further  that 
object,  he  felt  inclined  to  support  the 
noble  Lord's  amendment. 

Sir  Samuel  Whalley  opposed  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Lancashire;  the  effect  of  which,  in  the 
event  of  its  being  carried,  would  be  to 
disqualify  every  man  who  might  chance  to 
have  occupied  one  house  continuously  for 
two  years  and  eleven  months;  and  to 
require,  in  fact,  a  residence  of  three  years 
and  eleien  months  as  to  the  qualification^ 
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As  quarter-day  was  the  usual  period  for 
making  a  change  of  residence,  and  as 
.  Michaelmas-day  occurred  in  September,  he 
thought  the  substituting  the  last  day  of 
September  for  the  la^day  of  August,  (the 
period  at  present  fixed  by  the  Bill)  would 
be  very  desirable,  and  calculated  to  re- 
move the  objections  which  had  been 
urged. 

The  Aitometf'General  expressed  his 
opinion  that  all  ambiguity  was  removed  by 
the  introduction  of  the  words  **  from  the 
first  day  of  January  in  the  yearof  our  Lord 
•— ,"  which  would  prevent  any  man 
from  voting  at  the  annual  elections  unless 
he  had  occupied  the  same  house  for  two 
years  and  ten  months  previously.  This 
was  the  very  shortest  period  of  occupancy 
permitted  as  a  qualification  by  the  Bill, 
while  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Lancashire,  would  make  it 
three  years  and  ten  months. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  inquired  whether  a 
person,  being  on  the  burgess  roll,  and 
afterwards  ceasing  to  reside,  would  not  be 
entitled  to  vote  in  the  interval  ? 

The  Attorney  ^General  replied,  that  the 
case  was  not  very  likely  to  arise,  inasmuch 
as  the  annual  elections,  unlike  the  elections 
for  Members  of  Parliament,  would  take 
place  very  shortly  after  the  registration. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  repeated  his  objection, 
and  expressed  his  opinion  that  in  such  a 
case  a  man  would  be  considered  as  en- 
titled to  vote. 

Mr.  Divett  submitted  that  the  amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice  was 
one  which  ought  to  be  put  before  that  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lancashire. 
He  entreated  the  Committee  to  suppose 
a  case  in  which  considerable  excitement 
and  party  spirit  prevailed.  In  such  a  case 
a  man  might  be  called  upon  to  prove  his 
rating  for  three  years,  and  to  produce  the 
necessary  vouchers,  which  it  would  be  al- 
most impossible  for  him  to  do.  The  efiect 
of  the  clause,  in  its  present  shape,  would 
actually  be  to  disfranchise  a  large  number 
of  persons ;  and  with  the  view  of  prevent- 
ing such  a  result,  it  was  his  intention  to 
propose  an  amendment,  to  the  efiect  that 
the  proof  of  one  year's  rating  should  be 
considered  sufficient. 

The  Amendment  moved  by  Lord  Stanley 
was  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Warburton  supported  the  Motion 
of  the  bon.  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr. 
Divett)  and  objected  to  that  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire,  on  the 


ground  that  the  latter  would  require  a 
continuous  occupancy  of  three  years  and 
ten  months. 

Mr.  Robinson  expressed  his  opinion  that 
a  continuous  occupancy  for  two  years 
would  be  sufficient  for  every  purpose  that 
could  be  required. 

Mr.  Grote  felt  strongly  disposed  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  announced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Exeter.  Under  the  bill 
in  its  present  shape,  a  man  who  omitted 
his  rating  for  a  single  quarter  would  be 
bound  to  begin  his  three  years'  qualifica- 
tion over  again,  however  much  of  the 
time  might  have  expired,  and  all  his  pre- 
vious occupancy  would  count  for  nothing. 
As  the  making  an  occupancy  of  three  years 
the  test  of  qualification  would  have  the 
efiect  of  excluding  a  very  important  and 
unexceptionable  class  of  persons,  he  cer- 
tainly preferred  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Worcester  which  substi- 
tuted two  years  instead  of  three. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  his  only  ob- 
ject was  to  ensure  a  continuous  occupancy 
for  three  years,  which  he  understood  to  be 
the  bon/ijide  and  original  intention  of  the 
Bill.  He  did  not  thing  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lancashire  would  have  the  efiect  of  ex- 
tending the  period ;  and  he  should  there- 
fore vote  in  favour  of  his  proposition. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  under  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lancashire  the  period  of  occu- 
pancy could  never  be  less  than  three  years, 
and  might  be  four.  The  objection  urged 
by  the  hon  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Grote)  was  provided  against  by 
another  Clause  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Stanley  repeated,  that  his  only 
desire  was  to  do  that  which  he  understood 
to  be  the  object  of  the  Government,  and 
to  fix  a  period  of  three  years'  residence  as 
the  minimum.  More  than  this  he  did  not 
seek  to  obtain ;  less  than  this  he  certainly 
should  not  rest  satisfied  with.  He  had 
heard  no  reason  stated  by  his  noble  Friend 
for  not  acceding  to  the  proposition  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mary-la-bonne, 
to  Gx  the  last  day  of  September  instead  of 
the  last  day  of  August.  The  adoption  of 
that  Amendment  conjointly  with  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  he  proposed,  would  re- 
quire a  residence  of  only  three  years  and 
two  or  three  days  from  persons  entering  a 
house  at' the  period  at  which  tenancies 
usually  commenced.  If  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Mary-la-bonne,  and  if 
the  feeling  of  the  Committee  were  against 
his  (Lord  Stanley's)  Motion,  he  would  not 
give  them  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  thought  it  hard  that 
persons  should  require  to  be  inhabitants 
of  a  town  for  three  whole  years  before 
they  acquired  the  rights  of  citizens. 

The  At torruy- General  said,  that  the 
arguments  brought  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Stanley)  against  the  period  stated  in  the 
Clause  would  apply  to  any  other  period 
that  might  be  fixed  ;  because  even  if  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mary- 
la- bonne  were  adopted,  a  person  taking 
possession  at  the  term  immediately  follow- 
ing the  month  of  September  would  neces- 
sarily be  three  years  and  nine  months  in 
possession  before  he  became  entitled  to  the 
franchise. 

Mr.  Aglianhy  would  oppose  the  Clause 
as  it  now  stood,  because  he  thought  three 
years  and  seven  months  a  great  deal  too 
long  a  period  for  a  man  to  be  deprived  of 
his  vote. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  that  he  had  thought 
the  meaning  of  the  Clause  was  intended 
to  be,  that  three  years  was  the  maximum 
period  during  which  a  man  should  be  de- 
prived of  his  franchise;  but  finding  that 
not  to  be  the  case,  and  having  heard  the 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter,  he  felt  in- 
clined to  support  that  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  two  years'  residence 
quite  sufficient.  He  hoped  that  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  difference  upon 
this  point,  but  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
consent  to  take  a  medium  period  of  two 
years. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  he  was  unwilling  to 
give  the  House  the  trouble  of  dividing  if  it 
were  considered  unnecessary  to  do  so. 
He  ahoutd,  therefore,  like  to  know  what 
the  noble  Lord's  intentions  were  before  he 
came  to  a  determination  how  he  should 
dispose  of  his  Amendment.  He  should 
like  to  be  informed  whether  it  was  the  de- 
termination of  the  noble  Lord  to  resist  any 
further  diminution  of  the  term. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  had  heard 
no  reasons  why  he  should  depart  from  the 
course  which  he  had  laid  down  for  him- 
self. He  should  therefore  resist  any  dimi- 
nution of  the  term  as  laid  down  in  the 
Bill. 

lx)rd  Stanley,  that  being  the  case,  would 
not  give  the  House  the  trouble  to  divide. 


The  noble  Lord's  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  Divett  then  moved  that  the  words 
**  during  that  year  and  the  two  preceding 
years"  be  omitted,  for  the  purpose  of  in* 
serting  the  words  ^  for  the  space  of  twelve 
months    preceding." 

Mr.  Hutt  supported  the  Amendment. 
He  saw  no  reasons  why  persons  qualified 
to  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament  should 
not  be  entitled  to  vote  in  boroughs.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Exeter  would  persevere  in  his  Motion. 

Viscount  Hawick  hoped  the  House 
would  indulge  him  for  one  moment,  while 
he  endeavoured  to  bring  them  back  to 
what  he  considered  the  real  Question  be- 
fore them.  It  had  been  said  by  several 
Gentlemen  that  the  effect  of  this  Clause 
would  be  to  disfranchise  considerable 
numbers  of  persons.  Now,  he  conceived 
that  in  this  there  was  a  considerable  mis- 
take. It  could  hardly  be  said  that  they 
disfranchised  those  persons,  when  the  real 
fact  was,  that  they  did  not  propose  to  ex- 
tend the  franchise  to  them.  The  only 
question  before  the  House  was,  whether 
they  were  to  extend  the  enfranchisement 
to  a  greater  or  less  number.  In  his  opin- 
ion, there  ought  to  be  such  a  length  of 
residence  to  entitle  a  man  to  a  vote  as 
to  show  that  he  was  a  permanent  re- 
sident, and  had  a  permanent  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  the  borough.  It  ought 
likewise  to  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that,  by  the  old  system,  birth,  or  a 
servitude  of  seven  years  entitled  a  person 
to  the  freedom  of  a  borough.  That  sys- 
tem was  to  be  done  away  because  it  in 
fact  gave  those  a  power  over  the  town 
who  did  not  live  in  it.  The  hon.  Member's 
Amendment  would  to  a  degree  revive 
some  thing  of  that  kind,  for  it  would  enable 
those  who  had  only  temporary  interests  in 
a  town  to  impose  permanent  burdens  up- 
on the  inhabitants,  was  that  proper? 
His  impceiskm  was  that  the  Clause  ought 
to  remain  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  though  the  noble 
Lord  had  spoken  correctly  of  the  modern 
svstem  practised  in  boroughs^  he  had  not 
alluded  to  the  original  Saxon  system, 
which  was  quite  different.  He  contended 
that  ancient  authority  and  modem  ex- 
perience were  in  favour  of  the  expediency 
of  the  hon.  Member^s  Amendment 

Mr.  Pease  could  see  no  reason  why 
greater  security  should  be  taken  from  the 
people  of  England  than  from  those  of 
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Scotland  y  from  whom  such  long  residence 
was  not  reqaijred  as  was  proposed  by  this 
Clause.  He  woald,  therefore,  support  the 
amendment. 

The  House  divided,  on  the  amendment. 
Ayes   97 ;    Noes  321  ;     Majority  224. 


Liit 

Aglionbjy  H«  A. 
Attwood,  T. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Biddulph,  R. 
Butler,  Colonel 
Bowring,  J. 
Burden,  W. 
Boiler,  C. 
BrothertoD,  J. 
Beauclere,  Major 
Buckingham,  J. 
Baines,  £. 
BrabazoD,  Sir  W. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Blackburn,  J. 
Clay,  W. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Cave,  Otway 
Carter,  B. 
Crawford,  W. 
Chichester,  J,  P.  B 
Crawley,  S. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  J.  C. 
Dennistoun,  A. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Etwall,  R. 
Ewart,  W. 
Evans,  G. 
Field  en,  J. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzsimon,  C 
Orote,  O, 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gillon,  W.  D 
Gully,  J. 
Hume,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hindley,  C. 
Holland,  £. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jerris,  J. 
Kemp,  T.  R* 
Lee  J.  Lee 
Leader,  J.  T. 


of  the  Ayes 

Lister,  E.  C. 
M'Leod,  R. 
Maisball,  W. 
M airland,  H. 
Moleswortb,  Sir  W, 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Dwyer,  A.  C. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Brien,  W.  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Pattison,  J. 
Palmer,  General 
Parrott,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Pryme,  G. 
Power,  P. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rooayne,  D. 
Rippon,  C. 
Ruthven,  E.  S. 
Ruthven,  £. 
Roche,  W. 
Roche,  D. 
Rundle,  J« 
Scholefield,  J. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Shell,  R. 
Speirs,  A.  G. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Tancred,  H.  G. 
Tooke,  W. 
Trelawncy,  Sir  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Warburton,  H. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wilks,  J. 
Wason,  R. 
Westenra 
Wallace,  Wj 
Wemyss,  Captain 

Teller. 
Divett,  E. 

Mr.  Brotherton  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House* 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  if  the  debate 
were  to  be  adjourned  at  so  early  an  hour 
as  this  (half-past  twelve)  every  night,  the 
aession  would  be  interminable.  This  Bill, 
in  fact|  mvQlvcd  the  consideratioa  of  150 


Acts  of  Parliament,  and  there  were  manv 
very  serious  objections  made  to  it.  if, 
therefore.  Members  were  not  prepared  to 
discuss  the  subject  fairly  and  fully,  he  had 
no  hesitation  m  saying,  that  they  would 
be  neither  doing  justice  to  the  parties 
whose  interests  were  at  stake,  nor  to  the 
character  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Brotherton  said,  that  he  bad  been 
urged  by  several  hon.  Members  to  move 
the  adjournment,  but  had  no  objection  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  if  that  were  the  wish 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  Jervis  proposed  an  Amendment  to 
the  clause  to  the  effect  (as  we  understood) 
that  persons  who  were  carrying  on  buri- 
ness  in  a  place  should  be  entitled  to  vote, 
even  if  they  did  not  live  within  seven 
miles  of  the  town.  He  thought  it  a  hard 
case  that  persons  having  a  large  stake  in  a 
place  should,  in  such  circumstances,  be 
deprived  of  the  franchise. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  adopted,  any  person,  whether  he 
remained  in  the  borough  or  not — a  lodger 
or  servant  who  chose  to  be  rated — might 
claim  the  right  of  voting.  He  was  satis- 
fied the  Clause  went  far  enough. 

Mr.  Pease  remarked,  that  many  persons 
who  resided  within  seven  miles  of  a  town, 
who  had  manufactories  or  warehouses  in 
it,  would  be  deprived  of  their  votes  if  the 
Amendment  were  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hesheth  Fleetwood  supported  the 
Amendmentof  thehon.  Member  for  Ches- 
ter, as  he  was  aware  that  confining  the 
franchise  to  residents  would  disfranchise 
many  most  respectable  persons  who, 
though  not  resident  householders,  still 
possessed  extensive  premises  in  towns,  and 
paid  considerable  sums  in  the  way  of  local 
taxation.  This  he  knew  to  be  particularly 
the  case  in  Preston. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  sufficiently  adverted  to  the  main 
feature  of  the  proposition  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester.  In  large  towns, 
where  there  were  several  persons  in  one 
firm,  it  was  usual  for  the  senior  partner  to 
retire  from  the  business,  leaving  his  eldest 
son  in  his  stead,  but  still  havinp^  his  name 
in  the  firm,  and  the  rates  bemg  paid  in 
his  name.  The  son  continued  to  reside  in 
his  father's  house  as  part  of  bis  family,  till 
he  married  and  formed  a  separate  estab- 
lishment, yet  this  highly  respectable  class 
of  persons  would  be  disfranchised  by  the 
Clftuse  as  it  now  stood.    This  was  a  stato 
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of  things  of  very  common  and  general  oc- 
currenee.  At  Manchester,  where  he  had 
been  a  great  deal,  there  would  be  a  very 
large  number  of  persons  shut  out  from  the 
benefits  of  this  important  Bill,  if  the  noble 
Lord  persisted  in  his  Resolution  not  to  alter 
the  Clause.  He  did  not  support  this  Amend- 
ment in  a  spirit  hostile  to  the  measure. 
The  country  owed  a  great  deal  to  the  Go- 
▼emment  for  having  introduced  the  Bill, 
and  for  the  last  100  years,  a  more  import- 
ant boon  had  never  been  conferred  by  aoy 
Government,  the  Reform  Bill  excepted. 

The  Attomey-Oeneral  said,  that  al- 
though many  persons  of  great  respecta- 
bility would  not  enjoy  the  elective  fran- 
chise under  this  Bill,  that  was  a  circum- 
stance which  could  not  be  guarded  against 
without  opening  the  door  to  very  serious 
evils.  A  lodger,  though  he  might  have 
resided  in  the  town  for  twenty  years,  with 
10,000/.  in  the  funds,  would  never  have 
the  franchise,  because,  if  he  were  admitted, 
persons  of  the  same  class  could  not  be  kept 
out.  They  must  look  to  the  consequences 
that  would  follow  the  alteration  of  this 
Clause.  All  servants,  all  mechanics,  all 
journeymen,  would  have  a  right  to  the 
elective  franchise.  Other  mischiefs,  too, 
might  follow.  The  mayor  of  the  town 
might  have  a  large  number  of  workmen, 
and  he  might  be  inclined  to  let  a  house  to 
them,  even  if  they  were  fifty;  they  would 
pay  the  rates,  and  thus  all  these  persons 
might  be  put  upon  the  burgess  roll.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  purity  and  re- 
spectability of  the  constituency  would  be 
much  injured  by  this  Amendment,  and 
he  should  consequently  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  said  that,  notwith-* 
standing  the  objection  made  by  the  learned 
Attorney-General,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment,  for  he  knew  many  instances 
where  persons  would  be  disfranchised  if 
the  clause  was  left  unaltered.  He  was 
himself  one  of  those  individuals,  and  he 
should  certainly  feel  considerably  ag- 
grieved by  being  kept  out  of  political  ex- 
istence. This  would  be  very  generally  the 
case  in  many  large  manufacturing  towns, 
and  particularly  in  the  City  of  London, 
>  Persons  living  out  of  town  but  paying 
rates  in  respect  of  property  of  many 
thousands-a-year  would  have  no  voice  in 
'  the  management  of  the  revenues  to  which 
they  so  largely  contributed. 

Mr.  Roebuck  was  understood  to  say, 
that  it  was  not  the  poor,  but  the  rich,  wlio 

iroold  be  injured  by  this  Clawe.  Ft^bably 


it  would  make  the  rich  reside  more  where 
their  place  of  business  was,  and  he  should 
support  the  Clause. 

Mr.  Tooke  remarked,  that  nothing  was 
so  dangerous  to  argument  as  a  reference 
to  individual  cases,  and,  much  as  he 
regretted  the  disfranchisement  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Manchester,  he 
thought  it  safer  to  abide  by  the  clause  as 
it  stood. 

Mr.  Hesketh  Fleetwood  contended,  that 
although  the  old  borough  qualification 
might  be  a  good  priaciple  to  lay  down, 
still  it  would  be  better  to  improve  that 
principle,  and  this  he  conceived  would 
oe  effected  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chester.  The  confining  the 
electoral  franchise  to  householders  would 
disfranchise  many  persons  of  high  respec- 
tability at  Preston,  who,  though  not  resi- 
dent householders,  were  rateable  as  pro- 
prietors of  valuable  premises  there.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  it  was  not  fair  to- 
wards such  persons  to  exclude  them  from 
the  franchise  because  they  had  not  a  house 
within  the  borough. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that  if  these  words 
were  taken  out  of  the  Bill,  and  the  right 
of  voting  should  be  extended  to  (hose  who 
were  resident  within  a  certain  distance, 
the  objection  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  had  made  as  to  sur- 
rounding occupiers  struck  him  as  being  a 
very  forcible  one.  If  this  alteration  was 
adopted,  a  wharf,  for  instance,  might  have 
an  unlimited  number  of  joint  occupiers, 
and  a  borough  would  be  swamped  with 
the  greatest  ease.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  right  to  vote  should  only  be  ex- 
tended to  householders. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  contended,  that 
the  House  must  legislate  upon  general 
principles,  and  not  be  guided  by  cases 
of  exception.  He  thought  that  a  very 
small  number  of  persons  who  had  business 
in  town  resided  in  the  country.  The 
great  misfortune  in  the  Reform  Bill  was, 
that  the  Government  gave  way  too  much. 
He  hoped  that  the  present  Government 
would  not  fall  into  this  error,  but  would 
resist  all  Amendments  which  were  not 
conformable  to  the  general  spirit  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thom^m  argued  that  if 
householders  lived  within  seven  miles  of 
the  borough  they  would  have  a  right  to 
vote.  He  believed  the  cases  to  which  his 
hon.  colleague  had  referred  were  but  few 
in  nuoberi  and  tiiat  the  argument  of  thQ 
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Member  for  Bridport  was  a  very  strong 
one.  If  they  agreed  to  the  AmeDdment 
there  would  be  great  danger  from  fraud, 
and  the  disadvantages  which  would  result 
from  its  adoption  would  more  than  coun- 
terbalance any  good  that  could  be  pro- 
duced by  it 

Mr.  Pryme  wished  to  be  informed  whe- 
ther a  joint  occupier  would  be  in  the 
meaning  of  the  Act  an  inhabitant  house- 
holder. [Lord  John  Russell  was  understood 
to  answer  *•  Yes.'*] 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  it  was 
very  difficult  to  lay  down  any  arrange- 
ment that  would  not  include  some  cases  of 
hardship.  The  question  was,  what  general 
principle  was  the  best  to  adopt,  and  he 
concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  in  thinking 
that  inhabitancy  was  the  best  qualification 
for  the  franchise.  The  danger  from  evasion 
and  abuse  would  be  greatly  increased,  if 
the  hon.  Meaiber*s  Amendment  were  as- 
sented to,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  con- 
ceive any  means  of  averting  the  danger  of 
being  overpowered  with  which  a  consti- 
tuency would  be  threatened.  Entertaining 
these  opinions,  he  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  Jervis  consented  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Lord  Sandon  inquired  from  what  point 
the  seven  miles  mentioned  in  the  Clause 
were  to  be  measured,  and  what  standard 
of  distance  was  to  be  taken. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  that  was  a 
point  which  had  been  much  discussed  by 
the  Committee  on  the  Registration  Bill, 
and  he  should  therefore  prefer  reserving  his 
opinion  till  that  Committee  had  made  their 
Report. 

Mr.  Warhurton  remarked,  that  this  was 
a  point  on  which  contrary  decisions  had 
been  given  by  the  revising  Barristers.  In 
some  instances  it  was  decided  that  the 
seven  miles  should  be  the  distance  as  the 
crow  flies,  while  others  had  determined 
that  the  distance  should  be  measured  by 
the  nearest  way  of  access.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  the  Legislature  would  not  leave 
this  point  unsettled. 

The  Attorney -General  remarked,  that 
the  scale,  certainly  ought  to  be  uniform, 
and  he  was  inclined  to  take  the  standard 
as  the  crow  flies. 

Mr.  OouUntm  thought  the  seven  miles 
should  be  measured  from  the  extreme 
boundaries  of  the  Parliamentary  borough. 
In  the  Reform  Bill  thev  were  taken 
from  someplace  within  the  borough. 


Lord  John  Russell  intended  they  should 
be  measured  from  any  part  of  the  bo- 
rough. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  how  it  was  pos- 
sible to  determine  the  distance  of  seven 
miles  as  the  crow  flies,  unless  there  was 
first  pointed  out  some  spot  for  the  crow  to 
fly  from. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  said  before,  that 
he  had  rather  not  discuss  this  question 
now,  because  it  was  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Registration  Committee,  and 
till  they  had  made  their  Report  he  would 
not  propose  any  definite  plan. 

Sir  Robert  PeeZ suggested,  that  the  loo^ 
authorities  might  perambulate  the  bq- 
rough,  and  fix  upon  some  definite  spot 
from  which  the  distance  might  be  mea- 
sured. 

Mr.  Trar6ur/on  said,  the  distance  might 
be  measured  from  the  market-place  of  the 
borough. 

Mr.  Pryme  objected,  that  in  some 
boroughs  there  was  no  market  held^  and 
then  where  would  his  hon.  Friend  find  a 
market-place  ? 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  given  notice  of 
an  Amendment  in  which  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  concur.  He  wished  the 
payment  of  borough-rates  to  be  made 
necessary  to  the  completeness  of  the 
qualification. 

Lord  John  Russell  objected  to  that  pro- 
position, if  it  was  intended  to  make  the 
Borough-rate  payable  as  well  as  the  Poor- 
rate  before  the  title  to  qualification  could 
be  made  good  ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman meant  that  in  cases  where  there 
was  no  Poor-rate  the  payment  of  the 
Borough -rate  should  be  held  as  a  proof  of 
qualification,  the  proposition  assumed  a 
different  aspect.  He  should  certainly  ob- 
ject to  the  other  proposition,  as  it  would 
produce  great  inequality,  because  in  some 
boroughs  no  Borough-rate  at  all  was 
made. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  if  the 
Poor-law  Bill  reduced  the  Poor-rates^ 
which  he  believed  the  noble  Lord  expected 
it  would,  the  payment  that  would  be  made 
for  the  Poor-rate  would  be  exceedingly 
small.  The  noble  Lord  was  going  to 
put  all  parties  who  contributed  to  certain 
rates  on  the  same  footing,  and  he  really 
thought  theBorough-rate  ought  to  be  taken 
in  addition  to  the  Poor-rate.  Those  who 
paid  rates  for  the  relief  of  the  poor*  and 
contributed  to  Municipal  charges,  aiyi 
had  paid  up  all  their  arrears,  ought  to 
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be  the  persons  in  whom  the  control  of 
the  Municipal  expenditure  should  be 
Vested. 

Viscount  Howick  hoped,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  accede  to  the  Clause  as  it 
stood  to-night,  and  then  he  might  move  a 
separate  Clause  as  an  Amendment  to- 
morrow, on  which,  if  he  pleased^  he  might 
take  the  sense  of  the  House. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  his  proposition 
was,  that  if  a  Borough-rate  should  be  made 
by  the  council  after  the  Act  had  passed, 
the  payment  of  that  rate  should  be  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  qualification. 

The  Attomey^General  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  insist  upon  this 
alteration.  In  many  boroughs  there  were 
sufficient  funds  for  all  Municipal  purposes 
without  its  being  necessary  to  levy  a  rate. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Poor-rates  would 
form  an  universal  test;  they  were  quite 
high  enough,  and  he  feared  they  would  long 
continue  so. 

Mr.  Brotherton  considered  that  the  con- 
stituency would  be  much  limited,  if  pay- 
ment both  to  the  Poor-rates  and  Borough- 
rates  were  to  be  required.  Under  that 
impression,  he  should  oppose  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  Warburton  was  sure  that  the  effect 
would  be  to  limit  the  franchise. 

Mr.  Scarlett  said,  that  nothing  could 
appear  more  evident  to  him  than  the  ne- 
cessity of  making  the  payment  apply  to 
both. 

.  Mr.  Baines  considered,  that  if  it  were 
made  imperative  that  the  parties  should 
have  to  pay  Borough-rates,  the  number  of 
persoiis  to  whom  the  franchise  was  in- 
tended to  be  given  would  be  very  much 
reduced.  It  would  be,  in  point  of  fact, 
making  a  new  taxation  to  be  levied  on  the 
poorest  class  of  society,  and  ought  to  re- 
ceive much  more  consideration  than 
there  had  been  time  yet  to  bestow 
upon  it. 

Sir  Robert  PeelssAd,  that  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  new  Bill  all  houses  could  be 
exposed  to  the  impost  of  Borongh-rates, 
and  he  only  spoke  of  that  rate  which  would 
be  imposed  by  the  Act. 

Mr.  Robinson  thought,  that  a  person 
who  contributed  to  the  payment  of  the 
Poor-rate,  although  he  might  not  con- 
tribute to  the  payment  of  the  Borough- 
rate,  would  have  such  an  interest  in  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  as  that  he  ought  to 
have  the  franchise. 

Mr.  Philips  said,  that  it  appeared  to 


him  the  local  acts  of  the  boroughs  would 
remain  in  force  after  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  just  as  before,  and  that  the  town 
council  would  make  no  alterations  under 
the  provisions  of  the  new  Act  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  present  regulations  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Police. 

Mr.  Bemal  reminded  hon.  Members 
that  there  was  no  Amendment  at  present 
before  the  Committee. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  did  not  intend 
at  present  to  move  an  Amendment  which 
might  have  the  effect  of  obstructing  the 
full  consideration  of  this  most  important 
Clause,  but  that  he  should  avail  himself 
of  some  other  opportunity  of  taking  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 

Lord  John  Russell  wished  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated  that  some  time  sooner, 
because  he  himself  had  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  adjourn  the  debate,  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  objected  to  an  adjournment, 
saying  it  would  be  better  not  to  leave  this 
Clause  half  discussed.  It  certainly  was  an 
important  Clause,  and  the  proposition  now 
before  the  House  respecting  it  was  of 
considerable  importance.  For  his  own 
part,  he  thought  it  would  be  better  that  no 
obstruction  should  be  thrown  in  the  way  of 
passing  the  Clause  at  present,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  have  some 
other  opportunity  of  discussing  his  propo-» 
sition,  the  Committee  agreeing  that  any 
qualification  it  might  be  deemed  advi- 
sable to  adopt  should  be  introduced  here- 
after. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergusson  did  not  think  the 
House  would  be  more  able  to  decide  upon 
this  Clause  to-morrow  than  it  was  at  that 
moment,  therefore,  he  thought  the  better 
way  would  be  to  proceed  with  it.  ["  Divide, 
divide.*^ 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men might  divide  if  they  pleased,  and  make 
the  most  of  themselves  they  could,  but 
that  that  should  not  deprive  him  of  exer- 
cising his  privilege  as  a  Member  of  that 
House^  to  bring  forward  whatever  pro- 
position he  should  think  right  upon  this 
Clause.  If  the  noble  Lord  would  agree 
that  he  should  have  an  equally  good  op- 
portunity of  bringing  forward  his  proposi- 
tion hereafter  he  should  not  further  object, 
but  he  would  not  be  forced  to  make 
a  Motion  he  had  not  maturely  considered. 
He  had  made  no  speech  on  his  proposition; 
he  had  merely  asked  a  question,  and  ex- 
pressed a  wish  which  had  given  rise  to  all 


the  different  opinioDS  that  had  been  ex- 
pressed. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  not  the  least 
wish  to  huny  this  measure  through  the 
Committee,  and  that  if  any  hon.  Member 
would  move  that  the  Chairman  should 
report  progress,  he  should  not  object  to 
that  course. 

House  resumed  —  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday^  June  23,  1835. 

llnrimi.1   Bill.    Raid  a  Moond  timet— Indttnntty. 

PetitkniB  prewDted.  By  Lord  Lyttubton,  ftom  certain 
Individuals  belonging  to  the  Society  of  Priends,  against 
the  excessive  use  of  Spirits*  and  against  allowing  Beer  to 
be  drunk  on  the  Prendses  of  Beer-ihopt^--By  the  Earl  of 
AaoYirif  ftom  the  Handloom  Weavers  of  Douglass,  for  a 
Board  of  Tnde. — By  the  Barl  of  Aaovni  and  Vlsoonnt 
MnLTiLLS,  ftom  three  Places,  In  fltvour  of,  and  by  Loid 
BaoooBAji*  ftom  Falkirk,  against  the  Proposed  Grant 
Ibr  BuildiQg  Chutches  in  Scotland. 
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support  a  servant  who  would  so  conduct 
himself.  He  had  taken  pains  to  inquiie 
into  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  into  the 
character  of  the  petitioner.  He  believed 
the  first,  and  considered  the  last  as  d^ 
serving  full  confidence  in  his  veracity. 
The  hon.  Member  moved  that  the  petition 
be  referred  to  the  Intimidation  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  thought,  when  he 
first  saw  the  petition,  that  from  the 
language  of  it,  the  statements  could  not 
be  established.  He  was  auite  sure  he 
should  not  be  suspected  of  encouraging 
intimidation  at  elections;  but  he  had  aent 
for  Mr.  Newman  a  day  or  two  after  be 
had  heard  of  the  accusation,  and  as  Mr. 
Loader  had  petitioned  the  Corporation, 
I  he  (Alderman  Wood)  was  in  possession  of 
the  whole  truth  of  the  case.  It  appeared 
that  Mr.  Loader  had  been  in  the  service 
of  Mr.  Newman  for  eighteen  years,  hav-* 
ing  been  taken  by  him  an  apprentice  for 
seven  years  from  Christ's  Hospital ;  some 
time  before  the  election  he  had  received 
notice  to  quit  Mr.  Newman's  service.  Mr. 
Newman  had  employed  him  as  a  writes 
to  make  out  the  accounts  of  the  Bridge 
House  Estates,  and  he  had  not  been  in  the 
service  of  the  Corporation.  Mr.  Newman 
was  surveyor  of  the  Borough,  and  brother 
of  the  City  Solicitor.  Before  the  election, 
Mr.  Newman  told  Mr.  Loader,  that,  hav* 
ing  an  opportunity  of  doing  so,  be  would 
put  him  into  a  house  where  he  mighl 
reside,  but,  that  in  consequence,  he  should 
give  him  &QL  a-year,  instead  of  602.  Mr. 
Loader  refused  the  terms ;  but  this  was  in 
December,  and  the  election  did  not  take 

5 lace  until  January.  He  was  sure  thai 
Ir.  Newman's  word  might  be  taken  be* 
fore  that  of  Mr.  Loader;  and  what  made 
it  more  unlikely  that  the  election  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  dismissal  of  the 
latter,  was  the  fact  that  he  voted  for  Mr* 
Alderman  Farebrother,  for  whom  Mr. 
Newman  was  interested.  When  in  the 
counting-house,  Mr.  Newman  asked  Mr. 
Loader  if  he  would  not  vote  for  Mr.  Alder- 
man Farebrother,  who  was  a  ''brother 
Blue," — meaning  that  they  had  both  been 
educated  at  the  Blue  Coat  School.  He 
afterwards  sent  his  card  to  Mr.  Loader; 
and  on  one  of  the  days  of  polling,  some 
gentlemen  who  were  going  into  the  neigh- 
bourhood, called  for  Mr.  Loader,  and  took 
him  to  the  hustings.  This  was  the  whole 
of  the  intimidation.  On  the  Saturday 
after  the  election,  Bfr.  Loader  called  upon 
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Tuesday,  Junei3,  1835. 

Mmom.]  BllL  Read  a  ttilxd  tine.  On  tbe  Motion  of 
Mr.  BBMALi^WMtau  Australia. 

FMUkmapRMDtad.  By  Mr.  O.  F.  Yonro.  ftom  tha  Ship- 
owMia  or  Tynanoatli,  i«aisat  any  AVt/MOoa  la  Uia 
Timber  Dutiei^-^By  Mr.  Sbamhan  Crawvobd,  from 
Baltet,  for  ftalitfviiig  OaehoUtt  ftom  the  Oath  tdtan  at 
Bactlom.— By  Mr«  Maur,  ftom  a  Numliar  of  fbrn, 
ifriDft  Ttthm  la  Ireland. 

Lambeth    Election.]     Mr.   Howes 
rose  to  present  a  Petition  of  which  he  had 

K'  'en  notice,  from    Mr.   John    Thomas 
ader,  complaining  of  undue  interference 
at  the  last  election  for  Lambeth.    The 

tetitioner  stated,  that  prior  to  that  election, 
e  was  in  the  employ  of  Mr*  John  New- 
man, surveyor  of  the  Bridge  House  Estates 
of  the  City  of  London,  who  applied  to 
him  to  vote  for  Alderman  Farebrother. 
Mr.  Newman  left  his  card  for  the  peti- 
tioner ;  and,  on  one  of  the  days  of  polling, 
a  coach  came  for  him,  and  he  went  in  and 
voted  for  Mr.  Alderman  Farebrother*  The 
petitioner  did  so,  in  consideration  of  his 
wife  and  three  young  children;  and  on 
the  day  after  he  had  polled,  he  was  dis- 
missed from  his  situation  by  Mr.  Newman, 
and  had  endured  much  poverty  and  in- 
convenience in  consequence.  Separate 
notices  had  been  given  bv  him  to  the  hon. 
Members  for  the  City  of  London  that  he 
should  present  this  petition,  and  no  doubt 
some  endeavours  would  be  made  to  ex- 
plain the  circumstances ;  but  he  considered 
It  quite  unbecoming  the  Corporation  to 
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Mr.  Newman,  told  him  that  he  had  voted 
for  Mr.  Alderman  Farehrother,  and  re- 
ceived the  thanks  of  his  emplover.  The 
mode  in  which  Mr.  Loader  was  dismissed, 
received  the  approbation  of  Mr.  Newman's 
brother,  the  City  Solicitor,  and  from  that 
time  to  the  present,  Mr.  Loader  has  not 
been  seen  by  either  of  them.  If  the  peti- 
tion were  referred  to  the  Committee  he 
was  conBdent  that  nothing  like  intimida- 
tion would  be  established ;  and  it  certainly 
was  not  very  creditable  in  a  man,  after 
eighteen  years'  service,  thus  to  bring  the 
conduct  of  his  employer  under  public  dis* 
cussion.  Mr.  Newman  assured  him  (Mr. 
Alderman  Wood)  that  he  had  been  a 
schoolfellow  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
presented  this  petition,  and  that,  at  the 
first  election,  he  supported  him  warmly. 

Mr.  Hawes  said,  the  House  would  bear 
in  mind,  that  the  hon.  Alderman  had  be- 
gun by  denying  the  truth  of  the  petition, 
and  had  gone  on  to  admit  all  the  principal 
facts  it  contained.  It  was  not  disputed 
that  Mr.  Newman  solicited  Mr.  Loader's 
vote;  that  he  sent  to  him  during  the 
election ;  that  he  was  carried  to  the  hust- 
ings in  a  coach;  and  which  was  most 
remarkable,  that  he  was  dismissed  from 
his  situation  the  very  day  after  the  elec- 
tion. He  would  give  no  opinion  upon  the 
comparative  credit  due  to  Mr.  Newman 
or  Mr.  Loader,  farther  than  to  mention 
that  he  had  several  times  seen  the  latter, 
and  having  sifted  the  whole  case,  was 
satisfied  U^t  it  was  true.  He  was  sure 
that,  after  an  examination  by  the  Com- 
roitteey  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Newman 
would  not  stand  in  quite  so  favourable  a 
light  u  the  hou.  Alderman  seemed  to 
imagine* 

Duty  ok  Cof; ee.]]  Mr.  Patrick  M, 
Stewart f  rose  to  ask  a  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  a 
subject  of  very  great  importance.  In  conse- 
quence of  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  on  a  former  night,  relative 
to  e(|ualizing  the  duty  on  Coffee,  the  greatest 
panic  had  seized  the  market,  and  he  (Mr. 
P.  M.  Stewart)  was,  therefore,  anxious  to 
know — First,  When  it  was  proposed  that 
the  new  scale  of  duties  should  come  into 
operation  ?  Second, — ^Whether  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  stock  of  coffee  on  hand 
should  be  allowed  to  pay  the  reduced 
duty  ?  Third, — In  what  manner  he  pro- 
posed to  guard  the  British  Colonists  in  the 
East  and  West,  from  the  introduction  of 


foreign  East-Indian  Coffee,  imported  as 
East- Indian  Coffee  of  our  own  plantations? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  though  he  could  not  answer  the  hon. 
Member's  questions  in  the  exact  order  in 
which  he  had  put  them,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  give  him  the  information  he  re- 
quired. When  he  had  said,  that  he  in* 
tended  to  propose  an  equalization  of  the 
duty  on  Coffee,  he  had  added  that  he 
should,  at  the  same  time,  take  care  that 
the  relief  did  not  extend  beyond  Coffee 
the  growth  of  our  own  territories;  and 
that  the  Coffee  produced,  for  instance,  in 
the  Dutch  East  Indies,  and  other  parts 
of  Asia,  should  not  have  the  same  ad- 
vantage as  Coffee  grown  in  the  English 
possessions.  He  must  apologize  for  doing 
more  than  answer  the  questions  put,  but 
something  more  was  necessary.  In  order 
to  give  effect  to  the  distinction,  it  •would 
be  required  that  the  Coffee,  claiming  the 
exemption,  should  be  accompanied  by 
evidence  to  show  that  it  was  the  growth 
and  produce  of  one  of  our  colonies ;  that 
was  to  say,  that  a  certificate  of  origin 
should  be  sent  with  the  Coffee,  in  order 
to  entitle  it  to  exemption.  It  was  quite 
clear  that  the  equalization  of  duty  ought 
to  apply  to  Coffee  only  which  was  im- 
portea  with  that  evidence;  and  conse- 
quently, the  East-India  (Joffee  now  in 
bond  in  this  country,  being  unaccompanied 
by  any  such  bertificate  of  origin,  would  not 
be  entitled  to  the  exemption.  As  to  the 
third  question,  relating  to  the  mode  and 
manner,  they  would  be  made  known  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced.  It  would  be  his 
desire,  in  proposing  an  equalization  of 
duty,  to  take  care  to  prevent  any  abuse  of 
the  privilege  which  he  hoped  the  House 
would  concur  with  him  in  conferring. 

Corporation  Reform  —  Commit- 
tee.]] The  House  went  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Municipal  Corporations'  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Heel  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Lord  upon  the  operation  of 
Clause  six  as  it  had  been  altered.  The 
effect  of  that  alteration  was,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  that  the  overseers,  in  making  out 
the  list  of  those  who  should  be  entitled  to 
vote,  should  only  insert  the  names  of  those 
who  should  have  paid  their  rates  at  the 
time  of  the  overseers  making  out  such  list. 
Now,  he  thought  this  was  very  fair,  be- 
cause it  was  in  exact  conformity  with  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  because  it  would  3implify 
the  registration,  and  put  a  check  upon  the 
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confusion  and  abuse  that  migtit  otherwise 
arise.  He  believed  that  the  alteration 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  superseded  the 
necessity  of  the  amendment  which  he  had 
himself  intended  to  propose  with  a  view 
to  the  same  object.  He  thought  it  was 
a  great  improvement  in  the  Bill,  as  it 
would  tend  greatly  to  simplify  the  process 
of  registration^  and  he  wished,  therefore, 
to  ask  whether  he  was  right  in  under- 
standing this  to  be  the  operation  of  the 
Clause  ? 

Lord  J,  Russell  concurred  in  the  in- 
terpretation put  upon  the  Clause  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  A  day  was  now 
fixed  by  which  the  inhabitants  must  have 
paid  their  rates,  or  they  would  not  be 
mserted  on  the  burgess  roll. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  suggested  that  the  time 
for  payment  of  the  rates  should  be  fixed 
a  few  days  previously  to  the  last  day  of 
August  In  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
intended  to  propose,  he  meant  to  have 
proposed  the  20th  of  August,  but  the 
exact  time  was  not  material ;  but  he  would 
put  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  whether  four  or 
nve  days  at  least,  previously  to  the  day 
to  which  the  overseer  was  bound  to  make 
np  the  list,  should  not  be  allotted  to  the 
overseer  for  the  performance  of  this  duty. 
It  was  a  matter  of  no  importance  to  him, 
but  if  some  time  were  not  allowed  him,  a 
host  of  people  would  be  pouring  in  to  pay 
their  rates  on  the  last  day  allowed  by  the 
acty  and  he  ought  to  have  a  few  days  to 
prepare  the  list. 

Lord  J.  Russell  would  take  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  into 
consideration. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  remarked,  that  there 
was  a  slight  variation  between  the  words 
respecting  the  payment  of  rates  in  this 
Clause  and  the  corresponding  Clause  in 
the  Reform  Bill.  Here  the  words  were, 
**  shall  have  been  made  or  become  due," 
but  in  the  Reform  Bill  the  words  were 
''  become  payable,*'  unleso*  he  was  mis- 
taken. NoWy  a  particular  construction 
had  been  put  upon  these  words  by  the 
revising  Barristers,  and  he  thought  that 
in  a  matter  which  was  precisely  the  same 
the  words  ought  to  be  the  same,  particu- 
larly as  a  judicial  const raction  had  been 
put  upon  them. 

Mr.  Brotherton  said,  that  this  con- 
struction was  very  imurious  to  the  electors. 
In  the  borough  of  Salford  more  than  200 
personsj  whose  rates  had  been  raised  and 
subsequently  reduced   by   the  overseers, 


would  be  disfranchised  this  year  by  that 
decision. 

The  question  was  then  put,  that  Clause 
six  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  House 
would  recollect  that  at  the  close  of  the 
debate   last  night  he  had  expressed  his 
opinion  that  there  should  be  another  qua- 
lification as  the  test  of  the  right  to  vote 
besides  that  provided  by  the  Bill.    The 
purport  of  his  proposition  was,  that  in  all 
cases  where  a   borough-rate    should  be 
made  by  the  council  appointed  under  the 
Bill,  payment  of  that  borough-rate  should 
be  required  equally  with  the  payment  of 
the  poor-rate,  and  thus  the  qualification 
would  rest  on  a  sound  basis.       He  had 
heard  no  valid  objection  made  to  that  pro- 
position.    It  probably  would  operate  in  a 
slight  degree  in  diminishing  the  number  of 
electors,  but  the  House  was  about  to  make 
an    immense  experiment,  which  he  sin* 
cerely  hoped  might  be  successful — a  most 
momentous  experiment  with  respect  to  the 
good  government  of  towns ;  ana  it  was  of 
the  highest  importance  that  the  greatest 
circumspection  should  be  employed.    He 
would  take  the  case  of  the  town  of  Man- 
chester, which  was  under  the  control  of  a 
body  appointed  by  a  local  Act.  The  Com- 
missioners were  obliged  to  possess  a  very 
high  qualification,  and  the  electing  body 
were  subject  to  a  very  severe  test.    No 
person  had  a  vote  unless  he  was  rated  at 
16/.,  and  no  publican  but  who  was  rated 
at  32/.,  and  he  believed  this  Act  was  passed 
with  the  general  concurrence  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Manchester.    They  were  about  to 
qualify  every  man  who  should  have  paid 
the  poor-rate  to  vote  at  the  elections.   He 
believed  that  in  Manchester  and  its  town- 
ships there  were  no  less  than  37,000  as- 
sessments this  year ;  to  what  extent  they 
might  be  diminished  by  requiring  three 
years'  residence,  and  three  years'  payment 
of  rates,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say ;  bot 
he  wished  only  for  that  constitutional  sys- 
tem to  be  adopted  which  should  most  con- 
sult the  peace,  tranquillity,  and  satisfac- 
tion of  the  people.    He  knew  it  most 
necessarily  be  a  popular  franchise,  but  the 
franchise  might  be  much  more  capable  of 
extension  hereafter  than  diminution.    The 
effect,  therefore,  of  his  proposition  should 
be  in  the  first  instance,  to  limit  the  num« 
her  of  electors,  and  in  that  way  to  try   the 
experiment  gradually.     In  this  he  was  not 
making  a  proposition  hostile  to  the  spirit 
of  the  measure.  Apart  from  that^  be  could 
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see  notbiog  more  sound  in  principle  than 
that  those  who  imposed  the  rate  should  be 
payers  of  it.  The  Bill  not  only  enabled 
but  obliged  the  council  to  impose  a  Bo- 
rough-rate. In  several  Corporations  which 
were  possessed  of  property  it  might  not 
be  necessary  to  exercise  that  power ;  but 
many  others  were  incumbered  with  debt, 
and  many  which  were  nominally  rich,  were 
far  from  being  so.  In  many  of  the  old, 
and  in  all  the  new  Corporationsi  therefore, 
a  Borough-rate  must  be  imposed ;  and 
those  who  imposed  that  rate  ought  cer- 
tainly, not  only  to  contribute  to  the  pay- 
ment of  it,  but  to  pay  up  their  arrears. 
Improvident  expenditure  would  be  best 
prevented  by  making  this  qualification. 
The  party  raising  the  rate  by  this  means, 
would  have  a  direct  interest  in  it,  and  in 
controllingunnecessary  expenditure.  There 
were  proposals  in  the  Bill  for  providing 
for  compensations  and  salaries,  for  town 
clerks,  and  others ;  and  the  most  salutary 
check  that  could  be  imposed  against 
making  improper  compensations  would  be 
to  compel  those  who  made  the  compensa- 
tions to  pay  a  fair  share  to  the  fund  out 
of  which  the  salaries  and  so  on  were  to 
be  raised.  That  was  a  qualification  which 
ought  to  be  imposed  in  addition  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Poor-rate,  and  would  be  better 
than  paymentof  the  Poor-rate  only.  In  ex- 
tra-parochial places,  where  there  might  be 
no  poor,  there  would  have  to  be  a  Borough- 
rate,  and  those  who  raised  the  rate  ought 
to  contribute  their  share  in  the  payment 
of  it.  He  rested  his  proposition  on  this 
great  principle,  that  by  the  measure  a 
power  of  taxation  was  given;  not  only 
that,  but  an  obligation  to  tax  the  inhabit- 
ants for  certain  purposes  was  imposed; 
that  in  many  of  the  old  and  in  all  the 
new  boroughs  there  would  be  no  corporate 
funds;  and  that  the  new  Borough-rate 
ought  to  be  levied  by  those  on  whom  the 
payment  of  it  would  fall  in  certain  pro- 
portions as  being  the  best  test  of  qustlifi* 
cation  that  could  be  obtained.  It  was 
urged  as  an  objection  to  this,  that  it  was 
taking  a  double  qualification ;  that  first  it 
was  taking  the  Poor-rate,  and  next  a  con- 
tribution to  the  Borough-rate.  He  would 
retreat  again  to  the  principle  of  the  Re- 
form Bill,  and  there  it  would  be  found 
that  three  qualifications  were  required : 
—first,  that  the  voter  should  be  a  10/. 
householder;  that  he  should  have  con- 
tributed to  the  Poor-rate ;  and  next,  that 
be  should  have  paid  up  his  Assessed-taxes. 

VOL.  xxvin.  {ESS} 


By  the  Reform  Bill,  therefore,  a  double 
pecuniary  qualification  was  required.  Con- 
tribution to  the  Borough-rate  would  be  an 
infinitely  better  test  than  the  payment  of 
the  Assessed-taxes,  which  was  a  payment 
due  to  the  Crown.  It  had  been  said,  too, 
that  this  would  bear  unequally  on  difierent 
towns.  In  Manchester,  ror  instance, 
where  there  were  no  corporate  funds, 
there  would  have  to  be  a  Borough-rate, 
therefore  the  inhabitants  of  Manchester 
would  have  a  heavier  burthen  imposed 
upon  them  than  the  inhabitants  of  Liver- 
pool, where  there  were  corporate  funds* 
But  it  was  impossible  to  go  upon  such  a 
proposition  as  that.  In  one  town  the 
Poor-rates  were  much  heavier  than  they 
were  in  others;  in  one  they  were  Ss.  in 
the  pound,  while  in  others  they  were  not 
8d.,  yet  no  alteration  could  be  adopted  on 
account  of  such  variation.  Upon  the 
whole,  the  Bill  seemed  to  him,  upon  fur- 
ther consideration,  to  be  drawn  up  in 
precise  conformity  with  the  excellent  prin- 
ciple for  which  he  contended  last  night ; 
therefore  there  appeared  to  him  to  be  now 
no  necessity  for  moving  as  an  Amendment 
that  which  he  proposed.  The  Act  re- 
quired that  the  town  council  in  every 
borough  should  impose  a  Borough -rate. 
How  was  that  to  be  done?  The  Act 
pointed  out  the  mode.  It  was  to  be  a 
Borough-rate  in  the  nature  of  a  County- 
rate.  The  County-rate  was  levied  on  that 
description  of  property  which  contributed 
to  the  Poor-rate,  and,  in  point  of  fact, 
formed  a  part  of  the  Poor-rate.  Those 
who  contended  that  the  council  would 
have  the  dangerous  power  of  making  ex* 
emptions  would  find  they  were  entirely 
wrong,  and  nothing  could  have  been  more 
dangerous  and  improper  than  that  certain 
persons  in  a  town  should  have  had  the 
power,  according  to  their  discretion,  of 
superseding  in  certain  cases  the  distinct 
enactments  of  the  law.  The  new  Borough- 
rate,  as  the  Bill  now  stood,  would  have  to 
be  levied  on  all  descriptions  of  property 
which  contributed  to  the  County-rate ;  or, 
what  was  the  same  thing,  it  formed  part 
of  the  Poor-rate  levied  on  the  same  de- 
scription of  property.  He  was  afraid  that 
when  the  noble  Lord  came  to  word  the 
7dth  Clause  he  would  find  great  difficulty 
in  it ;  but  he  should  not  enter  into  that 
just  now,  nor  mix  up  any  question  arising 
on  the  6th  Clause  with  the  79th  ;  he  un- 
derstood that  the  6th  Clause,  as  the  Bill 
now  stood,  would  efiect  the  object  be  bad 
2M 
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regard  it  as  most  objectionaUe,  and  should 
wish  to  have  the  sense  of  the  House  in 
some  measure  taken  upon  the  matter. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  not  of  opinion 
that  the  difficulty  contemplated  by  his 
noble  Friend  would  arise  under  the  Clause, 
or  that  any  case  of  fraud  was  likely  to 
occur.  In  the  case  of  non-payment  of 
rates,  he  did  not  think  that  it  was  possible 
to  frame  any  Clause  which  should  provide 
for  the  refusal  to  pay,  or  for  absence 
caused  by  a  fraudulent  disposition,  or 
some  other  circumstance.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  frame  the  Clause  with  regard  to 
the  general  probability  of  the  case.  If  a 
man  did  not  pay  his  rates,  it  was  to  be 
supposed  generally  that  he  was  absent  at 
the  time ;  that  he  had  been  called  away 
to  go  to  sea,  or  to  visit  some  distant  part 
of  the  country  in  consequence  of  com- 
mercial business,  and  that  because  of 
attending  to  that  business  he  had  omitted 
to  do  that  which  he  had  done  constantly 
for  perhaps  five,  six,  or  ten  years  before, 
▼iz.  pay  the  rates  necessary  to  qualify  him 
to  become  a  burgess.  In  that  case,  which 
ought  to  be  looked  on  as  the  general  one, 
a  hardship  would  arise,  if  it  were  not  per- 
mitted to  the  individual,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  be  again  admitted,  without 
passing  through  the  whole  three  years. 
His  noble  Friend  said,  ^'  Let  him  pay  the 
rates  during  the  whole  intermediate  time 
of  his  absence ;"  but  he  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) did  not  think  it  necessary  to  require 
that     Having  been  previously  for  three 

{ears  an  inhabitant  of  the  borough,  and 
aving  paid  his  rates  for  that  period,  he 
ought  to  be  allowed  toobtam  re-admission 
by  simply  continuing  again  to  pay  from 
the  time  that  he  returned  to  the  borough. 
Lord  Stanley  said,  that  his  noble  Friend 
did  not  appear  to  see  the  whole  force  of 
his  objection.  The  Clause,  as  it  originally 
stood,  was  very  imperative.  It  said,  *'  that 
if  any  person  who  shall  have  been  enrolled 
a  burgess  of  any  body  corporate  within 
any  borough^  according  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  shall  at  any  time  thereafter 
cease  to  occupy  any  house,  warehouse, 
counUng-house,  or  shop  within  the  borough" 
-—that  referred  to  the  case  of  absence— 
**  or,''  continued  the  Clause,  "  neglect  or 
refuse  to  pay  such  rates  as  aforesaid  due 
from  him  at  the  time  of  the  revision  of 
the  burgess-roll,  except  as  hereinbefore  is 
excepted,  his  name  shall  at  the  next 
revision  ^f  the  burgess-roli  be  struck  out 
from  the  said  burgess-roll^  and  he  shall 


thereupon  cease  to  be  a  burgess  and  mem- 
ber of  the  said  body  corporate."  Then 
came  the  proviso,  stating  that  under  cer- 
tain circumstatices  he  should  be  restored. 
Those  two  causes  of  omission  mentioned 
in  the  original  Clause — absence  and  refusal 
to  pay — had  been  sedulously  left  out  in 
the  Clause  as  amended,  which  simply 
said,  *'  if  any  person,  &c.  shall  at  any 
time  hereafter  be  omitted  from  the  said 
burgess-roll."  He  did  not  contend  against 
the  case  of  an  occasional  absence  and 
return,  supposing  always  that  it  was  of  a 
bona  fide  nature;  but  he  did  contend 
against  the  case  of  a  man  who  ceased  to 
pay  rates  and  continued  nis  occupancy, 
who  never  left  the  borough,  but  every 
alternate  year  neglected  or  refused  to  pay 
his  rates. 

Viscount  Howick  thought  that  he  could 
show  his  noble  Friend  that  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  guarded  against  the  inconvenience 
which  he  apprehended.  The  objection 
was,  he  understood,  taken  to  the  admission 
of  a  man  who  one  year  refused  or  neglected 
to  pay  his  rates,  but  who  the  next  year 
should  pay  them  without  paying  the  arrear 
of  the  intermediate  period.  The  Clause 
said,  that  '*  he  shall  be  entitled  to  claim 
as  hereinafter  provided,  and,  upon  such 
claim,  again  to  be  enrolled  a  burgess  and 
member  of  the  said  body  corporate,  pro- 
vided that  on  the  last-mentioned  last  day 
of  August,  he  shall  be  otherwise  qualified 
as  herein  provided,  except  in  respect  of  the 
length  of  his  continuous  inhabitancy  and  oc- 
cupation as  aforesaid."  In  the  sixth  Clause 
one  of  these  qualifications,  the  possession 
of  which  was  stated  in  the  eighth  as 
necessary  to  re-admissioui  was  declared 
to  be  the  payment  of  all  rates.  It  was 
there  distinctly  stated,  that'' no  person 
shall  be  enrolled  in  any  year  unless  he 
shall  have  been  rated  in  respect  of  such 
premises  so  occupied  by  him,  &c.  or  unless 
he  shall  have  paid,  during  the  time  of  his 
occupation  as  aforesaid,  all  such  rates 
due  from  him  in  respect  of  the  said  pre- 
mises, except  such  as  shall  have  been 
made  or  become  due  within  six  calendar 
months  next  before  the  said  last  day  of 
August."  It  was»  therefore,  quite  clear 
that  no  person  would  be  entitled  to  vote 
until  he  had  paid  all  rates  due  from  him. 

Lord  Stanley  was  satisfied  by  the  ex- 
planation of  his  noble  Friend  as  to  what 
were  the  opinions  of  the  Government;  but 
knowing  that  the  Clause  had  excited  doubts 
in  the  minds  of  many,  he  thought  it  worth 
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while  considering  whether  words  might 
n6t  be  introddced  for  the  purpose  of  ren- 
dering it  more  clear. 

The  Attorney -General  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  Clause  was  merely  to  meet 
the  bona  fide  case  of  a  person  ceasing  to 
occupy  for  a  tiine,  though  he  might  have 
been  for  a  considerable  period  previous  an 
occupier  and  a  rate-payer. 

Lord  Stanley  would  ask  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  then,  whether  he  would 
have  any  objection  to  limit  the  means  of 
re-admission  to  that  case,  by  inserting 
words  such  as  would  bring  the  Clause 
into  some  such  shape  as  the  following : — 
''  That  if  any  person  who  shall  have  been 
enrolled  a  burgess  of  any  body  corporate 
within  any  borough,  according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act,  shall,  at  any  time 
thereafter,  by  reason  of  the  interruption  of 
such  occupancy,  be  omitted,"  &c. 

The  Attorney-General  said,  that  if  he 
could  have  a  little  conversation  with  his 
noble  Friend,  he  should  either  convince 
him  that  the  alteration  was  unnecessary, 
or  agree  to  have  it  introduced. 

Sir  Samuel  Whalley  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  would 
not  agree  to  any  amendment  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  the  effect  of  alter- 
ing the  Clause  would  be  to  deprive  any 
person  who,  from  some  technical  inform- 
ality, had  been  omitted  from  the  burgess- 
roll,  of  the  means  of  re-admission,  except 
by  passing  again  through  three  years, 
although  he  had  been  still  a  continuous 
occupier  and  rate-payer. 

Mr.  Brotherton  thought  it  desirable  to 
allow  some  means  of  re-admission. 

Sir  William  Follett  said,  that  the  addi- 
tion of  a  few  words  stating  the  necessity 
of  paying  up  arrears  of  rates,  would  much 
improve  the  Clause.  The  noble  Lord, 
(Lord  Stanley)  bad  made  a  suggestion  in 
reference  to  persons  coming  into  the  occu- 
pancy of  premises  through  the  acquisition 
of  property  by  will  or  inheritance — 

The  Attorney 'General  interrupted  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  by  saying, 
that  that  suggestion  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Gro^e  called  attention  to  the  case 
of  the  interruption  occurring  during  the 
first  three  years — the  period  in  which  it 
was  most  likely  to  take  place*  That  did 
not  seem  to  be  provided  for  by  the 
Clause. 

Mr.  Scarlett  said,  that  as  there  was  still 
some  doubt  about  the  point  which  had 
jutt  been  discnsiedi  perhaps  the  noble 


Lord  would  consent  to  insert  the  words 
which  had  been  proposed. 

The  Amendment  of  Lord  Stanley  was 
moved,  pro  formdy 

Lord  John  Russell  remarking,  that  the 
Clause  would  in  all  probability  receive 
alteration  in  one  or  two  particulars,  and 
promising  that  words  of  the  same  meaning 
(because  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  were  not  perhaps  the  best 
that  might  be  used)  as  those  proposed, 
would  be  used  in  the  framing  of  the  Clause 
before  it  was  submitted  for  the  final  de- 
cision of  the  House. 

The  Clause,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  Clause  9th  stand 
part  of  the  Bill  being  put, 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  rose  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  whole  Clause. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  a  more  un- 
just Clause  had  never  been  inserted  in  any 
measure  of  legislation.  At  one  fell  swoop, 
a  sentence  of  condemnation,  the  most  un- 
just and  most  unfounded  that  it  was  well 
possible  to  conceive,  was  passed  against 
an  unoffending  body  of  men.  He  would 
ask  upon  what  grounds  of  common 
sense,  or  upon  what  principle  of  justice, 
were  a  body  of  men  such  as  the  freemen 
of  England,  to  be  excluded  from  those 
rights  which  they  had  enjoyed  from  time 
immemorial  ?  They  had  yet  to  learn  that 
they  had  ever  disgraced  their  freedom. 
He  was  well  aware  that  it  was  much  the 
fashion  among  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  to  point  at  the  freemen  as  a  very  *'  cor- 
rupt" body  of  men.  "  Oh!"  exclaimed 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
'•  the  freemen  I  what  a  set  they  are." 
But,  though,  if  he  were  asked  the  question 
whether  there  were  to  be  found,  among 
an  extensive  body,  such  as  the  freemen^ 
some  who  were  open  to  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, he  should,  of  course,  not  attempt 
to  deny  that  such  was  the  case  ;  he  would 
ask,  however,  were  those  corrupt  practices, 
and  was  that  bribery,  confined  to  that 
body  ?  Was  there  not,  in  the  lanes  and 
alleys  of  London,  and  other  places  there 
to  be  found,  as  much  bribery,  intimidation, 
and  corruption,  as  in  any  corporation? 
He  certainly,  in  the  name  of  common 
sense,  and  common  justice,  protested 
against  the  insertion  of  such  a  Clause  as 
that  now  under  consideration.  He  should 
not  leel  that  he  was  doing  his  duty 
towards  a  very  numerous  body  of  men 
whom  he  had  the  honour  of  representing 
in  that  House,  if  he  did  not  do  his  utmost 
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regard  it  as  most  objectionable,  and  should 
wish  to  have  the  sense  of  the  House  in 
some  measure  taken  upon  the  matter. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  not  of  opinion 
that  the  difficulty  contemplated  by  his 
noble  Friend  would  arise  under  the  Clause, 
or  that  any  case  of  fraud  was  likely  to 
occur.  In  the  case  of  non-payment  of 
rates,  he  did  not  think  that  it  was  possible 
to  frame  any  Clause  which  should  provide 
for  the  refusal  to  pay,  or  for  absence 
caused  by  a  fraudulent  disposition,  or 
some  other  circumstance.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  frame  the  Clause  with  regard  to 
the  general  probability  of  the  case.  If  a 
man  did  not  pay  his  rates,  it  was  to  be 
supposed  generally  that  he  was  absent  at 
the  time ;  that  he  had  been  called  away 
to  go  to  sea,  or  to  visit  some  distant  part 
of  the  country  in  consequence  of  com- 
mercial business,  and  that  because  of 
attending  to  that  business  he  had  omitted 
to  do  that  which  he  had  done  constantly 
for  perhaps  five,  six,  or  ten  years  before, 
viz.  pay  the  rates  necessary  to  qualify  him 
to  become  a  burgess.  In  that  case,  which 
ought  to  be  looked  on  as  the  general  one, 
a  hardship  would  arise,  if  it  were  not  per- 
mitted to  the  individusd,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  be  again  admitted,  without 
passing  through  the  whole  three  years. 
His  noble  Friend  said,  **  Let  him  pay  the 
rates  during  the  whole  intermediate  time 
of  his  absence ;"  but  he  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) did  not  think  it  necessary  to  require 
that  Having  been  previously  for  three 
years  an  inhabitant  of  the  borough,  and 
having  paid  his  rates  for  that  period,  he 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  obtain  re-admission 
by  simply  continuing  again  to  pay  from 
the  time  that  he  returned  to  the  borough. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  his  noble  Friend 
did  not  appear  to  see  the  whole  force  of 
his  objection.  The  Clause,  as  it  originally 
stood,  was  very  imperative.  It  said,  **  that 
if  any  person  who  shall  have  been  enrolled 
a  burgess  of  any  body  corporate  within 
any  borough,  according  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  shall  at  any  time  thereafter 
cease  to  occupy  any  house,  warehouse, 
counting-hou8e,orshop  within  theborough*' 
— that  referred  to  the  case  of  absence — 
**  or,''  continued  the  Clause,  "  neglect  or 
refuse  to  pay  such  rates  as  aforesaid  due 
from  him  at  the  time  of  the  revision  of 
the  burgess-roll,  except  as  hereinbefore  is 
excepted,  his  name  shall  at  the  next 
revision  «f  the  burgess-roll  be  struck  out 
from  the  said  buigess-roUj  and  he  shall 


thereupon  cease  to  be  a  burgess  and  mem- 
ber of  the  said  body  corporate."  Then 
came  the  proviso,  stating  that  under  cer- 
tain circumstances  he  should  be  restored. 
Those  two  causes  of  omission  mentioned 
in  the  original  Clause — absence  and  refusal 
to  pay — had  been  sedulously  left  out  in 
the  Clause  as  amended,  which  simply 
said,  "  if  any  person,  &c.  shall  at  any 
time  hereafter  be  omitted  from  the  said 
burgess-roll."  He  did  not  contend  against 
the  case  of  an  occasional  absence  and 
return,  supposing  always  that  it  was  of  a 
bona  fide  nature;  but  he  did  contend 
against  the  case  of  a  man  who  ceased  to 
pay  rates  and  continued  liis  occupancy, 
who  never  left  the  borough,  but  every 
alternate  year  neglected  or  refused  to  pay 
his  rates. 

Viscount  Howick  thought  that  he  could 
show  his  noble  Friend  that  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  guarded  against  the  inconvenience 
which  he  apprehended.  The  objection 
was,  he  understood,  taken  to  the  admission 
of  a  man  who  one  year  refused  or  neglected 
to  pay  his  rates,  but  who  the  next  year 
should  pay  them  without  paying  the  arrear 
of  the  intermediate  period.  The  Clause 
said,  that  **  he  shall  be  entitled  to  claim 
as  hereinafter  provided,  and,  upon  such 
claim,  again  to  be  enrolled  a  burgess  and 
member  of  the  said  body  corporate,  pro- 
vided that  on  the  last-mentioned  last  day 
of  August,  he  shall  be  otherwise  qualified 
as  herein  provided,  except  in  respect  of  the 
length  of  his  continuous  inhabitancy  and  oc- 
cupation as  aforesaid.''  In  the  sixth  Clanse 
one  of  these  qualifications,  the  possession 
of  which  was  stated  in  the  eighth  as 
necessary  to  re-admission,  was  declared 
to  be  the  payment  of  all  rates.  It  was 
there  distinctly  stated,  thaf  no  person 
shall  be  enrolled  in  any  year  unless  he 
shall  have  been  rated  in  respect  of  such 
premises  so  occupied  by  him,  &c.  or  unless 
he  shall  have  paid,  during  the  time  of  his 
occupation  as  aforesaid,  all  such  rates 
due  from  him  in  respect  of  the  said  pre- 
mises, except  such  as  shall  haTO  been 
made  or  become  due  within  six  calendar 
months  next  before  the  said  last  dav  of 
August."  It  was,  therefore,  quite  clear 
that  no  person  would  be  entitled  to  vote 
until  he  had  paid  all  rates  due  from  him. 

Lord  Stanley  was  satisfied  by  the  ex- 
planation of  his  noble  Friend  as  to  what 
were  the  opinions  of  the  Government;  but 
knowing  that  the  Clause  had  excited  doubts 
in  the  minds  of  many,  he  thought  it  worth 
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while  considering  whether  words  might 
not  be  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  ren- 
dering it  more  clear. 

The  Attorney 'General  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  Clause  was  merely  to  meet 
the  bona  fide  case  of  a  person  ceasing  to 
occupy  for  a  tiine,  though  he  might  have 
been  for  a  considerable  period  previous  an 
occupier  and  a  rate-payer. 

Lord  Stanley  would  ask  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  then,  whether  he  would 
have  any  objection  to  limit  the  means  of 
re-admission  to  that  case,  by  inserting 
words  such  as  would  bring  the  Clause 
into  some  such  shape  as  the  following : — 
*'  That  if  any  person  who  shall  have  been 
enrolled  a  burgess  of  any  body  corporate 
within  any  borough,  according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act,  shall,  at  any  time 
tbereafter,  by  reason  of  the  interruption  of 
such  occupancy,  be  omitted,"  &c. 

The  Attorney' General  said,  that  if  he 
could  have  a  little  conversation  with  his 
noble  Friend,  he  should  either  convince 
him  that  the  alteration  was  unnecessary, 
or  agree  to  have  it  introduced* 

Sir  Samuel  Whalley  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  would 
not  agree  to  any  amendment  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  the  effect  of  alter- 
ing the  Clause  would  be  to  deprive  any 
person  who,  from  some  technical  inform- 
ality, had  been  omitted  from  the  burgess- 
roll,  of  the  means  of  re-admission,  except 
by  passing  again  through  three  years, 
although  he  had  been  still  a  continuous 
occupier  and  rate-payer. 

Mr.  Brotherton  thought  it  desirable  to 
allow  some  means  of  re-admission. 

8ir  William  Follett  said,  that  the  addi- 
tion of  a  few  words  stating  the  necessity 
of  paying  up  arrears  of  rates,  would  much 
improve  the  Clause.  The  noble  Lord, 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  made  a  suggestion  in 
reference  to  persons  coming  into  the  occu- 
pancy of  premises  through  the  acquisition 
of  property  by  will  or  inheritance — 

The  Attorney -General  interrupted  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  by  saying, 
that  that  suggestion  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Grote  called  attention  to  the  case 
of  the  interruption  occurring  during  the 
first  three  years — the  period  in  which  it 
was  most  likely  to  take  place.  That  did 
not  seem  to  be  provided  for  by  the 
Claase. 

Mr.  Scarlett  said,  that  as  there  was  still 
some  doubt  about  the  point  which  had 
just  been  discussed^  perhaps  the  noble 


Lord  would  consent  to  insert  the  words 
which  had  been  proposed. 

The  Amendment  of  Lord  Stanley  was 
moved,  pro  formd^ 

Lord  John  Russell  remarking,  that  the 
Clause  would  in  all  probability  receive 
alteration  in  one  or  two  particulars,  and 
promising  that  words  of  the  same  meaning 
(because  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  were  not  perhaps  the  best 
that  might  be  used)  as  those  proposed, 
would  be  used  in  the  framing  of  the  Ulause 
before  it  was  submitted  for  the  final  de- 
cision of  the  House. 

The  Clause,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  Clause  9th  stand 
part  of  the  Bill  being  put, 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  rose  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  whole  Clause. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  a  more  un- 
just Clause  had  never  l)een  inserted  in  any 
measure  of  legislation.  At  one  fell  swoop, 
a  sentence  of  condemnation,  the  most  un- 
just and  most  unfounded  that  it  was  well 
possible  to  conceive,  was  passed  against 
an  unoffending  body  of  men.  He  would 
ask  upon  what  grounds  of  common 
sense,  or  upon  what  principle  of  justice, 
were  a  body  of  men  such  as  the  freemen 
of  England,  to  be  excluded  from  those 
rights  which  they  had  enjoyed  from  time 
immemorial  ?  They  had  yet  to  learn  that 
they  had  ever  disgraced  their  freedom. 
He  was  well  aware  that  it  was  much  the 
fashion  among  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  to  point  at  the  freemen  as  a  very  "  cor- 
rupt" body  of  men.  "  Oh  I"  exclaimed 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
*'  the  freemen !  what  a  set  they  are." 
But,  though,  if  be  were  asked  the  question 
whether  there  were  to  be  found,  among 
an  extensive  body,  such  as  the  freemen, 
some  who  were  open  to  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, he  should,  of  course,  not  attempt 
to  deny  that  such  was  the  case  ;  he  would 
ask,  however,  were  those  corrupt  practices, 
and  was  that  bribery,  confined  to  that 
body  ?  Was  there  not,  in  the  lanes  and 
alleys  of  London,  and  other  places  there 
to  be  found,  as  much  bribery,  intimidation, 
and  corruption,  as  in  any  corporation? 
He  certainly,  in  the  name  of  common 
sense,  and  common  justice,  protested 
against  the  insertion  of  such  a  Clause  as 
that  now  under  consideration.  He  should 
not  feel  that  he  was  doing  his  duty 
towards  a  very  numerous  body  of  men 
whom  he  had  the  honour  of  representing 
in  that  House,  if  he  did  not  do  his  utmost 
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to  defeat  that  Clause.  He  knew  that 
amend  ments  wer^  to  be  moved  by  persons 
more  able  to  do  justice  to  the  subject  than 
the  humble  individual  who  was  address- 
ing the  Committee,  but  he  should  not  do 
his  justice  to  a  body  who  had  over  and 
over  again  given  him  their  independent» 
Und  honest,  and  ungradfied  support,  if  he 
did  not  stand  by  them,  and  do  bis  utmost 
to  oppose  a  Clause  which  he  did  not  hesi* 
tate  to  denounce  as  most  iniquitous.  But, 
if  the  freemen  were  really  guilty,  (as  the 
faon.  Member  for  Newcastle  observed  last 
night)  why  was  not  a  Bill  brought  in  for 
their  disfranchisement  ?  Why  were  they 
not  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House,  and 
sentenced?  But  no!  they  were  to  be 
taken  as  it  were  by  a  side-wind,  and  with- 
out a  hearing,  pronounced  guilty.  He 
confessed  he  was  somewhat  astonished  to 
hear  the  Ministers,  who  professed  them- 
selves the  friends  of  popular  rights,  and 
the  advocates  of  an  equal  distribution  of 
political  power,  propose  the  Clause.  It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  many  hon. 
Members,  that  in  the  discussion  on  the 
first  introduction  of  the  Reform  Bill,  the 
case  of  the  freemen  was  particularly  point- 
ed out,  as  incurring  disapprobation  from 
the  manner  in  which  they  used  their  fran- 
chise, and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Home 
Secretary,  had  told  them,  that  in  the  second 
Bill,  the  justice  which  was  done  them, 
though  denied  them  in  the  first,  was  done 
simply  because  there  would  have  been 
greater  difficulties  in  the  way  q^  the  Bill 
without  it.  But  now,  the  noble  Lord, 
havingobtained,bymeansof  allowing  those 
freemen  to  retain  their  rights,  the  passing 
of  that  Bill  granted  them  the  retention  of 
their  privileges,  and  by  that  means  at. 
tained  bis  ends.  Now  the  noble  Lord,  by 
what  was  nothing  else  than  a  side  blow, 
sought  to  deprive  them  of  those  rights  to 
which  they  had  been  so  long  entitled.  If  that 
were  common  sense — if  that  were  justice 
-—if  that  were  indicative  of  the  feelings  of 
the  Government,  and  of  hon.  Members  of 
the  other  side,  who  professed  to  be  anxious 
to  uphold  the  rights  of  all  classes  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects  ^— then,  indeed,  he 
would  say,  that  justice  was  nothing  more 
than  an  empty  name*  He  repeated  his 
wish,  that  the  advocacy  of  that  class  of 
men  had  fallen  into  abler  hands;  and 
tfbould  his  Motion  be  negatived,  he  would 
support  any  other  Motions  wbk:h  might 
be  brought  forward,  having  a  similar 
object  in  viewt    But  he  should  feel  it  his 


duty,  if  he  stood  alone  In  it,  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  upon  it.  He  never 
could,  for  a  moment,  think  of  standing  up 
before  such  a  body  of  men,  if,  when  they 
were  in  difficulty  and  distress, and  most  un- 
justifiably persecutedyhehad  deserted  them. 
Again,  he  protested  against  the  introduc- 
tion of  that  Clause  in  the  Bill  in  the 
strongest  terms,  and  he  could  venture 
unhesitatingly  to  assert,  that  it  would  gain 
for  its  supporters  anything  but  the  popu- 
larity and  applause  of  the  people.  He 
would  move  '*  That  Clause  nine  be  omitted 
in  this  Bill." 

Mr.  John  Fielden  considered  the  in- 
terests of  his  constituents  so  much  in- 
terested in  the  Clause,  that  he  must  do  his 
duty  to  them,  by  offering  some  observa- 
tions on  the  injustice  of  the  Clause.  It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, that  when  the  Reform  Bill  was 
first  introduced  to  discussion,  a  Motion 
was  brought  forward  which  had  for  its 
object  the  perpetuation  of  the  rights  of  the 
freemen.  The  Motion  was  opposed  by  the 
Government  of  the  day,  but  he  was  happy 
to  say  tliat  they  agreed  ultimately  to  retain 
the  burgesses,  and  recognize  their  claims ; 
for,  shortly  after,  they  brought  in  the 
second  Reform  Bill,  in  which  a  Clause 
was  introduced,  which  had  for  its  object 
the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  the  free- 
men. It  appeared  to  him,  that  the 
Clause  before  them  went  to  destroy  the 
rights  which  were  secured  to  them  by 
the  Reform  Bill,  and  the  tenth  Clause 
destroyed  the  rights  of  property.  He 
would  not  detain  the  Committee  by  at- 
tempting to  renew  the  argument  advanced 
in  favour  of  the  freemen,  but  he  wish- 
ed to  call  their  attention  to  a  particular 
case,  of  those  who,  subsequent  to  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  had  entered  into  servi- 
tude, and  became  freed,  having  paid  a  con- 
sideration, in  order  that  they  might  enjoy 
the  privileges  which  were  secured  to  them 
by  the  Reform  Bill.  There  were  many 
privileges  pertaining  to  them  in  different 
places: — he  would  mention  one  where 
they  had  partaken  of  great  tracts  of  land 
of  205  acres,  granted  to  the  poor  freemen  : 
that  was  a  most  important  right. 

Mr.  Praed  rose  to  order.  He  begged 
that  the  Chairman  would  state  what  ques- 
tion was  before  the  House. 

The  Chairman  said,  the  question  was 
that  the  Clause  be  omitted.  The  object 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  would,  liow- 
eyer,  be  much  better  answered  by  waitin|^ 
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iiDtil  the  Amendments  proposed  regarding 
it  should  be  disposed  of,  and  he  might 
simply  move  that  it  be  negatived. 

Sir  William  Follett  observed,  that  in 
rising  to  move  an  Amendment  of  the 
Clause  then  submitted  to  the  House,  he 
wished  to  be  understood  as  oflfering  no 
opposition  to  the  general  principles  in- 
volved in  the  Bill,  and  as  desiring  no 
alterations  which  could  impair  its  efficacy, 
nor  would  he  in  that  Committee  resist  the 
adoption  of  any  of  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure which  would  have  the  effect  of  im- 
proving our  corporations,  or  adapting  and 
moulding  them  to  the  altered  circum- 
stances of  the  times.  He  would  o0er  no 
opposition  to  any  detail  of  the  Bill,  which 
if  agreed  to,  would  have  the  effect  of 
furthering  or  securing  the  object  which 
the  Bill  in  its  preamble  professed,  namely, 
"  To  render  corporations  better  and  more 
efficient  instruments  of  local  government." 
The  House,  however,  was  now  called  on 
to  consider  a  Clause  which  had  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  principles  involved 
in  the  Bill.  It  was  a  Clause  which  had 
no  relation  to  the  improvement  of  the 
municipal  government  of  corporate  towns 
— one  of  the  details  of  the  measure  which 
had  not  the  slightest  connexion  with  the 
principles,  the  establishment  of  which  the 
Bill  was  said  to  have  in  view.  The  Clause 
professed  to  have  two  objects  to  ac- 
complish ;  and  he  was  not  quite  sure 
whether  it  did  not  include  a  third,  which 
was  not  quite  so  apparent.  He  appre- 
hended that  it  was  the  intention  of  those 
who  brought  forward  this  measure,  that 
the  ninth  Clause  as  it  at  present  stood, 
should  have  the  effect  of  destroying  the 
legal  rights  of  freemen,  particularly  as  re- 
garded apprentices,  andf  abolishing  their 
privilege  of  voting  for  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  supposed  that  another  effieet 
of  it  would  be  to  extinguish  the  inchoate 
rights  of  freemen — ^the  rights  of  property, 
and  the  various  privileges  to  which  they 
were  entitled  ;  and  he  was  not  quite  satis- 
fied whether  the  Clause  would  not  have 
the  further  effect  of  preventing  all  existing 
freemen  from  voting  for  Members  of  Par- 
liament. Now,  if  he  were  wrong  in  at- 
tributing the  last  effect  to  this  provision 
of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  that  even  though 
his  amendment  were  lost,  the  noble  Lord 
would  take  care  and  secure  beyond  doubt 
the  right  of  existing  freemen  to  have  a 
share  in  the  choice  of  Members  of  that 

Houf  «#    [Lord  John  Rwsoll ;  They  are 


secured  by  the  next  Clause.]  He  referred 
to  the  right  of  freemen  to  vote  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  the  next  Clause 
related  exclusively  to  rights  of  property. 
He  was  anxious  that  the  most  valuable 
privilege  which  the  freemen  possessed-— 
namely,  that  of  a  right  to  choose  repre- 
sentatives in  that  House*  should  be  pre- 
served, at  all  events,  for  the  benefft  of 
existing  freemen.  It  might  not  be  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  rights  of  existing  freemen  to  vote 
for  Members  of  Parliament  should  be  in- 
terfered with ;  but  as  the  Bill  then  stood, 
a  certain  mode  was  prescribed,  by  which 
the  burgesses  under  the  new  corporate 
body  should  be  enrolled.  Now,  the  free- 
men being  admitted  to  vote  for  Members 
of  Parliament  because  they  were  menf- 
bers  of  the  corporate  body  of  the  town  to 
which  they  belonged,  it  became  a  question 
whether  the  right  to  which  he  had  alluded 
was  reserved  when  the  constitution  of 
those  bodies  was  changed,  and  the  free- 
men as  originally  appointed  were,  in  fact, 
no  longer  members  of  them.  He  did  not 
wish  to  impute  to  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment any  such  intention  as  that  which  he 
had  stipposed ;  but  he  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  or  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Attorney-General  would,  as  soon  as 
possible,  clear  up  all  doubts  on  the  point. 
[The  Attorney 'General:  The  rights  of 
existing  freemen  are  preserved  by  the 
Bill.]  If  that  were  so,  he  was  satisfied. 
He  was  satisfied  with  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend's  assertion,  that  such  was  the 
intention  of  the  Bill,  for  he  was  sure  it 
would  be  so  construed.  He  should  now 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  ad- 
mitted objects  of  the  Clause.  It  was  ac- 
knowledged, in  the  first  place,  that  per- 
sons now  in  existence  having  an  inchoate 
right  to  take  out  their  freedom,  were  to 
be  deprived  by  this  Clause  of  that  right, 
as  well  as  of  the  rights  of  property  and  the 
privileges  to  which,  as  freemen,  they  were 
entitled.  It  was  farther  admitted  that  the 
effect  of  the  Clause  would  be,  that  every 
freeman  having  now  an  inchoate  right,  so 
far  as  regarded  the  privilege  of  voting  for 
Members  of  Parliament,  would  be  de- 
prived of  that  privilege  by  being  prevented 
from  becoming  freemen  of  the  town  to 
which  they  belonged.  It  was  certainly 
true  that  these  two  descriptions  of  right 
were  different ;  but  he  did  not  agree  that 
they  stood  on  different  grounds.    They 

oughti  perbapsj  to  be  discussed  separatdy* 
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He  should,  however,  with  the  permission 
of  the  Committee^  call  their  attention  to 
the  infringement  of  the  rights  of  property 
effected  by  this  Clause.  But  whilst  upon 
this  part  of  the  subject,  he  begged  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  a  question  which  was 
put  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Oxford,  last  night,  to  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  J.  Russell),  as  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
the  property  held  by  corporations  for 
specific  purposes.  The  noble  Lord  at 
first  answered  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  Government  to  interfere  with  this 
species  of  property,  but  to  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  new  corporate  bodies  or 
trustees,  to  be  applied  to  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  held  by  the  existing  corpora- 
tions. The  noble  Lord,  however,  after- 
wards, in  an  answer  to  a  question  put  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  qualified  his  first  answer,  and 
stated,  if  he  understood  the  noble  Lord 
correctly,  that  property  which  had  been 
left  for  specific  purposes,  should  be  devoted 
to  objects  connected  with  charitable  uses. 
If  he  was  right  in  taking  the  last  as  the 
deliberate  and  decisive  opinion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  one  in  which  he  pre- 
sumed his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Attorney-General  acquiesced,  then  he 
must  be  permitted  to  say,  with  all  due 
deference,  that  this  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced without  due  inquiry,  and  without 
proper  examination  into  details  which  en- 
dangered the  existence  of  property  held 
by  various  corporations  for  distinct  and 
specific  purposes.  He  said  this,  because 
he  was  satified  that  as  the  Bill  then  stood 
it  would  not  even  effect  the  object  which 
the  noble  Lord,  in  answer  to  the  question 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  seemed  desirous  of  attaining. 
With  respect  to  the  inchoate  rights  to 
which  he  had  before  referred,  they  were 
possessed,  he  contended,  by  certain  per- 
sons who,  on  becoming  of  age,  were  en- 
titled to  their  freedom,  not  as  a  matter  of 
grace,  favour,  or  purchase,  but  as  the 
effect  of  a  legal  vested  interest,  the  enjoy- 
ment of  which  they  had  a  right  to  claim. 
Now,  he  would  bring  under  the  attention 
of  the  House  a  statement  which  he  had 
received  with  reference  to  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  freemen  in  one  town  (Co- 
ventry), which  he  thought  might  be  taken 
as  a  sample  of  the  mode  in  which  property 
was  held  and  disposed  of  by  corporations 
in   the   different  towns  throughout  the 


country.  In  that  town  the  first  species  of 
property  held  by  the  corporation  was  of 
that  description  which  he  admitted  did 
not  escape  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord — ^he  meant  the  right  of  comroon 
which  was  enjoyed  by  freemen  of  this 
town  to  the  extent  of  each  being  allowed 
to  place  their  cattle  on  the  common.  That 
was  one  of  the  privileges  of  the  freemen 
of  Coventry.  The  next  was,  that  every 
freeman  was  entitled,  on  commencing 
business,  to  the  use  of  501.  out  of  Sir 
Thomas  White's  charity,  to  be  repaid  in 
nine  years.  Besides  that,  every  freeman 
decidedly  in  want,  had  a  right  to  demand 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  same  charity  the 
sum  of  4/.  Again,  there  was  an  endowed 
grammar  school,  supported  by  the  rents 
of  estates,y  i  elding  900/.  a-year,  to  which 
every  freeman  had  the  right  of  sending  his 
son,  where  he  was  educated  free  of  ex- 
pense. There  were,  too,  estates  left  for 
the  purpose  of  binding  out  as  apprentices, 
the  children  of  freemen.  Now,  let  the 
House  consider  what  they  were  doing 
when  they  determined  to  take  away  from 
the  inhabitants  of  such  towns  the  inchoate 
rights  to  which  they  were  entitled.  The 
apprentices  of  Coventry  had  a  right  to 
every  one  of  the  privileges  which  he  had 
enumerated.  Was  it  the  intention  of  the 
House  to  abolish  these  rights  ?  Was  the 
Government  going  to  deprive  these  per- 
sons of  them  ?  He  should  not  stop  to  in- 
quire at  any  length  into  that  question:  but 
he  could  not  help  asking  the  noble  Lord, 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  At- 
torney-General, what,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  they  meant  to  do  with 
this  species  of  property ;  to  what  purpose 
did  they  intend  to  apply  the  money  de- 
rived from  the  sources  which  he  had  men- 
tioned? He  could  find  no  provision  of 
the  Bill — no  enacting  Clause  in  it — no- 
thing in  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord 
which  enabled  Jiim  clearly  to  ascertain 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  this  part 
of  the  Question  involved  in  the  Bill.  He 
must  repeat  the  question — what  did  they 
mean  to  do  with  the  property  of  corpora- 
tions? They  meant  to  abolish  freemen 
altogether,  and  destroy  the  rights  which 
belonged  to  them  ?  In  what  way,  theo, 
would  they  dispose  of  these  charitable 
funds  possessed  by  almost  all  the  cor- 
porate towns  throughout  the  kingdom 
which  were  directed  by  will  to  be  applied 
specifically  for  the  benefit  of  freemen, 
and  to  be  reserved  to  their  wives,  widows. 
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and  children  ?  It  was  because  be  could 
find  no  clue  whatever  to  the  determination 
of  the  Goyemment  in  any  of  the  details 
of  the  Bill,  or  in  any  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  assert  that 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  without 
proper  inquiry.  Was  it  proposed  that  the 
property  which  he  had  already  alluded  to 
should  revert  to  the  donor,  or  was  it  inten- 
ded to  apply  it  to  the  general  purposes  of 
the  corporation  ?  Had  they  a  right  to 
adopt  such  a  course.  This  property  was 
not  left  on  some  occasions  to  the  corpo- 
rations at  all.  It  was  in  some  instances 
left  in  trust  to  individuals  for  the  benefit 
of  freemen,  their  children,  wives,  or 
widows.  He  might  be  told,  however,  that 
though  it  was  resolved  to  abolish  the  old 
corporations  and  the  freemen,  still  that  it 
was  the  wish  of  Government  that  these 
charitable  funds  which  had  been  left  in 
trust  should  be  taken  from  the  freemen 
and  placed  under  the  superintendence 
and  control  of  the  new  burgesses.  If  this 
was  the  resolution  of  his  M ajesty's Govern  > 
ment  there  was  no  Clause  in  the  Bill  to 
that  efiect.  Indeed,  no  such  disposition 
of  this  property  seemed  to  have  been  con- 
templated by  the  framers  of  the  Bill; 
for  by  the  sixth  Clause  all  persons  were 
prevented  from  becoming  burgesses  who 
received  any  relief  from  the  charitable 
funds  of  the  corporation.  The  difficulties 
which  encompassed  this  question,  appeared 
to  have  been  totvilly  overlooked  by  those 
who  drew  up  the  Bill.  But  supposing 
that  they  had  considered  the  point,  and 
provision  were  made  for  disposing  of  these 
funds,  he  would  ask  the  House  whether  it 
was  expedient,  fair,  or  proper  to  deprive 
these  persons,  who  were  now  entitled  to 
it,  of  this  property.  Had  they  any  right 
to  do  so.  The  property  which  the  ap- 
prentices of  Coventry  possessed  in  the  in- 
choate rights  and  privileges  of  common, 
of  the  power, to  get  a  certain  sum  from  Sir 
Thomas  Whites  charity,  to  have  their 
children  sent  to  a  free  school,  to  bind  out 
their  children  without  expense,  was  as 
valuable  to  them  as  any  estate  which  might 
belong  to  any  hon.  Member  of  that  House. 
Now,  let  the  Committee  try  the  Clause  by 
that  test.  If  a  Bill  were  introduced  into 
that  House  to  deprive  any  hon.  Member 
of  the  vested  interest  which  he  had  in  any 
estate,  would  they  listen  to  such  a  propo- 
sition for  a  moment?  Upon  what  prin- 
ciple, then,  could  they  deprive  those  per- 
sons of  the  existing  generation,  who  had 


entered  on  their  apprenticeships,  with  the 
well-founded  hope  of  becoming  freemen, 
and  who  had  paid  a  premium  for  that 
privilege  which  they  expected  to  enjoy, 
of  that  property  to  the  possession  of 
which  they  had  a  right  to  look  forward. 
The  next  point  which  he  would  submit 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  was, 
why  was  a  question  of  property  intro- 
duced at  all  into  the  Clauses  of  the  Bill 
— what  had  it  to  do  with  the  municipal 
government  of  corporate  towns.  The 
amendment  which  he  meant  to  propose 
did  not  go  to  throw  out  the  proposed 
Clause :  it  was  not  framed  for  the  purpose 
of  at  all  thwarting  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
formation  of  the  constituent  body  under 
the  Municipal  Bill,  or  changing  the  qualifi- 
cation from  that  of  payment  of  rates ;  what 
it  was  his  intention  to  submit  to  the  Com- 
mittee was,  that  no  person  should  vote  for 
any  Member  of  the  governing  body  ap- 
pointed by  this  measure,  or  receive  any 
privilege  conferred  by  the  Bill,  except 
those  who  were  qualified  under  its  provi- 
sions. He  did  not  wish  that  the  rights  of 
freemen  should  be  allowed  to  interfere  with 
the  privileges  conferred  by  this  Bill ;  but 
he  was  certainly  most  desirous  that  those 
persons  who  had  inchoate  rights  should 
be  allowed  to  hold  the  property  to  which 
they  were  entitled,  and  that  these  rights 
should  be  protected.  This  Amendment 
would  not  interfere  with  the  due  ad- 
ministration of  the  municipal  govern- 
ment of  the  towns,  but  merely  pledged 
the  House  to  the  preservation  of  the  rights, 
privileges,  and  property  of  the  freemen. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  advert — the  right  of  freemen 
to  vote  for  representatives  in  Parliament. 
There  was  a  provision  in  the  Reform  Bill 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord  which  ex- 
pressly secured  to  them  that  right.  Why 
was  that  provision  to  be  altered ;  and  if 
altered  at  all,  why  was  it  not  altered 
directly,  not  indirectly  ?  The  noble  Lord 
might  perhaps  say,  that  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  BUI,  he  was  not 
acquainted  with  all  the  facts  which  ren- 
dered it  undesirable  that  freemen  should 
retain  the  elective  franchise.  If  so,  why, 
when  the  noble  Lord  became  acquainted 
with  those  facts,  did  he  not  brmg  in  a 
Bill  to  alter  the  Reform  Bill  in  that 
respect,  founded  on  an  allegation  of  the 
misconduct  of  the  freemen?  Having 
given  a  privilege  to  any  set  of  persons, 
was  it  justifiable  to  take  that  privilege 
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away,  except  upon  proof  of  miscoDduct? 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  freemen  had  been 

Kilty  of  receiving  bribes ;  if  so,  let  those 
lemen  be  disfranchised,  but  do  not  dis- 
franchise freemen  who  were  innocent  of 
any  such  practices.     But  were  freemen 
the  only  class  of  electors  who  had  been 
guilty  of  bribery?    The  noble  Lord  was 
too  well  read  in  the  history  of  the  country, 
and  in  the  history  of  elections,  not  to 
know  that  the  very  class  of  constituency 
which    he    now    preferred    to   freemen, 
namely,  the  scot  and  lot  voters,  were  of 
all  classes  of  the  constituency,  the  most 
corrupt.    It  was  not  fair,  therefore,  oq 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  confine  the 
charge  of  bribery  to  one  class.    The  case 
of  Shoreham  was  a  case  of  scot  and  lot 
voters;  the  cases  of  Warwick,  and  of 
other  places,  were  cases  of  scot  and  lot 
voters.    The    Report   on    the    Stafford 
case  showed  that  the  housekeepers  were 
bribed.     Under  such    circumstances,  it 
was  unjust  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  come   down,    and,  by  a  side  wind, 
deprive  freemen  of  their  elective  franchise 
when  it  was  found  that  other  classes  of  the 
constituency  were  quite  as  open  to  bribery 
as  they  were.     He  was  desirous  that  the 
Bill  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com* 
mittee  should  be  strictly  confined  to  the 
object  for  which  it  was  professed  to  be 
introduced,   viz., — for    the  improvement 
of  Municipal  Corporations ;  and  that  no 
Clause  should  be  introduced  into  it  not 
having  any  bearing  on  that  object.    The 
effect,  however,  of  the  Clause  now  under 
consideration  would  be  to  get  rid  of  a 
compact  which    was    concluded  at    the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act. 
At  that  time,    freemen    were  not   told, 
"  Your  children  shall  not  have  the  right  to 
vote  for  Members    of  Parliament,     nor 
shall  they  enjoy  the  property  which  you 
now  possess."    On  the    contrary,  tney 
had  reason    to   believe    that   the  rights 
secured  to  them  by  the  Reform  Act  would 
be  secured  to  their  posterity.    This  was 
the  first  time  that  any  attempt  had  been 
made  to  interfere  with  those  rights.    He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  see  the  pro- 

Eriety  of  not  pressing  the  Clause.  If  he  did, 
owever,  he  ^Sir  William  Follet)  should 
feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment; and  he  trusted  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  not  consent,  in  a  Bill  of  this 
description,  to  allow  of  the  insertion  of 
Clauses  which  had  even  the  appearance 

f  f  beiii^  fbooded  ou  a  yiolation  of  faith ; 


and  which  were,  in  fact,  an  interference 
with  the  rights,  privileges,  and  the 
property,  of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
inhabitants  of  this  countjry.  The  hon. 
and  Learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  an  amendment  to  the  effect  de- 
scribed in  his  speech. 

The  Attorney-General  said,  that  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  Amendment  of 
his  learned  and  hon.  friend,  as,  in  bis 
opinion,  it  would,  if  adopted,  tend  very 
much  to  defeat  the  great  object  of  the  Bill. 
He  would  contend  that  the  existence  of 
freemen  in  Corporations,  as  distinct  from 
residence  or  occupation,  was  an  usurpa- 
tion, that  the  system  as  it  now  stood  was 
a  curse  to  the  country,  and  the  sooner 
they  were  got  rid  of  the  better.    If  there 
were  any  peculiar  cases  where  estates  had 
been  devised  for  any  particular  purposes  it 
would  be  easy  to  think  of  a  proviso ;  but 
until  these  purposes  were  distinctly  proved 
he  thought  there  should  be  no  interference. 
He  would  ask  the  Committee,  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned   Friend  if  it  were  carried? 
It  would  be  to  perpetuate  the  present  race 
of  freemen  for  ever — in  secuta  seculorum 
— and  that,   as  long    as    England  was 
England,  th^y  should  enjoy  the  privileges 
they  at  present  possess,  however  obnoxious 
they  might    be    to   the  public  welfare. 
Instead  of  the  Bill  being  a  blessing  it 
would  be  a  curse  if  this  Amendment  were 
adopted.     And  then,  what  a  new  and 
anomalous  race  of  beings  it  would  create ! 
Freemen  were  now  corporators — they  had 
a  right  under  the  existing  system  of  voting 
for  mayors,   aldermen,  common-council- 
men  ,  and  recorders.     H  is  hon .  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  propose  that  they  should 
become  burgesses,  or  common-councillors, 
under  the  system  sought  to  be  established 
by  the  present  Bill.    To  what  purpose 
were  those  powers  continued  in  them  when 
they  would  have  no  object  to  exercise 
them  on  ?    It  was  an  effort  to  perpetuate 
abuses  which  should  never  exist,  and  to 
continue    rights    which    were     manifest 
usurpations.    He — as  a  lawyer  and  aa 
antiquary — who  had,  as  a  matter  of  neces* 
sily,  given  some  degree  of  attention  to  the 
ancient  history  of  corporations,  insisted  and 
asserted  that  freedom  unconnected  with 
inhabitancy  of  a  place  was  an  usurpation. 
When  the  charters  under  which  most  of  the 
present  corporations  claimed  were  granted 
by  the  former  Kings  of  England,  &e  only 

freemen  recognis^  by  Iftw  were  the  re* 
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sideot  inbabitaQtSy  and  all  freemen  were 
corporators^  It  was,  therefore,  an  usurpa- 
tion when  corporations  refused  to  admit 
inhabitant  householders  to  the  freedom  of 
any  citv  or  borough  claiming  to  be  incor- 
porated under  such  charter,  as  well  as  a 
violation  of  the  charter  itfelf ;  and  it  was 
the  same  in  both  instances,  when  they 
admitted  individuals  to  the  freedom  who 
did  not  possess  the  necessary  qualification, 
which  was  occupancy.  The  consequence 
of  these  usurpations,  which  had  become 
general  in  the  course  of  time,  was,  that  in 
most  cities  and  boroughs  in  England  the 
great  mass  of  the  inhabitant  householders 
were  excluded  from  the  privileges  of  the 
freedom,  while  the  corporations,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  admission  of  unqualified 
persons,  consisted  in  most  cases  of  mean, 
wretched,  beggarly,  and  exceptionable  in- 
dividuals, who  should  never  have  been 
admitted  to  their  freedom.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  proposed  the  admission 
of  all  who,  by  birth  or  servitude,  were 
entitled  to  their  freedom;  but  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  surely  knew  that  in  the 
former  case  the  determination  of  the  limits 
of  the  corporate  jurisdiction  was  necessary, 
while  in  the  latter  proper  vouchers  of 
servitude,  as  well  as  enrolment,  according 
to  the  forms  of  the  extinct  corporation, 
were  imperative.  But  the  Bill  before  the 
Committee  went  to  extinguish  the  ancient 
corporations,  and  to  create  others  in  their 
stead.  Who  were  to  admit  these  indi- 
viduals to. the  freedom  of  the  city  or 
borough  in  which  they  were  born,  or  had 
served  their  time,  in  that  case  ?  To  be 
valid  the  admission  should  be  formal,  and 
efiTected  in  the  mode  and  manner  prescribed 
bv  the  charter.  When,  however,  the 
charter  prescribed  admission  through  the 
mayor,  aldermen,  and  common  council, 
and  where  no  such  body  should  be  found 
to  exist,  how  could  the  act  of  admission 
be  made  or  performed  ?  When  these 
bodies  were  gone,  who  were  to  exercise 
their  functions  in  that  respect?  Again, 
in  the  matter  of  servitude,  or  rather  the 

Krformance  of  certain  conditions,  which, 
ing  performed,  entitled  the  party  to  his 
freedom  and  all  the  immnnities  and  privi- 
leges consequent  on  it,  who  was  to  ascer- 
tain that  these  conditions  had  been  fulfilled? 
At  present  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
would  grant  a  quo  warranto  to  ascertain 
the  fact,  because  the  law  of  corporations 
was  de6ned,  and  the  right  to  do  so  was 
determined  in  that  Court    By  the  Bill 


before  the  House  corporations  were  ex- 
tinguished, and  in  that  case  therefore 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  King^s 
Bench  was  at  an  end.  It  would  not  inter- 
fere with  what  was  not  in  existence ;  what 
then  became  of  redress?  It  was  highly 
necessary  to  put  an  end  to  the  present 
system.  It  could  not  be  longer  borne  that 
two  classes  of  individuals  should  exist  in 
the  same  borough  or  city,  one  of  which, 
without  any  reasonable  cause,  was  more 
privileged  than  the  other.  One  of  the 
most  valuable  privileges  of  freemen  was 
exemption  from  toll.  Did  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  mean  that  from  hence- 
forward and  for  ever  freemen,  many  of 
whom  had  no  property,  most  of  whom 
had  no  character,  should  possess  that  im- 
munity? His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  inveighed  against  encroachments  on 
corporate  possessions,  and  asserted  the 
rights  of  property,  which  existed  in  cor- 
porate bodies.  But  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  should  have  remembered  that  these 
possessions  were  usurped  in  most  instances; 
and  that  the  corporations  divided  amongst 
themselves,  in  a  majority  of  cases,  those 
funds  which  had  been  intrusted  to  them 
for  public  purposes.  The  abuse  was  so 
glaring  and  so  indefensible  that  the  sooner 
some  change  was  made  the  better  for  the 
country.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  seemed  to  say  that  there  would  be  a 
hardship  inflicted  on  that  class  of  persons 
by  depriving  them  of  the  right  of  voting 
in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  had  urged  on  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Committee  that  the  Reform 
Act  was  final  as  to  the  several  component 
parts  of  the  constituency  for  that  purpose, 
and  that  the  clause  before  them  would  be 
an  infraction  of  its  provision.  But  there 
was  no  such  compact  expressed  or  implied 
in  the  Reform  Act.  It  did  not  affect  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  rights  of  free- 
men. It  simply  stated  that  while  freemen 
were  suffered  to  exist  they  should  have 
permission  to  exercise  the  elective  fran- 
chise. Nobody  would  be  so  insane  as  to 
say  that  because  a  thipg  was,  it  should 
always  continue  to  be;  or  that  Uie  bands  of 
Parliament  should  for  ever  be  tied  up  in  that 
or  in  any  othe»  particular  instance.  It  was 
essential  to  the  success  of  the  Bill  befdre  the 
Committee  that  the  power  should  be  taken 
away  from  that  class  of  freemen,  and  that 
their  hands  should  be  tied  up,  to  prevent 
them  doing  further  mischief.  In  a  majority 
of  cases  they  paid  no  rates— 'had  no  pro^ 


1079       Corporation  Reform—      {COMMONS} 


Committee. 


1080 


pcrty — did  not  even  discharge  scot  or  bear 
lot — and  the  time  of  many  of  them  was 
passed  in  workhouses  the  greater  part  of 
the  year,  whence  they  were  withdrawn  on 
the  approach  of  an  election  Municipal  or 
Parliamentary,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
their  vote  for  a  bribe  of  some  description 
or  other.  In  almost-  every  election  of 
either  kind  the  freemen  of  the  several  con- 
stituencies were  notorious  for  bribery.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  asserted^  that 
their  infamy  was  participated  in  by  the  o  her 
classes  of  voters,  and  he  (the  Attorney- 
General)  was  not  disposed  to  deny  it,  to 
some  extent.  But  he,  too,  was  prepared 
to  say  that  he  believed  the  infamy  of  the 
freemen  was  the  original  cause,  and  that 
the  corruption  of  their  example  extended 
itself  to  those  who  were  not  so  viciou^  as 
themselves.  Until  they  were  eradicated 
from  the  constituencies  of  the  kingdom,  and 
the  system  under  which  they  had  flourished 
was  put  an  end  to,  there  could  be  no  hope 
of  purity  of  election  for  Municipal  Officers 
or  Members  of  Parliament.  When  this 
should  have  been  done  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, he  believed,  would  be  at  an  end. 
With  respect  to  the  rights  of  property, 
asserted  by  his  hon,  and  learned  Friend 
to  exist  in  corporations  he  should  offer  one 
word.  With  respect  to  the  hardships 
pointed  out  by  his  hon,  and  learned  Friend 
— no  man  could  regret  more  than  he  did, 
any  infringmenton  individual  interest  even 
for  public  good.  But  he  felt  himself 
compelled,  on  principle,  to  sanction  this 
measure,  because  he  believed  the  public 
good  paramount  to  all  other  considerations, 
merely  private  or  personal.  The  Clauses 
objected  to,  were  framed  with  great  ten- 
derness to  those  who  were  to  be  affected 
by  them.  According  to  the  precedent  of 
the  Irish  forty-shilling  freeholders  set  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  all  existing  freemen  might 
at  ooce  have  been  disfranchised.  But  the 
rights  of  all  existing  freemen  were  sacredly 
preserved.  To  the  end  of  their  days,  all 
of  them  would  continue  to  vote  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  to  enjoy  all  the 
rights  of  property  which  they  might  now 
claim  by  custom,  without  any  strict  legal 
title.  All  the  children  of  freemen  now 
borD|  and  all  who  are  now  bound  ap- 
prentices, were  to  enjoy  the  exemptions, 
and  to  be  entitled  to  the  advantages  which 
they  might  have  claimed  had  this  Bill  not 
been  introduced.  The  full  advantages  of 
the  Bill  were  thus  postponed  for  another 


generation  :  and  the  error  to  be  imputed 
to  the  ministers  was,  chat  they  had  shown 
too  much  respect  for  rights  which  had 
their  origin  in  usurpation  and  misapplica- 
tion of  the  property  held  by  the  Corpora- 
tions in  trust  for  the  public  good.  He 
felt  it  impossible  for  him  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

Mr.  Harvey  complained  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney-General  had  shown 
so  little  kindness  for  the  corporate  con- 
stituencies, when  he  classed  them  all  as 
denizens  of  gaols,  and  mean,  wretched 
persons.  He  had  been  returned  to  that 
House  for  a  space  of  upwards  of  eighteen 
years  by  the  burgesses  of  Colchester,  and 
he  certainly  could,  from  his  own  know- 
ledge, as  far  as  that  borough  was  con- 
cerned, disprove  the  unkind  assertion  of 
the  hon.  Attorney-General.  In  place  of 
finding  them  worse  in  proportion  as  they 
were  necessitous,  he  had  always,  on  the 
contrary,  found  that  the  poorer  they  were 
the  more  virtuously  they  acted.  There 
was  one  observation  which  might  be  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Exeter,  who  omitted  it  in  his  valuable 
dissection  of  the  clause  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  as  it  was  without  the  range  of 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member's  principles 
he  (Mr.  H.)  could  easily  excuse  him  for 
the  neglect  of  it.  It  was  this  :  the  effect 
of  the  Clause  as  it  stood  would  be  to 
destroy,  almost  immediately,  no  incon- 
siderable portion  of  the  constituency  of 
the  country,  in  as  far  as  cities  and  boroughs 
were  in  question,  and  eventually  to  an- 
nihilate more  than  half  of  the  whole.  He 
would  take  a  case  in  point,  Colchester, 
for  instance,  which  he  knew  from  his  own 
experience.  In  that  boroue^h  there  was  a 
constituency  of  from  1,000  to  1,200  voters, 
he  would  say  1,150,  of  which  about  one 
half  were  freemen  or  burgesses.  Of  this 
half  one  moiety  would  be  immediately  ex- 
tinguished; that  was  about  a  quarter  of 
the  whole  constituency,  inasmuch  as  at 
least  that  number  of  the  class  in  question 
were  not  rated  to  the  poor  rate  or  in  the 
payment  of  local  taxation.  In  about 
twenty  years  the  entire  six  hundred  would 
become  extinct;  inasmuch  as  by  the  Clause 
in  debate  there  was  no  power  of  keeping 
them  up  permitted.  Thus  the  town  <^ 
Colchester  would  have  a  constituency  of 
only  600,  in  place  of  nearly  double  that 
number.  In  other  boroughs,  where  the 
population  was  less,  and  the  elective  ftaii« 
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chise  consequently  in  fewer  hands;  for 
instance,  in  some  boroughs  where  the 
electors  did  not  amount  to  more  than  five 
or  six  hundred — if  the  same  proportion 
were  permitted  as  the  basis  of  calculation, 
and  it  was  not  by  any  means  an  unrea- 
sonable one — what  would  become  of  the 
intention  of  the  Reform  Act?  Close 
boroughs  would-be  as  prevalent  as  ever, 
unless  some  remedy  were  devised  for  the 
disease.  For  his  own  part,  he  confessed 
he  was  not  at  all  sorry  for  the  circum- 
stance, nor  did  he  much  fear  the  conse- 
quences. Out  of  evil,  however,  would 
come  good*  He  saw  in  the  provisions  of 
the  Clause  before  the  Committee  enough 
to  assure  him  that  in  the  process  of  a  very 
short  period  of  time  the  Bill  which  they 
were  about  to  pass  would  compel  a  more 
extended  constituency  all  over  the  king- 
dom, inasmuch  as  it  was  only  natural 
that  those  who  were  to  be  intrusted  with 
the  power  of  governing  themselves  in  their 
municipal  affairs  should  turn  round,  and 
require  the  power  of  electing  their  Re- 
presentatives in  Parliament*  Those  who 
could  wisely  choose  a  Mayor  and  Common 
Council  could  not  easily  be  refused  an 
extension  of  their  privilege  to  the  choice 
of  Members  of  the  Legislature.  He  was, 
therefore,  favourable  to  the  principle  of 
the  clause,  for  the  reason,  that  he  believed 
iXi  result  would  be  to  establish  a  system 
in  which  the  Parliamentary  and  the  Muni- 
cipal Representation  of  cities  and  boroughs 
should  be  co-equal.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney-General  had  passed  rather  lightly 
over  those  observations,  respecting  the 
rights  of  property  in  schools  and  charities 
rested  in  corporate    bodies  as  they  at 

{^resent  existed,  made  by  the  hon.  and 
earned  Member  for  Exeter;  notwith- 
standing that  there  was  much  in  them 
deserving  of  notice.  There  was  a  school, 
for  instance,  in  Colchester — he  should  take 
the  place  most  familiar  and  best  known  to 
him— in  which  by  the  terms  of  the  charter 
or  grant,  it  was  expressly  stated  that  the 
boys  educated  there  should  be  the  sons  of 
burgesses  or  freemen,  for  both  names  were 
of  the  same  signification.  Now,  if  the 
Clause,  were  agreed  to,  in  five-and-twenty 
years  the  burgesses  would  be  swept  away. 
[No,  freemen.]  But  freemen  were  bur- 
gesses. Now,  after  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  no  person  would  be  admitted  on  the 
roll  of  burgeFSPS.  In  schools,  therefore, 
the  charters  of  which  declared  that  the 
boys  should  be  the  sons  of  burgesses,  if 


the  burgesses  were  destroyed,  the  qualifica- 
tion would  be  destroyed.  He  did  not  say 
that  this  might  not  be  remedied.  But 
when  there  was  a  race  of  amity  with  re- 
ference to  the  Bill,  he  thought  it  desirable 
to  throw  into  the  common  stock  of  infor- 
mation whatever  suggestions  might  occur 
to  him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Exeter  had  somewhat  overstated  the 
case  of  the  charity  of  Sir  Thomas  White; 
although  he  (Mr.  Harvey)  was  sure  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  no 
intention  of  overstating  it.  This  property 
was  to  be  placed  at  interest,  and  divided 
amongst  the  twenty-four  named  Corpora- 
tions, amongst  which  were  Bristol,  Ox- 
ford, and  Coventry.  A  small  sum  per 
annum  was  allowed  to  the  Mayor  of 
Bristol  for  going  round  and  attending  to 
the  distribution  of  the  money  amongst  the 
corporate  bodies  entitled  to  it.  The  Cor- 
poration of  Bristol,  however,  invested  the 
money  (2,000/.)  in  the  purchase  of  land 
which  now  produced  2,000/.  a-year,  but 
the  Bristol  Corporation  contrived  to  keep 
to  themselves  that  amount,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  some  trifling  disbursements  to 
others.  Oxford  city,  which  was  never 
backward  in  asserting  its  claim  to  every 
thing  which  to  it  considered  itself  entitled, 
claimed  its  right  to  have  2,000/.  once  in 
every  twenty-four  years,  but  the  claim 
was  resisted.  Coventry,  instead  of  itft 
twenty-fourth  share  of  the  2,000/.  a-year 
came  in  only  for  100/.  every  twenty-four 
years ;  and  this  he  supposed,  was  one  of 
the  rights  of  property  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Exeter  adverted, 
which  he  could  not  but  look  upon  as  an 
over-statement.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney- Gene- 
ral that  the  chartered  schools  were  to  be 
thrown  open,  not  only  to  burgesses  but  to 
all  others.  This  would  be  especially  ad- 
vantageous to  Colchester ;  for  at  present, 
although  there  was  a  considerable  endowed 
school  there,  the  master  received  all  the 
money,  and  there  were  no  boys  in  it. 

The  SoHcitoT'Oeneral  contended  that  it 
would  be  impossible — not  merely  difficult, 
but  impossible — that  any  good  or  any 
tolerable  system  could  go  on  if  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Exeter  were  adopted.  He 
would  call  on  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to  say  what  would  be  the  constitution  of 
corporations  in  a  few  years  if  his  Amend- 
ment should  pass?  The  Members  of 
them  would  consist  of  two  classes— one 
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the  nte-payen^  the  useful  and  industrious 
party,  who  would  have  to  pay  all  the 
burthens,  and  the  other  the  aristocracy  of 
freemen,  who  would  derive  all  the  benefits 
but  who  would  haye  to  pay  nothing.  He 
did  not  say  that  this  would  continue, 
but  as  long  as  it  did  last  it  was 
human  nature  that  it  should  beget  in- 
cessant heartburnings.  He  thought  that 
by  the  line  of  argument  which  had  been 
pursued  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Exeter,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  been  completely  begging  the  question. 
The  case  of  Sir  Thomas  White's  charity, 
which  had  been  alluded  to,  bad  led  to 
interminable  discussions  in  the  Courts  of 
Law,  of  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  doubtless  aware;  and  though  it 
sometimes  occurred  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  that  difficulties  presented  them- 
selves as  to  the  definition  of  what  consti- 
tuted a  charity  and  what  a  Corporate 
Fund,  yet.  in  the  case  of  Sir  Thomas 
White's  bequests  he  had  no  such  difficulty. 
But,  supposing  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  statement  respecting  it  to  be 
correct,  what  did  it  make  for  his  argument  t 
It  was  in  proof  that  the  fund  known  as 
Sir  T.  White's  was  a  mere  charitable 
trust— it  was  plain  that  no  fund  of  this 
nature  would  be  invaded  by  the  Bill 
before  them,  and  as  to  its  administration 
it  would  be  transferred  into  the  hands  of 
the  Mayor  and  Common  Council,  the 
successors  of  the  old  Corporation.  With 
respect  to  the  fund  itself  and  its  appro- 
priation, if  any  doubts  were  entertained  on 
that  head  they  oould  be  easily  resolved  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  who  could  direct 
its  appropriation  to  other  purposes,  as  had 
been  done  in  the  case  of  a  charity  for  the 
release  of  Algerine  Christian  captives  by 
Lord  Eldon,  when  there  were  no  longer 
any  Christian  captives  to  be  released,  on 
the  destruction  of  that  Power.  The 
principle  was  the  same  in  both  cases ;  and 
if  the  Court  had  jurisdiction  in  one  it 
should  have  it  also  m  the  other.  If,  then, 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  depriving  free- 
men of  their  rights  in  property  there  could 
surely  be  none  in  depriving  them  of  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise  for 
Members  of  Parliament,  because  it  never 
was  intended  to  confer  that  privilege  on 
any  individual  as  a  mere  right  attached 
to  his  person  alone  and  unconnected  with 
any  circumstances  of  property  or  any 
condition  of  public  service.  The  moment 
the  existence  of  privileges  in  any  body  of 


men  was  discovered  to  be  incompatible 
with  the  interests  of  the  country  that 
moment  they  should  be  unhesitatingly 
swept  away  for  ever.  He  could  not 
conceive  anything  less  likely  to  serve  and 
more  likely  to  injure  the  stability  of  the 
State  than  that  a  class  of  individuals  pos- 
sessing no  property  should  have  an  interest 
in  the  election  of  Corporate  officers 
in  the  Government  of  a  town — such 
persons  who  might  be  careless  of  the 
well-being  of  the  country  should  not  have 
the  power  either  of  electing  Corporate 
officers  or  of  sending  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment. He  felt  bound,  therefore,  to  oppose 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Charles  Barclay  wished  to  make 
a  few  observations.  He  had  always 
thought,  though  not  in  Parliament  at  the 
time  of  the  Reform  Bill,  that  property 
and  representation  went  hand-in-hand; 
andconsidereditas  a  great  blot  in  that  Bill, 
the  continuing  the  freemen,  and  givinsr 
them  the  right  to  vote;  he  wtsconvincea 
thatthelO/.franchise  was  sufficient  in  some 
of  the  towns,  it  was  not  sufficient  for  the 
larger  towns  of  the  kingdom,  and  had  he 
been  in  the  House  at  the  time  of  the 
Reform  Bill  he  certainly  should  have  pro* 
posed  a  higher  oualifioation  for  those 
towns.  Having  tnat  opinion  he  wished 
to  carry  the  Clause  as  it  then  stood, 
because  he  considered  that  it  would  be  bet* 
ter  that  the  representation  both  for  the 
Mayor  and  Common  Council  and  for 
Members  of  Parliament  should  be  placed 
upon  property.  He  therefore  felt  sati^ 
fied  with  the  basis  of  the  qualification 
for  constituents  who  were  to  elect  the 
Mayor  and  Council ;  and  if  Parliament 
had  not  decided  that  the  freemen  should 
have  the  right  of  voting  for  Members 
of  Parliament,  he  would  not  have  voted 
for  their  having  the  right  even  now  of 
voting  for  the  Mayor  and  Cotporation* 
He  had  paid  great  attention  to  the  aigu* 
ments  of  the  Attorney-General,  and  all 
he  had  heard  of  him  was,  that  that  body 
of  persons  were  anomalous,  and  were 
holding  their  rights  by  usurpation;  and 
he  referred  to  ancient  times  to  prove  that 
those  individuals  had  no  right  to  complain, 
because  now  those  rights  and  privdeges 
were  to  be  taken  from  them.  Why,  a 
possession  of  thirty,  or  sixty  years  ago, 
perhaps,  gave  hon.  Members  the  right  to 
that  property,  which  they  held  as  a 
qualification  for  their  seat  in  Parliament, 
and  when  so  short  a  period  as  that  gave 
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possesaioii  of  thoie  properties,  it  was 
rather  hard  to  state  that  freemen  had 
tto  further  claim  upon  our  consideration, 
because  they  had  held  them  for  200  years. 
But  again,  it  was  said,  that  those  indi- 
viduals were  ready  on  all  occasions  to 
commit  bribery.  Did  not  the  House 
think  that  there  was  temptation  for  bribery 
in  the  election  for  Mayor ;  and  Gentlemen, 
he  thought,  would  not  be  less  likely  to  ex- 
pend their  money  for  obtaining  those  offices 
than  obtaiuing  any  other.  But  it  had 
been  proved  that  bribery  was  not  confined 
to  that  individual  class  of  freemen  who 
held  the  elective  franchise :  now,  the  10/. 
householders,  had  been  bribed  as  much 
as  the  former  parties  \No^  no,].  Hon. 
Members  might  say  No  ?  But  he  believed 
there  was  a  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  W. 
M.  Rolfe)  knew  something  about  a  certain 
borough,  in  the  Western  part  of  the 
country  (Penryn),  which  had  been  before 
the  House  once  or  twice  since  the 
Reform  Act  passed,  and  therefore,  he 
had  not  been  much  benefited  by  that  mea- 
sure ;  and  he  thought  an  adjoining  borough 
to  that  had  caught  a  little  of  the  infection, 
[Sir  W,  AT.  Rolfe  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  quite  mistaken.]  If  he  were  mistaken, 
he  spoke  on  the  evidence  of  a  most 
zespectable  individual  resident  in  the 
town,  who  declared  that  such  a  system 
of  bribery  had  gone  on  for  the  last  two 
elections.  [Sir  W.  M.  Rolfe  gave  a 
positive  denial  to  the  statement.]  Well, 
if  not  so,  he  was  sure  no  hon.  Gentleman 
would  get  up  and  say,  that  there  had  been 
so  bribery  in  the  new  boroughs.  He  would 
not  have  mentioned  the  case  had  he  not 
been  cheered  from  the  other  side ;  there 
were  plenty  of  other  instances  well  known 
to  hon.  Members.  What  object  could 
they  have  in  disfranchising  those  freemen  ? 
He  did  not  quite  agree  with  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter.  He 
thought  it  was  not  an  Amendment  of  the 
original  Clause,  for  if  there  were  to  be 
Members  of  Parliament  let  them  be  elected 
by  men  of  influence  residing  in  the 
neighbourhood  who  would  be  above  petty 
bribery.  In  his  opinion,  there  was  more 
likely  to  be  bribery  the  in  election  of  the 
Corporate  Officers,  than  the  in  election  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  for  the  Reform 
Bill  had  increased  the  supply  of  electors, 
and  lessened  the  demand  for  seats,  for 
tho^  towns  and  boroughs.  If  they  were 
disfiaochised,  a  great  number  of  indi- 
videals   by   this    Clause  would    throw 


these  towns  open  to  bribery  and  corrupt 
tion  of  every  description,  and  instead  of 
having  a  reformed  House  of  Commons, 
representing(as  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  did) 
the  opinionsof  the  respectable  people  of  this 
country,  as  the  division  of  this  House 
had  then  shown,  if  they  passed  this  Clause, 
and  now  threw  away  freemen  altogether, 
they  would  introduce  a  greater  system  of 
bribery  and  corruption  into  the  boroughs 
than  could  be  set  aside  by  any  alteration 
they  could  make  in  the  Reform  Bill* 

Mr.  WiUioLm  Williams  said,  that  he  ad- 
mired and  had  supported  the  principle  of 
the  present  Bill,  yet  he  should  feel  it  his 
dutv  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learn* 
ed  Member  for  Exeter*  He  should  do  so, 
because  he  thought  the  Clause,  as  it  now 
stood,  was  a  great  infringement  of  the 
principles  and  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
Parliamentary  Reform*  By  that  great 
measure  the  rights  and  privileges  of  free^ 
men  had  been  preserved  and  maintained, 
and  of  that  body  in  the  city  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  (Coventry)  he  could 
state,  that  a  more  virtuous  constituency  did 
not  exist  in  this  country.  [^'iVb,  ne."] 
Despite  those  tokens  of  dissent,  he  chal-* 
lenged  any  hon.  Member  to  controvert 
that  assertion,  or  disprove  the  fact  that  a 
greater  portion  of  that  class  of  the  eon* 
stituency  had  voted  for  him  in  contravene 
tion  of  the  feelioffs  of  the  corporation  than 
had  ever  voted  for  any  candidate  on  any 
former  occasion.  The  efiect  of  this  Clause 
would  be,  to  reduce  the  class  of  his  eon« 
stituents,  denominated  freemen,  froo)  about 
2,500  to  1,500.  This  he  took  to  be  a  se^ 
rious  attack  upon  the  provisions  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  a  very  great  and  exten« 
sive  infringement  upon  the  elective  fraa-» 
chise.  It  was  most  unjust,  inasmuch  as 
the  attack  was  confined  to  a  body  of 
electors  who  were  equally  as  independent 
and  honest  as  any  other  body  to  whom 
the  elective  franchise  had  been  by  the 
Legislature  intrusted.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said,  too,  about  some  large  property 
belonging  to  the  city ;  and  reference  had 
been  made  to  Sir  Thomas  White's  charityi 
but  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General 
had  not,  in  his  opinion,  answered  the  ques* 
tion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fee 
Exeter  (Sir  William  FoUeU),  viz.  what 
was  to  be  done  with  that  immense  mass  of 
property,  it  was  indeed  divided  in  various 
ways  but  there  was  one  amounting  to 
800/^1  which  had  been  settled  by  the  Court 
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of  Chancery  to  belong  to  and  to  be  di- 
vided among  the  freemen  of  the  city ; 
1 85  of  them  received  41,  annually,  though 
not  the  same  men  permanently;  they 
were  changed  every  year  so  that  the  same 
person  received  it  once  in  ten  years,  and 
a  body  of  1800  received  that  money 
among  them.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General 
meant  to  do  with  that  property ;  from  the 
nature  of  their  occupation  the  freemen 
brought  up  their  children  as  a  matter  of 
course  to  the  same  trade  with  themselves 
who  in  point  of  fact,  could  assist  them  at 
an  early  age ;  and  here  was  the  reason, 
perhaps,  why  they  were  not  educated,  the 
children  looked  to  that  sum  of  money  as 
a  right — a  right  which  belonged  to  them, 
and  he  (Mr.  Williams)  could  not  under- 
stand the  principle  of  justice  upon  which, 
by  this  Bill,  they  were  deprived  of  their 
rights  and  privileges.  Then,  again,  there 
was  the  right  of  the  "Lammas-land;*' 
there  were  200  acres  about  the  city  in  which 
the  freemen  had  the  right  of  pasturage, 
during  about  half  the  yetfr.  He  should 
be  glad  to  know  what  was  to  become  of 
that  great  mass  of  property,  which  had 
descended  from  father  to  son,  in  recogni- 
tion of  their  rights  as  freemen,  which  were 
not  as  in  other  places  conferred  on  per- 
sons by  favour  or  acquired  by  gifts,  but 
acquired  by  seven  years  servitude;  and 
he  would  ask  could  they  find  a  body  of 
men  more  deserving  of  the  trust  of  free- 
dom than  those  who  had  acquired  it  by 
having  served  an  apprenticeship  of  seven 
years?  Did  not  the  man,  by  the  very 
circumstance  of  applying  so  much  time 
to  acquire  an  art,  place  himself  in  the 
situation  to  become  an  independent  man, 
and  might  he  not  have  as  much  inde- 
pendence both  of  character  and  conduct, 
as  any  of  the  richer  class  of  the  commu- 
hity.  He  had  acquired  a  great  deal  of 
experience  in  elections  at  Coventry,  the 
class  of  electors  there  was  generally  arti- 
sans, and  he  had  seen  more  independence 
of  character,  and  less  improper  influence 
over  those  mechanics,  than  there  was  in 
the  citizens  of  London;  he  knew  that 
their  votes  were  not  so  easy  to  be  in- 
fluenced as  those  of  the  electors  of  that 
city.  Now  the  Attorney  General  had 
talked  of  those  freemen  being  a  ''new 
and  an  anomalous  race.*'  Why  the  free- 
men of  the  City  of  London  had  exercised 
their  right  for  the  last  500,  or  600  years, 
and  yet  he  called  them  *'  new  and  anoma- 


lous."  He  certainly  did  not  know  whe* 
ther  the  learned  Attorney-General  had 
not  spoken  of  his  being  somewhat  versed 
as  an  antiquary  ;  but  he  certainly,  thought 
he  was  not  versed  in  those  corporations, 
else  he  would  never  have  spoken  of  those 
corporations  as  *'  new  aud  anomalous." 
He  should  give  his  most  perfect  concur- 
rence in  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  considered  the  Clause 
now  under  consideration  was  one  of  the 
most  valuable  in  the  whole  Bill,  both  in 
its  direct  and  in  its  indirect  effects.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter  had, 
by  a  reference  to  the  case  of  Sir  Thomas 
White's  charity,  got  himself  into  a  bit  of 
a  scrape.  For  though  much  of  his  speech 
had  turned  upon  the  situation  of  Coven- 
try in  reference  to  that  charity,  the  borough 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  was 
interested  in  that  charity,  as  being  one  of 
the  twenty-four  boroughs  which  were 
benefitted  by  the  bequest ;  and  he  would 
show  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman^ 
and  the  Committee,  how  and  in  what 
manner  the  loans  under  the  charity  were 
brought  to  bear  for  certain  purposes.    A 

f>ortion  of  that  charity  was  distributable  in 
cans,  as  had  already  been  stated,  to  in* 
dividuals  selected  by  the  corporation,  and 
the  mode  of  distribution  thus  appeared  in 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. — "  A 
witness  of  the  name  of  Jeffery,  a  baker, 
deposed  that  he  had  petitioned  several 
times,  but  always  unsuccessfully,  for  the 
loan,  which  it  was  an  object  to  him  in 
his  business  to  obtain.  He  had  always 
voted  at  the  elections  on  the  Whig  sidle, 
but  had  never  taken  an  active  part.  On 
one  occasion,  when  canvassing  he  had 
called  upon  an  alderman  of  Northampton. 
The  alderman,  when  applied  to,  said,  *  I 
almost  forgot — how  did  you  vote  at  the 
election  ? '  On  the  other  *  answerine  that 
he  always  voted  on  the  Whig  side'  the  al« 
derman  replied,  '  How  then  can  yon  ex- 
pect any  favour  to  be  shown  you  by  the  cor* 
poration  ? '  On  another  occasion  a  com- 
mon-councilman said  to  him,  '  It  was  of 
no  use  trying  for  the  loan,  for  he  should 
not  have  it,'  and  asked  him  '  how  he  was 
such  a  fool  as  to  vote  against  the  corpora- 
tion.' " 

Sir  William  Follett  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  excuse  him  if  he  interrupted 
him.  The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that 
he  (Sir  W.  Follett)  had  got  himself  into  a 
scrape  by  naming  Sir  Thomas  White's 
charity ;  but  he  doubted  whether  the  hon. 
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Member  was  not  premature  in  that  sup- 
position. He  had  stated  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  spoke  upon  information 
which  he  had  received,  and  on  the  same 
iofonnatidn  he  now  repeated  that  there 
was  a  charity  called  Sir  Thomas  White's 
Charity,  in  Coventry,  yielding  800/.  per 
annum,  which  was  peculiar  to  that  city, 
and  participated  in  by  no  other  corpora- 
tion whatever.  In  other  charities  from 
the  same  donor  no  less  than  twenty^four 
towns  participated,  but  of  these  Coventry 
was  not  one. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  that  the  inter- 
rnption  did  not  make  the  distribution  of 
the  charities  elsewhere  less  discreditable 
than  it  appeared  from  the  Report  which 
he  had  read.  He  contended  that,  after 
what  he  had  stated  to  the  Committee,  as 
well  as  upon  principle,  it  would  be  a  mu- 
'  tilatioD  of  the  Bill  to  omit  the  Clause  now 
under  discission,  and  to  such  a  mutilation 
he  could  not  consent,  even  though  it  was 
Mught  on  behalf  of  the  freemen  of  the 
city  of  Coventry,  and  he  would  urge  the 
noble  Lord  (Russell)  not  to  leave  a  ves- 
tige of  those  ancient  rights  of  freemen,  so 
anomalously  apparent.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  had  said,  that 
the  present  Bill  had  been  introduced 
without  inquiry.  He  (Mr.  Smith)  con- 
tended that  the  fullest  investigation  had 
been  gone  into,  and  he  only  doubted 
whether  or  not  many  of  the  principles  of 
this  measure  might  safely  have  been  em- 
bodied long  since  in  a  Bill  without  any 
evidence,  for,  in  his  opinion,  they  were  in 
necessity  and  justice  self-evident.  He 
denied  that  it  had  been  any  part  of  the 
bargain  for  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill 
that  the  rights  of  freemen  should  be  re- 
tained, or  that  any  contract  had  been 
made  in  that  rest)ect  from  which  the 
Legislature    ought   not    to  depart.    He 

Eerfectly  agreed  in  what  had  fallen  from 
is  noble  Friend  who  introduced  the 
BOI,  that  of  all  the  evils  of  the  present 
corporaUon  system,  the  greatest  was  that 
which  gave  power  to  the  few  by  the  cor- 
ruption of  the  many,  and  that  although 
hereditary  Legislators  might  be  beneficial 
to  a  State,  hereditary  electors,  such  as 
those  whose  privileges  it  was  now  sought 
to  maintain  inviolate,  were  not  to  be  jus- 
tified. He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  hesitate  in  agreeing  to 
tlie  Clause  as  it  at  present  stood  in  the 

Bill. 

Sir  James  Graham  addressed  the  Com* 

vol-  xxvm.  {B-jS} 


mittee.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  occupy  the 
valuable  time  of  the  Committee,  and  he 
should  not  have  risen  if  he  had  not  felt 
very  anxious  to  offer  to  the  consideration 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter 
a  suggestion  which  he  felt  would  conduce 
to  the  ultimate  justice  of  the  decision  of 
that  House.  He  was  not  about  to  allude 
to  the  most  extraordinary  purity  of  the 
freemen  of  Coventry,  nor  had  he  any  in- 
tention of  joining  in  the  vituperation  which 
hon.  Members  had  indulged  in  against 
freemen  in  general,  and  still  further  was 
it  fnpm  his  intention  to  argue  against  his 
Majesty's  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General 
upon  the  propriety  of  annihilating  the 
whole  body  of  freemen,  en  masse.  But  it 
was  a  matter  of  very  great  importance  that 
the  Committee  should  discuss  two  points 
distinctly,  and  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Exeter  had  raised  conjointly, 
and  the  latter  of  which,  in  his  opinion, 
had  not  been  raised  appositely  upon  the 
present  Clause.  Under  the  9th  and  10th 
Clauses  of  the  Bill,  directly  in  one  case, 
and  indirectly  in  the  other,  were  involved 
two  inchoate  rights  of  freemen ;  the  first 
was  raised  indirectly,  and  it  was  the  in- 
choate right  of  the  sons  of  freemen  to 
vote  hereafter  on  the  return  of  Members 
to  that  House.  This  point  fairly  came 
under  the  9th  Clause  of  the  present  Bill. 
It  was,  in  fact,  a  very  important  point. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Exeter  had  unfortunately  combined  with 
this  point  the  inchoate  right  of  freemen 
to  certain  benefits  of  property  reserved 
in  the  10th  Clause.  Now,  what  he  would 
suggest  was,  that  the  latter  point  could  be 
more  satisfactorily  postponed  until  the  1 0th 
Clause  of  the  Bill  was  in  its  due  course 
before  the  Committee.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  would  agree 
to  take  the  first  point  separately,  he  would 
find  that  a  great  many  Gentlemen  in  that 
House  would  vote  for  him  on  that  point 
who  could  not  vote  for  him  on  the  second, 
and  who  would  rather  vote  against  the 
first  than  involve  themselves  in  an  appro- 
bation of  the  second;  whilst  many  hon. 
Members  were  disposed  to  do  directly  the 
reverse.  He  therefore  hoped  that  the  hoo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  separate  the 
two  points,  which  really  were  in  themselves 
essentially  distinct.  Upon  the  first  point 
he  trusted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  not  wish  to  extend  the  pri- 
vilege of  voting  further  thaa  to  those  who 
2N 
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were  in  boroughs  already  apprenticed  or  | 
already  born.  He  was  boand  in  candour 
to  admit  that  it  was  with  the  very  greatest 
reluctance  that  he,  as  a  Member  of  Lord 
Grey's  Government,  had  consented  to  the 
change  effected  by  the  Reform  Bill,  and 
il  had  been  his  urgent  wish  to  extend  the 
right  of  voting  beyond  the  line  of  persons 
who  now  enjoyed  it  under  that  Bill.  Still 
would  he  maintain  that  the  existing  ar- 
rangement, having  been  made  under  the 
Bill,  it  ought  to  be  preserved  as  a  sort  of 
national  compact.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  the  arrangement  could,  beyond  a 
certain  extent,  be  permanently  binding  on 
the  Legislature ;  but  when  he  heard  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  exclaim,  as 
he  had  done  that  night,  "  Reformers  be 
comforted,  for  in  this  Clause  I  see  the 
seeds  of  future  changes,  for  those  who  are 
to  vote  for  mayors  and  councils  of  boroughs 
will  soon  assert  their  competency  to  vote 
for  Members  of  Parliament" — when  he 
beard  the  hon.  Member  use  such  language 
he  did  call  upon  the  Members  of  Earl 
Grey's  Government  to  preserve  inyiolate 
the  compact  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He  would 
say  to  those  who  had  been  his  colleagues 
in  the  Government  of  Earl  Grey,  *'  Be- 
ware 1  If  you  are  desirous  of  resisting 
further  change,  adhere  to  the  compact 
which,  as  Members  of  Earl  Grey's  Ad- 
ministration, you  readily  acquiesced  in ;" 
acquiesced  in,  he  should  ever  consider, 
honestly,  because  it  smoothed  the  passage 
of  a  great  measure  which  it  would  other- 
wise have  been  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
to  carry.  He  called  upon  them  to  beware 
not  to  set  the  example  of  a  premature  or 
hasty  departure  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Reform  Act.  He  held  this  Clause  of  the 
Bill  then  before  them  to  contain  an  un- 
necessary departure  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Reform  Act.  He  had  a  still  stronger 
objection  to  it ;  he  considered  it  not  only 
an  unnecessary  departure,  but  there  was 
this  which  was  a  damning  vice  in  it,  it 
was  an  indirect  departure  from  it.  If  the 
Question  were  raised  at  all,  let  it  be  raised 
directly — let  it  be  raised  manfully — let  it 
be  raised  openly  and  avowedly  in  the 
shape  of  a  Bill  to  amend  and  correct  the 
measure  passed  two  years  since  for  reform- 
ing the  representation  of  the  people.  If 
the  thing  were  to  be  done  at  all,  let  it  be 
done  openly — let  it  be  done  in  a  manner 
which  should  afford  to  those  whose  fran- 
chise they  proposed  to  destroy,  or,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor-General  had 


said,  '^to  annihilate,"  an  oppcMrtonky  to 
be  heard.  He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  denied  that 
since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill  any 
material  new  facts  bad  arisen  which  cookl 
now  warrant  the  introduction  of  a  change 
which  was  then  resisted.  If  such  facts 
had  arisen,  if  they  were  notorious,  let  them 
be  brought  to  light;  if  any  convincing 
reasons  existed,  let  them  be  brought  for- 
ward in  an  avowed  shape— let  them  be 
introduced  in  the  form  of  a  direct  and 
positive  measure.  But  he  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
said,  especially  after  the  warning  which 
had  been  held  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark,  that  there  were  in  this 
Clause  the  seeds  of  further  change  in  the 
representation  of  the  people,  that  heshould 
pause  before  he  consented  to  the  adoption 
of  such  a  provision  as  that  contained  in 
the  Clause  then  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee.  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeter,  would 
adopt  the  suggestion  which  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  had  ventured  to  throw  out,  h« 
should  have  great  pleasure  in  supporting 
his  Amendment. 

Lord  John  Ruitell  thought  it  neceisarj, 
in  the  first  place,  after  the  warning  wbieii 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  James  Grahaai) 
had  had  the  goodness  to  give  him  and 
those  who  had  enjoyed  the  good  fortune 
of  being  Members  of  Lord  Grey's  Ad- 
ministration, to  say  that  he  thanked  bis 
right  hon.  Friend  for  his  advice;  and,  in 
tl^  second  place,  to  tell  him  the  reason 
and  the  motive  upon  which  he  was  not 
disposed  to  act  upon  that  advice.  He 
owned  he  was  the  less  disposed  to  follow 
that  advice  because  it  was  not  the  firsi 
time  on  which  he  had  observed  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  who  with  him  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  and  with  others  encountered  so 
boldly  the  dangers  and  obstacles  whicli 
were  placed  in  the  way  of  the  Reform  Bill 
— dangers  and  obstacles  as  great  perhaps 
as  any  Government  ever  encountered — bad 
appeared  since  that  period,  he  knew  not 
why,  to  allow  certain  fears  and  apprehen^ 
sions  to  enter  his  mind,  which  seemed 
rather  to  betoken  that  his  right  hon* 
Friend  in  concurring  with  his  coUeagoec 
in  bringing  forward  the  Relbnn  Bill,  hid 
not  duly  weighed  those  coosequeneea 
which  must  necessarily  and  unavoidably 
result  from  it.  He  had  observed,  ratber 
with  amusement  than  otherwise^  that  it 
was  quite  sufficient  for  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark,  or  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Middlesex,. or  any  other  Gendeman  who 
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pnkmeA  eztrame  opiiiionB»  to  tj^k  of 
fmrtbsr  and   peater  reforms  <^  reforms 
vhieh  they  considered  to  be  wise  in  them- 
selves, end  which  hereafter  most  neces* 
sarily  be  oarried  into  effect—it  was  suf- 
ficient for  those  Gentlemen  to  mention 
any  one  of  those  snbjects,  at  once  to  fill 
his  right  hon.  Friend's  mind  with  dismay 
and  terror,  lest  every  thing  that  was  valu- 
able in  the  constitution  should  suddenly 
and  for  ever  be  swept  away,  and  the  coun- 
try involved  in  a  series  of  perpetual  and 
rapid  changes,  under  which  there  would 
be  no  security  whatever.     He  knew  not 
the  meaning  of  that  c^eer ;   his  opinions 
were  directly  the  reverse  of  the  opinions 
which  that  cheer  was  intended  to  mark ; 
bis  opinion  was,  that  the  people  of  this 
oounlary  were  indeed  bent  upon  reforms, 
but  there  never  was  a  country  in  which 
the  opinions  in   favour  of  reform  were 
weighed  more  carefully,  in  which  every 
step  was  taken  with  greater  care,  or  in 
which  there  was  a  greater  indisposition  to 
precipitate  any  measure  tending  to  en- 
danger the  institutions  of  the  country,  or 
to  impair  the  security  of  property.    Every 
neasare  of  that   description   caused  a 
strong  putdio   feeling   against  it;    and 
whilst  an  opinion  prevailed  in  favour  of 
wholesome  and  even  great  reforms,  there 
was  not  in  this  country  any  violent  en- 
thusiasm for  measures  which  could  in  any 
respect  be  dangerous  to  the  peace  or  to 
the  ancient  institutions  of  the  country. 
Then  his  right  hon.  Friend  said,  **  if  you 
are  disposed  to  change,  do  it  directly." 
The  present  was  not  only,he  said, a  measure 
of  great  change,  but  it  was  indirect  and 
bidden  in  its  operations.    When  his  right 
boo.  Friend  spoke  in  that  manner,  he 
loust  ask  him,  whether  he  meant  to  say 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
bringing  forward  their  Bill  for  Municipal 
Reform  honestly  and  foirly.    He  might 
atk  his  right  hon.  Friend,  whether  he 
meant  to  say  that  all  this  machinery  with 
respect  to  corporations  was  only  a  mask  to 
ooneeal  some  sinister  change  in  the  Reform 
Act?    If  his  right  bon.  Friend  did  not 
mean  that,  why  did  his  right  hon.  Friend 
talk  of  their  doing  that  indirectly  which 
ought  to  be  done  directly  ?    The  Clause 
then  ntider  coosideratran,  to  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  taken  so  strong  an 
objection,  was  a  necessary  consequence  of 
the  principle  of  Municipal  Reform.    The 
new   franchise  to  which  his  rieht   hon. 
Friend  objected,  was  not  introduced  for 


Ibe  parpoae  of  altering  tha  Reform  Act, 
iHit  for  the  sake  of  amending  and  reforming 
the  different  corporations  throughout  tha 
kingdom.  It  certainly  did  make  an  alter- 
ation, and  he  did  not  deny,  a  great  alter- 
ation in  the  provisions  of  the  Reform  Actt 
That,  however,  was  a  consequence  which 
it  was  diflficult,  if  not  altogether  impossi- 
ble to  avoid,  when  they  came  to  consider 
the  right  of  voting  as  applied  to  Municipal 
Reform.  Let  the  House  consider  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  proposition  sub** 
mitted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Exeter.  If  the  hoo«  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  thought  that  the  Government 
were  bringing  forward  a  measure  which 
they  had  not  sufficiently  considered*— if  he 
thought  they  were  bringing  forward  a 
Bill,  the  consequences  of  which  they  had 
not  sufficiently  weighed—- he  must  declare 
in  opposition  to  that  assertion,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  sub- 
mitted a  proposition,  by  way  of  amend- 
ment, the  consequences  of  which,  as  a 
lawyer  and  a  statesman,  he  could  not  have 
sufficiently  examined.  What  was  the 
hon.  and  mmed  Gentleman's  proposition? 
He  was  inclined  to  put  to  tne  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  tne  difficulty  vrhich 
the  hon.  and  learned  (Sentleman  had  put 
to  him;  for  ic  certainly  applied  much 
more  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Uentleman'a 
proposition  than  it  did  to  bis.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said»  **  If  you  pro** 
pose  to  do  away  with  the  freemeo^-if  you? 
think  them  worthy  of  punishment*-if  they 
have  not  conducted  themselves  In  a  man« 
ner  to  be  entitled  to  the  elective  franchise 
-^deprive  them  of  it  at  once ;  but  if  you  do 
not  mean  to  do  that,  preserve  to  them 
their  prhrileges."  Such  was  the  argument 
—such  the  dilemma  in  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  attempted  to 
place  the  Government.  But  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  said,  with  respect  to  this  Ques- 
tion, **  If  these  freemen  are  worthy  to  ex- 
ercise the  right  of  freemen—- if  they  are 
burgesses  and  members  of  the  body  cor- 
porate— keep  them  as  the  bodycorporate.** 
If  the  freemen  were  fit  to  exercise  all  the 
privileges  attaching  to  the  character  of  a 
freeman,  why  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gendeman  admit  the  first  part  of  the 
Clause,  which  deprived  them  altogether  of 
the  possibility  of  being  members  of  the 
body  corporate^-which  deprived  them  of 
any  voice  in  the  election  of  the  mayor 
or  town  council,  and  created  them  into 
a  body  for  a  separata  purpose,  cxer* 
2N2 


1095-     Corporatimk  Refmir^     {COMMONS} 


CammiitBem 


1096 


oiBiag  tbeir  rights  for  separate  ends, 
but  with  this  peculiar  mark  of  degrad- 
atioD  upon  them,  that  haviag  exercised 
for  many  hundred  years  the  rights  of  free- 
men for  Corporation  purposes,  they  were 
now  to  continue  the  name  of  freemen, 
under  Corporations  from  the  benefits  of 
which,  and  the  management  and  control 
of  which,  they  were  to  be  wholly  excluded. 
If  in  the  place  of  these  freemen,  the 
House  had,  by  adopting  the  6th  Clause 
of  the  Bill,  obtained  a  better  body  of  con* 
stituents,  to  whom  should  be  intrusted  the 
power  of  electing  the  governing  bodies  in 
all  corporate  towns  ?  For  what  purpose 
was  it  that  they  were  to  preserve  the  free- 
men who  existed  solely  by  corporate  rights, 
but  who  would  then  exist  for  purposes 
totally  separate  from  the  new  Corpora- 
tions* With  that  view  let  the  Committee 
look  at  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Exeter.  It  pro- 
vided that  nothing  contained  in  the  Act 
should  extend  to  prevent  admission  to  the 
freedom  of  the  town  of  all  such  persons 
as,'  under  the  laws  now  in  force,  were 
entitled  to  be  admitted,  or  in  any  way  to 
affect  the  rights,  privileges,  &e«  of  such 
peiions.  He  supposed  that  there  were 
two  separate  ends,  for  which  it.  was  pro- 
posed that  this  right  of  freedom  should  be 
preserved,  and  for  neither  of  which  be 
thought  it  ought  to  be  continued ;  first, 
the  general  right  which  they  had  long 
enjoyed,  and  which  was  still  preserved  to 
them  by  the  Reform  Bill,  of  electing 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament.  He  was 
far  from  saying  that  the  House  ought  to 
introduce  a  special  provision,  or  to  pass  a 
special  Act  for  the  diisfranchisement  of  the 
freemen ;  but  he  said  that  if  the  House 
preserved  the  franchise  of  the  freemen 
only  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  them  to 
vote  for  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament, 
it  would  be  doing  a  thing  calculated  to 
have  a  very  prejudicial  effect  upon  the 
Parliamentary  right,  as  well  as  upon  the 
interests  of  the  Municipal  Corporations. 
He  thought  it  had  been  well  put  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Solicitor- 
General,  that  the  effect  of  preserving  to 
the  freemen  their  Parliamentary  rights 
alone,  must  in  a  great  degree  tend  to  pre- 
vent the  good  government  of  the  corporate 
towns.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Exeter,  had  quoted  the 
case  of  Coventry,  and  althoagb  he,  in 
consequence  of  that  quotation,  felt  it 
necessary  for  fi  moment  to  allude  to  the 


case,  still,  after  all  that  had  been  seid* 
upon  it  in  the  course  of  the  Debate,  he 
should  not  think  of  detaining  the  House, 
and  giving  his  opinion  at  length  upon  it. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  case  of 
Coventry  was  one  of  those  very  cases 
which  showed  the  mischief  of  preserving 
the  rights  of  freemen  for  these  purposes. 
There  was  a  charity  in  that  town  called 
the  4/.  charity,  of  which  it  was  stated  that 
one  of  the  rights  of  admission  to  it  was 
derived  from  a  person's  voting  in  such  a 
way  for  Members  of  Parliament  as  was 
approved  by  the  Corporation  ;  and  Uiat  it 
was  a  reason  for  the  non-admission  of  a 
person  if  he  did  not  vote  in  the  way  that 
the  Corporation  approved,  or  if,  to  use  the 
local  and  familiar  phrase,  he  did  not  bring 
money  into  their  well.  It  was  stated  that 
out  of  the  1,273  freemen  of  Coventry,  936 
belonged  to  the  Corporation  side,  and  337 
only  to  the  other.  Then  what  did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  propose  to 
do  ?  He  proposed  to  keep  up  the  right 
of  the  freemen  to  vote  in  municipal  elec- 
tions as  well  as  in  elections  for  Members 
of  Parliament,  and,  at  the  same  time,  of 
course,  to  keep  up  their  right  to  the  4L 
charity,  leaving   to  the  Corporation  the 

Eower  of  distributing  that  charity,  as  it 
ad  always  hitherto  done,  for  Parlia- 
mentary purposes.  By  his  Amendment 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
preserve  the  briber  and  the  bribee.  But 
then  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Amendment  went  on  to  say,  that  the 
rights,  privileges,  and  property,  to  which 
the  freemen  were  now  by  law  entitled, 
should  not  in  any  way  be  affected  by  the 
present  measure.  Now  many  of  those 
rights  and.  privileges  were  of  a  description 
most  hurtful  to  the  towns  in* which  they 
were  allowed  to  exist.  To  a  small  body 
of  freemen,  for  instance,  was  given  a  com- 
plete monopoly  of  trade,  and  an  exemp- 
tion from  all  the  tolls  imposed  upon  those 
who  had  not  obtained  the  freedom  of  the 
town.  And  why  were  the  freemen  piehed 
out  from  among  their  fellow-citizens  for 
the  enjoyment  of  these  exclusive  rights 
and  pnrileges  ?  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
anything  disrespectful  towards  that  class 
of  persons ;  but  he  must  say  that  they  were 
not  selected  on  account  of  any  peculiar 
merit  that  they  possessed.  They  had  been 
chosen  as  from  out  of  the  rest  of  the  in- 
habitants, a|id  were  vested  with  monopo- 
lies and  privileges  which  were  originally 

intended  for  all  the  inhabitaals  of  tbe 
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towns.    These  monopolies  and  privileges 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now  pro- 
posed to  preserve ;   bal  in  preserving,  let 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  notice 
what  he  would  preserve.    Not  the  corpo- 
rate franchise,  which  might  be  of  some 
use — not  the  corporate  rights  which  they 
bad  long  enjoyed — not   a  monopoly  of 
-exemptions,  but  the  Parliamentary  /ran- 
ohise  alone;   which  Parliamentary  fran- 
chise, as  the  House  well  knew,  had  giren 
to  them  a  means  of  struggling  to  maintain 
their  monopoly,  and  of  keeping  to  them- 
selves bene6ts  that  to  make  them  valuable 
required  to  be  shared  by  all.    Therefore 
he  was  not  much  inclined  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.    Indeed 
be  did  not  know  how  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  proposition  was  to  be  carried 
rato  efiect.    Government  proposed  certain 
machinery  for  the  correction  of  corporate 
abuses,  and  by  which  the  Mayor  and  town 
council  were  in  future  to  be  elected.    But 
how  were  they  to  contrive  that  those  free- 
men who  belonged  to  no  Corporation,  and 
whose  rights  only  were  preserved  to  give 
them  a  title  to  corporate  charities  and  to 
the  exercise  of  the  Parliamentary  franchise 
— how  they  were  to  devise  a  machinery  by 
which  persons  possessing  such  anomalous 
rights  were  to  have  all  those  rights  con- 
firmed, he  confessed  he  was  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  conceive.     He  would  ask  the  Com- 
mittee would  there  not   be  the  greatest 
danger,  if  on  the  one  side  they  were  to 
create  a  municipal  body  having  the  rights 
and  privileges  which  municipal  bodies  by 
this  Bill  were  to  possess,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  place  by  the  side  of  them  another 
body  possessing  a  monopoly  of  charities 
and  a  monopoly  of  trade  ?    Would  there 
Bot,  he  asked,  be  the  greatest  danger,  if 
such  a  state  of  things  were  allowed  to 
exists  of  exciting  a  constant  rivalry  in  cor- 
.porate  towns,  of  depriving  the  corporate 
goremment  of  the  authority  and  influence 
it  odght  to  possess,  and  of  giving  rise  to 
continual  struggles  between  the  old  corpo- 
rators and  old  freemen,  to  set  up  their 
infltteoce  against  the  corporate  govern- 
mcDt  established  under  the  new  law,  thus 
endangering  the  good  order,  quiet,  and 
peace  of  the  town,  which  it  ought  to  be 
the  first  object  of  the  House  to  secure  in 
legislating  on  a  subject  of  this  kind.     He 
voald  not  now  enter  into  the  separate 
qaestion  of  how  far  the  pecuniary  rights 
preserved  by  the  tenth  clause  should  be 
extended ;  notice  of  a  Motioii  upon  that 


point  had  been  given  by  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  in  the  Honse,  and  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  would  reserve  his  opinion  upon 
it  until  that  Motion  was  brought  forward. 
He  would  merely  state  that  the  wish  of 
the  Government  was  to  preserve  all  exist- 
ing pecuniary  rights.  That  was  the  princi- 
ple of  the  tenth  Clause ;  but  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  that  principle  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended beyond  the  provisions  of  that 
Clause,  he  should  be  ready  to  yield  to 
conviction,  and  should  think  that  instead 
of  injuring  he  was  rather  improving  that 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  present,  however, 
was  a  different  proposition ;  it  was  a  pro- 
position to  maintain — and  to  maintain  for 
purposes  most  injurious — those  old  free- 
men whose  rights,  as  a  corporate  body, 
were  proposed  to  be  abolished  by  this  Bill. 
For  his  own  part  he  acknowledged  he 
should  be  disposed  to  say  that  the  propo- 
sition made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle in  the  early  part  of  the  Debate^  to 
preserve  the  freemen  for  corporate  purpo- 
ses, would  be  the  better  proposition  of  the 
two.  He  thought  the  present  proposition 
was  one  which  would  mutilate,  if  not  de- 
stroy, the  efficiency  of  the  Bill ;  and  he 
should,  therefore,  give  it  his  most  streuuous 
opposition.  He  felt  quite  sure  that  if  the 
House  were  to  consent  to  it,  it  would 
afterwards  have  reason  to  repent  its  not 
availing  itself  of  so  fair  an  opportunity  of 
obtaining  a  full  and  efficient  reform  of 
Corporation  abuses. 

Sir  James  Oraham  would  not  detain  the 
House  one  moment  longer  than  was  posi- 
tively necessary ;  but,  as  his  noble  Friend 
had  alluded  so  pointedly  and  personally 
to  him,  it  was  absolutely  incumbent  on 
him  to  say  a  few  words.  His  noble  Friend 
bad  rather  insinuated  that  his  advice 
would  not  be  very  agpreeable  to  him  (Sir 
James  Graham).  He  could  not  return 
the  compliment.  He  was,  at  all  times, 
not  only  anxious  to  receive  advice  from 
his  noble  Friend,  bot  he  had  been  so  long 
associated  with  him,  and  he  esteemed  him 
so  sincerely,  that  even  reproof  from  his 
noble  Friend  would,  never  be  received  un- 
kindly by  him.  His  noble  Friend  said, 
he  had  observed,  with  surprise,  his  recent 
conduct,  and  the  view  which  he  had 
taken  of  public  affairs  since  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill.  He  thought  his  noble 
Friend  would  do  him  justice,  when  he 
said  that,  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  no 
colleague  who  sat  by  his  side  on  the 
Treasury   Beach    during   that    eventful 
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more  etrenaously,  more  firmly^  more  con- 
stantly than  he  did.     He  did  so  on  a 
principle  well  known  to  his  noble  Friend 
-->a  principle  avowed  by  the  head  of  the 
Govemment  under  whom  he  and  his  noble 
Friend  had  served.    The  principle  enunci- 
ated by  Lord  Grey  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  was    this  •*-  that  he    and   his 
colleagues  brought  forward  the  measure  of 
Reform    in    the    representation    of    the 
people-^extensive  as  he  admitted  it  to  be, 
great  as  even  the  supporters  of  it  admitted 
it  to  be  beyond  their  expectations — for 
one  reason,  and  that  reason  was  this,  that 
because  it  was  so  extensive  he  sought  to 
find  a  resting-place,  whereon  he  might 
resist  stedfastly,  manfully,  and  constantly, 
all  further  change.     He  did  not  presume 
to  say,  that  that  understanding  was  binding 
on  Parliament.    He  did  not  presume  to 
say,  that  it  was  binding  on  that  House ; 
but  on  himself,  as  a   man    of  honour, 
whilst  he  continued  to  take  any  part  in 
the  public  affairs,  he  did  consider  it  as 
binding  as  any  obligation  that  a  public 
man  could  take  upon  bimself  in  the  face 
of  the  nation.    Those  who  had  been  his 
colleagues   in  Lord  Grey's  Government 
might  take  a  different  view  of  the  suligect, 
but  upon  that  he  had  nothing  to  say.    It 
was  enough  for  him  to  be  the  guardian 
of  his  own  honour  and  consistency,  and 
thus  he  had  been  led  to  avow,  distinctly 
and  plainly,  what  was  his  view  on  the 
subject.      His    noble  Friend    had   also 
stated,  that  he  was    astonished  at   the 
degree  of  alarm  which  he  seemed  to  feel 
when  certain  Gentlemen,  who  were  the 
noble  Lord's  opponents  as  well  as  his  own, 
rose  to  express  certain  opinions.    He  ad- 
mitted, that  when  he  was  a  party  to  the 
introduction  of  the  large  measure  of  Re- 
form  to  which  he  had  referred,  he  did 
anticipate  other  changes    as    a  natural 
consequence  of  it.    For  instance,  he  con- 
sidered a  Reform  of  the  Church,  as  its 
necessary  consequence ;  he  still  regarded 
it  as  such ;  but  he  did  not  anticipate  then, 
nor  would  he  support  now,  as  a  Reform 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment,  the 
alienation  of  the  property  of  the  Church, 
or  the  separation  of  the  dhurch  Establish- 
ment from  the  State.    So,  also,  he  bad 
anticipated    the   necessity  of  Municipal 
Reform,  and  in  the  spirit  of  that  anticipa- 
tion had  supported  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  then  under  consideration.     In* 
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necessary  details  of  that  Bill.    His  noble 
Friend  had  asked  him,  if  he  considered 
this  to  be  an  indirect  measure  of  Corpo- 
rate Reform.     He  certainly  was  not  so 
disposed  to  regard  it.    He  looked  upon  it 
as  a  direct   and  complete    measure  of 
Municipal  Reform,  and  it  was  on  that 
ground  that  he  had  supported  its  princi- 
ple; but  he  maintained,  that  there  was 
one  passage  in  it  which  had  .  an  indirect 
tendency,  and  that  passage  was  contained 
in  the  Clause  then  under  consideration. 
He  maintained,  that  that  part   of   the 
Clause  was  not  germane  to  the  Bill,  and 
was  not  necessarily  connected  with  it;  in 
fact,  that  it  was  unnecessary,  tending  only 
to  tamper  indirectly  with  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people,  as  fixed  by  the  Reform 
Bill.      It  was  for  this  reason  that    he 
opposed  it.     The  noble  Lord  had  also 
said,  he  was  rather  astonished  at  his  timid 
caution,  when  he  heard  the  bold  proposi- 
tions made  by  their  common  opponents, 
the  hon.  Members  for   Southwark  and 
Middlesex.    He  must  confess,  it  was  not 
the  caution  but  the  boldness  of  his  noUe 
Friend  that  astonished  him,  when  he  saw 
the  measures  into  which  be  was  hurried, 
not  by  his  opponents,  but  by  his  sup- 
porters. 

Sir  William  Follett  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  James  Gra- 
ham). Therefore,  with  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  be  would  withdraw  the 
amendment  in  the  terms  in  which  it  then 
stood,  for  the  purpose  of  iatrodueiog 
another  amendment,  embodying  bis  right 
hon.  Friend's  suggestion. 

Lord  John  Russeli  thought,  that  the 
course  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen«- 
tleman  now  proposed  to  take,  afforded  a 
direct  answer  to  the  charge  of  indirectness 
which  had  been  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend. 

Lord  Sandon  defended  the  rights  of  the 
freemen,  and  contended  that  they  wera 
not  the  poor,  wretched,  degraded,  demo* 
ralized  set  of  beings  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney-General  had  described 
them,  nor  were  they  persons  whose  rights 
the  same  learned  authority  had  asserted 
to  be  a  usurpation.  He  should  like  to 
know  how  that  could  be  called  a  usurpa* 
tion,  the  origin  of  which  no  lawyer  could 
trace.  The  Attorney-General  had  sakl, 
that  freemen  were  a  class  of  voters  who 

bad  be9n  oottMaotiy  foSitf  of  corrapl 


1  tOl        CorpomiiM^  Rtform—       { J  vkx  33} 


Comaniitee, 


not 


fmcAiQM^  and  that  until  they  were  entirely 
done  away^  there  was  no  chance  of  getting 
rid  of  ftucb  practices*  He  appealed  to 
any  QeaUeman  in  the  House,  who  had  a 
constituency  of  freemen,  whether  he  was 
prepared  to  sanction  this  description  of 
the  character  of  freemen  ?  He  had  him* 
self  seen  something  of  that  class  of  society, 
and  although  he  knew  that,  under  ?ery 
strong  temptation,  they  had  been  led 
aBtray*-^yet  he  also  knew,  that  for  the 
three  last  elections  they  had  resisted  every 
species  of  temptation,  and  had  acted 
honestly.  He  looked  with  regret  at  the 
bard  line  that  Gentlemen  were  inclined  to 
draw  between  different  classes  in  society. 
He  should  regret  that  men  should  feel 
that  the  mere  possession  of  property  would 
entitle  them  to  share  in  municipal  rights. 
it  had  always  been  the  practice  in  this 
country  for  poor  men  to  enjoy  the  privi- 
lege of  municipal  freedom.  The  Poor-law 
Bill  had  already  been  a  severe  blow  on  the 
feelings  of  the  poorer  classes.  They 
could  not,  therefore,  help  looking  with 
some  degree  of  jealousy  on  the  Legislature 
withholding  from  them  that  right  which 
they  had  hitherto  enjoyed  for  a  long  series 
of  years.  They  would  see  that  this  House 
w«^  beconing  more  and  more  the  exclu- 
sive  possession  of  the  middle  classes  of 
society,  while  the  rights  and  feelings  of 
the  lower  classes  would  eventually  alto« 
gether  cease  being  represented  in.  it.  It 
was  remarked,  that  the  whole  stress  of  the 
arguments  adduced  in  support  of  the  pre- 
sent Clause  was,  that  it  would  be  an  im- 
provement of  the  Reform  Bill,  and  would 
correct  the  error  formerly  committed  in 
prolonging  the  right  of  the  freemen  to 
▼ote  for  Members  of  Parliament.  The 
Clause,  therefore,  was  not  proposed  merely 
as  being  incidental  to  Corporation  Reform, 
but  with  a  view  to  destroy  the  rights 
which  the  freemen  enjoyed  under  the  Re- 
form Bill.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  be  induced  to  make  this  first  invasion 
of  that  measure,  which  was  declared  to  be 
a  final  measure  by  the  very  men  who  were 
now  endeavouring  to  invade  it. 

Mr.  Robinson  rose  amidst  loud  cries  of 
'*  Divide,  divide  f  He  was  the  repre- 
eentative  of  a  large  body  of  those  freemen 
whose  interests  were  attempted  to  be 
invaded  by  this  Bill  in  a  manner  to  which 
be  felt  himself  bound  to  offer  the  most 
decided  opposition.  He  ventured  to 
assert,  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
bis  Majesty'e  Qovernmant  wonid  not  dare 


to  attempt  to  do  by  a  direct  measure,  that 
which  he  was  attempting  to  do  indirectly 
by  a  proposition  to  reform  the  Municipal 
Corporations  of  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  proposed,  in  a  measure  ostensibly 
having  for  its  object  the  reform  of  Muni- 
cipal  Corporations,  to  deprive  persons  of 
the  privilege  which  they  now  enjoyed  of 
returning  Members  to  this  House.  Now, 
he  asked  the  noble  Lord,  who  was  a  party 
to  the  Parliamentary  Reform  Act,  which 
the  Government  of  Lord  Grey  declared  to 
be  a  final  measure,  whether  he  would 
venture  to  come  forward,  in  the  face  of 
this  House  and  of  the  country,  to  propose 
a  measure  for  disfranchising  existing 
freemen  of  the  right  of  voting  for  Members 
of  Parliament. 

Lord  John  Russell  begged  to  say,  in 
answer  to  the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  seem  to  understand  the  object  of 
this  Clause.  Its  object  was  not  to  deprive 
existing  freemen  of  the  right  of  voting  for 
Members  of  Parliament  He  thought  the 
clause  was  already  sufficiently  clear  upon 
this  point ;  otherwise  he  would  propose 
the  insertion  of  words  that  should  ex- 
pressly say^  that  all  existing  rights  of  free- 
men to  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament 
should  be  preserved.  But  according  to 
his  construction  of  the  Clause,  the  inser- 
tion of  any  such  words  would  be  totally 
unnecessary.  The  House  would  permit 
him  to  explain  what  the  nature  of  the 
Clause  really  was.  The  proposal  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  was  this: — that  all 
Corporate  bodies  should  in  future  consist 
of  burgesses  who  were  rate-payers,  ac- 
cording to  the  6th  section  of  this  Bill ;  and 
that  there  should  be  no  other  burgesses 
or  freemen  whatsoever.  Therefore,  after 
the  existing  lives  of  freemen  were  extinct, 
there  certainly  would  not  be  any  freemen 
in  any  borough  who  would  have  a  right  to 
vote  for  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Robinson  understood  the  object  of 
the  Bill  perfectly  well.  He  was  not  com- 
plaining that  existing  freemen  would  be 
deprived  of  the  right  of  voting  for  Mem-> 
hers  of  Parliament;  but  what  he  com- 
plained of  was,  that  the  descendants  of 
those  freemen  having  inchoate  rights  to  be 
freemen,  were  attempted  to  be  deprived  of 
that  ri|^ht  of  voting.  He  considered  it  a 
most  disingenuous  course  of  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  any  Minister,  or  any  Cabinet 
whatever,  to  do  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
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noble  Lord  himself  just  now  admitted, 
that  he  and  his  colleagues  of  Earl  Grey's 
Oovemmentassented  somewhat  reluctantly 
to  the  admission  of  the  rights  of  freemen 
under  the  Reform  Bill,  and  that  they  did 
so  because  he  considered  it  would  smooth 
the  passage  of  that  Bill  through  Parlia- 
ment The  House  was  to  understand, 
then,  that  the  noble  Lord's  political  mo- 
rality consisted  in  this — that  a  Minister 
might  state  that  he  was  willing  to  consent 
that  certain  rights  should  be  preserved  in 
order  to  get  a  Bill  through  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  then  haying  obtained 
Uiat  object,  he  might  two  years  afterwards, 
come  down  to  this  House  and  endeavour 
to  throw  those  very  rights  overboard. 
He  cared  not  to  what  misrepresentations 
his  conduct  might  subject  him,  but  he 
never  would  be  a  party  to  proceedings 
that  were  alike  disingenuous  and  dis- 
honourable. He  should  like  to  have 
asked  the  learned  Attorney- General,  if  he 
had  been  in  his  place,  whether  those  acts 
of  usurpation,  of  which  he  had  so  loudly 
complamed,  were  not  known  at  the  time 
of  passing  the  Reform  Bill  as  well  as  they 
were  now?  He  denied  altogether  the 
corruption  attributed  solely  to  the  freemen. 
He  believed  it  was  proved  before  the 
Ipswich  Committee,  that  the  larger  portion 
of  persons  bribed  were  10/.  householders, 
and  not  freemen.  But  he  should  like  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  upon  what  principle 
it  was  that  he  was  so  earnest  in  preserving 
the  rights  of  another  set  of  persons,  whose 
claims  could  not  be  put  in  competition 
with  those  of  the  freemen  of  Corporations 
— he  meant  the  rights  of  those  persons 
whose  names  were  on  the  Pension-list. 
How  tender  were  the  feelings  exhibited  by 
the  noble  Lord  for  the  rights  of  individuals 
on  that  occasion.  In  conclusion,  he 
thought  that  this  clause  would  do  more  to 
shake  public  confidence  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House  than  any  other  measure 
that  had  been  brought  forward  since 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Charles  BuUer  said,  some  Gentle- 
men had  complained  that  this  Question 
was  not  brought  forward  in  a  proper  and 
direct  manner ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  could 
not  understand  how  there  could  possibly 
be  any  equivocation  in  the  course  adopted. 
Was  there  any  reason  why  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  should  endeavour  to  carry  their 
object  in  an  indirect  manner ;  and  even  if 
they  desired  to  do  so,  what  possible  hope 


was  there  that  they  would  escape  the 
vigilance  of  those  alert  advocates  wbon 
they  now  saw  so  earnestly  vindtcating  the 
poor  man's  rights — rights  so  justly  dear 
to  him?  There  could  be  no  motivet 
then,  for  Ministers  to  make  such  an 
attempt;  and,  certainly,  the  discussion 
which  they  had  this  night  heard,  proved 
that  such  an  attempt  would  have  been 
most  monstrous  indeed.  These  £ree<« 
men  were  the  worst  features  of  our 
Representative  system,  and  were  a  curse 
upon  the  new  constituency.  He  could 
not  refrain  from  expressing  his  surprise  at 
the  doctrines  which  had  been  advanced 
by  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side.  He  must  confess  that  he 
began  to  feel  great  alarm  for  the  stability 
of  the  Monarchical  institutions  of  this 
country,  when  he  observed  the  democratic 
tone  which  those  noble  Lords  and  hon* 
Gentlemen  sometimes  took.  He  thought 
that  if  the  limited  Monarchy  of  this  empire 
should  be  superseded  by  a  democratic 
Republic,  it  would  be  occasioned  by  the 
bidding  which  those  noble  Lords  and  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  so  much  disposed  to 
make  for  the  sake  of  a  little  temporary 
popularity.  When  he  heard  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Member  for  Liverpool)  speaking 
of  the  rights  of  the  poor  man,  he  was  re- 
minded of  the  time  when  he  first  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  Parliament.  He  used 
then  to  hear  Mr.  Hunt  (the  Member  for 
Preston)  advocaie  the  poor  man's  rights. 
That  hon.  Member  sat  where  the  noble 
Lord  was  now  seated  ;  and  the  language 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  this  night  used, 
when  claiming  for  these  poor  men  the 
right  to  vote,  was  exactly  the  language 
which  Mr.  Henry  Hunt  was  wont  to  use 
in  support  of  Universal  Suffrage.  Free- 
men were  more  open  to  corruption  than 
any  other  class  of  voters ;  and  he  would 
rerer  to  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Municipal  Corporation  Commissioners  in 
support  of  this  proposition.  In  one 
borough  it  had  been  the  usual  prac* 
tice  to  chalk  up  the  price  of  a  vote 
on  the  shutters  of  the  Committee-rooms. 
In  another  place  the  candidates  used 
openlv  to  give  15/.  and  a  pig  for  a  vote; 
and  the  pig  was  paraded  in  the  streets, 
decorated  with  the  colours  of  the  candi* 
dates  who  gave  it.  ['*  Name^  name .'"]  He 
was  exceedingly  sorry  to  disappoint  hon* 
Gentlemen  by  not  naming  the  places ;  but 
he  begged  to  refer  them  to  the  four  volumes 
of  evidence  which  were  accessible  to  all 
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[**  NmWj  name  /*'].  If  be  yrere  obliged  to 
name  the  pUuMS,  he  would  say  that  one 
of  them  was  Nottingham  and  the  other 
Maidstone.  But  while  he  mentioned 
these  two  names,  he  begged  to  say  that 
there  were  three  other  instances  of  corrupt 
practtces,  of  a  much  more  remarkable 
character ;  he  alluded  to  Norwich,  Ipswich, 
and  Oxford.  [The  hon.  Member  quoted 
from  the  Report  of  the  Corporation  Com- 
missioners several  specimens  of  the  mis- 
behaviour of  the  freemen,  and  then  con- 
tinued.] Were  these  men,  he  would  ask, 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  franchise  ?  Could 
it  be  said  that  this  House'  would  be  in- 
fringing on  the  purity  of  the  constitution 
by  touching  the  rights  of  such  voters  as 
these?  .He  called  upon  the  House  to 
take  away  this  franchise,  even  on  account 
of  the  freemen  themselves,  whom  it  de- 
graded, demoralized,  and  impoverished. 
But  it  was  saidy  that  a  compact  had  been 
made  at  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
by  which  the  rights  of  freemen  were  to  be 
preserved.  If  any  such  compact  had  been 
made,  let  the  parties  with  whom  it  was 
made  come  forward  and  claim  their  bond. 
Let  tbe  House  of  Lords,  if  the  compact 
were  with  them,  state  that  the  only  con- 
dition on  which  they  agreed  to  the  Re- 
form Bill  was,  that  a  particular  class  of 
voters  should  be  kept  up,  who  could  be 
corrupted  by  the  money  of  the  aristocracy* 
Yes;  he  would  repeat,  corrupted  by  the 
money  of  the  aristocracy.  Let  not  the 
House  suppose  that  this  zeal  to  preserve 
the  rights  of  freemen  sprung  purely  out  of 
regard  to  the  poor  man's  rights.  No ; 
this  House — the  countiy  at  large-— could 
perceive  that  the  only  reason  this  cry  was 
raised  was,  that  the  aristocracy  might  pre- 
serve the  rights  of  men  whose  franchise 
they  could  purchase. 

Captain  Berkeley  was  bound  to  say  on 
behalf  of  those  whom  he  represented,  that 
if  the  Clause  were  carried,  one  half  of  his 
constituents  would  be  at  once  disfran- 
chised, they  being  too  the  very  class  of  per- 
sons on  whom  the  franchise  was  conferred 
only  two  years  ago.  He  should  vote  for 
the  Amendment  for  the  very  reason  which 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Stroud,  Lord  John  Russell — 
namel]f,  that  these  freemen  were  allowed 
to  retain  their  franchise  under  the  Reform 
Bill  for  the  mere  purpose  of  enabling  tbe 
than  Government  to  conciliate,  and  to 
bring  that  Reform  Bill  to  a  successful  ter- 
pination«    As  this  argument  was  urged 


when  the  Reform  Bill  was  introduced, 
and  as  he  saw  no  reason  for  depriving 
the  very  same  class  of  persons  of  their 
franchise  now,  he  should  8u(^rt  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  his  right  hon* 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Cumberland  (Sir 
James  Graham)  had  been  charged  with 
unfairness,  instating  that  the  Clause  indi- 
rectly accomplished  an  object  which  it 
sought  to  conceal.  He  (Lord  Stanley) 
complained  of  it  as  an  indirect  mode  of 
proceeding,  for  this  reason,  that  the  Bil 
now  before  the  House  professed  to  be  a 
measure  for  the  regulation  of  the  Muni* 
cipal  Corporations  of  England  and  Wales* 
An  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  now 
spoken,  following  the  example  of  other 
hon.  Members  of  that  House,  had  calum- 
niated, he  would  venture  to  say,  the  great 
body  of  the  freemen  of  this  country.  Now 
he  did  not  mean  to  contend  that  the  free- 
men, as  a  class,  had  been  or  perhaps  were 
either  pure  or  immaculate,  but  then  he  be- 
lieved that  no  body  of  electors  in  the  world 
was  absolutely  so ;  and  this  he  would  say« 
that  be  they  as  pure  as  perfection  itself, 
or  be  they  as  foul  and  as  base  as  they  were 
represented  to  be  even  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney-General — be  they  alto« 
gather  and  exclusively  fit  to  exercise  elec- 
toral functions,  or  be  they  wholly  and  ut- 
terly incapable  to  exercise  even  the  lowest 
of  those  functions,  to  those  functions  the 
present  measure  did  not  propose  to  admit 
them  ;  from  those  functions  it  did  not  pro- 
pose to  exclude  them.  They  were  not 
now  called  upon  to  discuss  the  propriety 
of  admitting  them  to  exercise  political 
functions.  The  question  merely  was,  their 
fitness  as  a  Municipal  body.  Then  what 
became  of  the  great  and  grave  objection 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  class 
of  voters  coming  under  the  denomination 
of  freemen  ?  Why,  the  objection  after  all 
merely  amounted  to  thia— that  they  were 
unfit  to  exercise  a  franchise  which  was  not 
sought  to  be  conferred  upon  them  by  this 
Bill  for  political  purposes,  but  a  franchise 
they  were  permitted  to  retain  by  another 
Bill  for  other  purposes;  that  other  mea- 
sures forming  no  part  of  the  present  dis- 
cussion. He  stood  upon  the  plain  and 
simple  ground  that  the  rights  of  the  free* 
men  were  solemnly  guaranteed,  as  his  no» 
ble  Friend  had  said,  to  secure  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bill.  If  that  mea- 
sure of  Reform  were  now  sought  to  be 
rescinded,  tbe  fair  and  manly  coarse  wa^ 
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to  eotte  down  to  that  Home  and  mofe  its 
teiDg  ccactnded  by  &  separate  aod  definite 
0iea8ttre ;  not  for  the  ostensible  purpose  of 
oOttceding  or  taking  away  Municipal  rights 
but  avowedly  for  the  purpose  of  again 
dealing  with  the  franchise.  His  grounds 
of  objection  to  the  Clause  as  it  stood*  and 
his  reasoni  for  adopting  in  preference  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  moved,  were 
simply  these— that  what  his  Majesty's 
Government  proposed  to  do  was  unneces- 
•ary  for  the  object  they  professed  to  have 
in  view ;  that  it  was  unjust,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  in  direct  opposition  to  their  own 
loiemn  guarantee  given  two  years  ago,  and 
if  they  sought  to  do  away  wich  that 
guarantee  they  ought  to  have  done  so  di- 
rectly by  a  political  measure— not  indi* 
nctly  and  by  a  municipal  one. 

Colonel  Sibthorp^  amid  confusion,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  afraid  to  hear  the  truth. 
He  should  be  wanting  in  his  duty  to  his 
oonstituentSyif  hecould  hear  the  Attorney- 
General  abuse  the  freemen,  as  the  curse  of 
the  country,  and  denounce  the  body  cor- 
porate as  a  degraded  and  wretched  race  of 
people,  without  declaring  the  astonish- 
ment as  well  as  the  disgust,  with  which  he 
had  heard  such  a  declaration  from  an  in* 
dividual  holding  a  high  and  important  sta- 
tion in  the  House,  and  one  whose  transac- 
tions were  always  marked  by  liberality, 
oandour,  aod  decency.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  had 
looked  upon  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
talked  about  the  noble  Lord(SandoD)  being 
fevourable  to  democracy.  How  came  hon. 
Members  upon  that  side  of  the  House? 
Did  they  not  vote  against  the  rotten 
boroughs,  as  being  an  aristocratical  part  of 
theooostitution  ?  It  was  to  the  democracy 
they  looked  for  their  seats ;  and  he  thought 
that,  to  be  consistent,  those  Gentlemen 
ought  to  be  the  very  last  to  deprive  that 
body  of  their  rights  to  vote  [great  confu- 
tion ;  hmd  cries  ofDividCf  Adjoumf  Oh  I 
OA/]  hon»  Membera  would  only  deuin 
themselves  the  longer.  He  was  aware 
that  that  was  the  system  of  many  Mem- 
beta  on  that  side  of  the  House,  he  had  no 
dMire  to  strain  his  voice  to  the  wind ;  he 
lose  merely  for  the  purpose  of  protesting 
against  the  propriety  of  those  observa- 
tkma  of  the  Attorney-General ;  he  consi- 
dered they  were  unworthy  of  his  dignity 
and  hie  station,  and  proved  the  obligation 
of  the  people  to  the  Ministry  of  the  Re* 
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such  a  Clause  as  that  wluch  had  juat 
been  decided,  and  declared  that  such  a 
course  as  the  prasent  would  never  raeoBv 
cile  the  people  to  aReforaung  Admnistra- 
tion. 

Mr.  Winthrop  Praed  said,  that  although 
in  fact  this  Amendment  upon  which  the 
Committee  were  about  to  divide,  was  pre« 
cisely  similar  to  one  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  he  had  not  yet  addressed  to  the 
House  one  single  observation  in  reference 
to  it.  He  dul  not  then  mean  to  trespass 
upon  the  patience  of  the  House,  and  he 
should  only  claim  the  privilege  of  asking 
the  noble  Lord  one  question.  The  House 
would  bear  hardly  upon  him  if  this  privi- 
lege were  denied  him,  conuderiog  that  on 
the  Amendment  which  he  first  introduced 
into  the  Committee  on  the  preceding  night 
he  had  hitherto  been  prevented  from 
speaking.  The  hon.  Member  for  Derby- 
shire (Mr.  Gisbome)  was  in  a  great  mea- 
sure the  cause  of  this,  as  he  had  held  out 
a  threat  that  upon  his  Amendment  he 
should  ground  a  Motion  relative  to  the 
freemen  in  Yarmouth.  The  question  which 
he  wished  to  put  was,  whether  the  names 
of  the  freemen  whose  rights  it  was  pro- 
posed to  continue,  so  ftir  as  regarded  the 
election  of  Members  of  Parliament,  were 
to  be  entered  in  the  burgess  roll,  or  in  a 
separate  list  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  that  with 
respect  to  the  existing  freemen,  it  was 
only  necessary  that  their  names  should 
be  enrolled  upon  a  register,  and  continued 
upon  it  as  long  as  they  lived,  according  to 
the  precedent  of  the  first  Reform  Act. 
No  new  names  would  be  entered  on  the 
register,  and  no  difficulty,  he  imagined, 
could  arise. 

Mr.  Winihrop  Pmeii  suggested,  that  in 
that  case  the  same  machinery  which  waa 
used  with  respect  to  the  eiisting  freemen 
might  be  applied  to  more  remote  rights. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  of  opinion  that 
the  same  machinery  could  not  be  applied 
to  them,  inasmuch  as  theyjcould  not  be  so 
easily  ascertained. 

Mr.  Oisbome  rose  to  explain  the  ctr« 
cumstances  upon  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Praed)  had  referred. 
A  petition  from  Yarmouth  having  been 
put  into  his  hands  for  presentation,  he, 
accordmg  to  the  rules  of  courtesy,  in* 
formed  the  hon.  Member  of  his  intention 
to  present  it,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
make  a  statement  in  reference  to  certaia 

traosactions  in  the  late  oleetions  for  that 
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honm|b«  Wbeo  he  did  present  the  peti- 
tion the  Speaker  said  there  could  be  no 
diBCUssiony  and,  therefore,  he  withheld  his 
•tatemeiit  rather  than  make  it  without 
giving  the  hon.  Member  an  opportunity  to 
reply.  He  then  gave  notice  that  he  should 
make  the  statement  when  the  hon«  Member 
for  Yarmouth  brought  forward  his  Amend- 
ment. That  the  hon.  Member  never  intro- 
duced, but  delivered  it  over  to  the  care  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter 
(Sir  W.  Follett).  As  the  petition  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  constituents  of  the 
late  Solicitor^General  he  again  refrained 
fh>m  making  hia  statement.  The  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Sir  W. 
Follett)  was,  however,  quite  different  to 
that  of  the  horn  Member  for  Yarmouth. 
[Mr.  Praed :  It  is  expressed  in  the  very 
same  terms.]  It  certainly  was  not  so  in 
the  first  instance,  and  he  did  not  feel 
called  upon  to  intrude  on  the  debate. 
He  never  made  a  threat,  but  merely,  out 
of  courtesy,  gave  notice  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  his  intention  to  make  a  statement 
relative  to  his  borough. 

Mr.  Winthrop  Praed  felt  it  necessary  to 
give  a  further  expl  anatioa,  as  the  hon .  Mem- 
ber bad  not  stated  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stance. The  hoQ.  Member  did  announce 
to  him  that  he  intended  to  make  a  state- 
ment respecting  the  Yarmouth  election, 
bot  when  he  presented  his  petition  he 
postponed  his  statement  till  the  House 
went  into  Committee.  Finding  that  hb 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  J^eter,  had 
on  the  notice  paper  a  Motion  precisely  the 
same  as  his  he  gave  him  precedeoce,  and 
he  fnliy  expect^  thatthk  hon.  Member 
for  Derbyshire  would  afterwards  make  his 
statement.  He  never  conceived  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  waiting  for  him  per- 
sonally; it  was  he  Mr.  Praed,  un- 
doubtedly, who  was  the  waiting  party. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  expressed  his  dis- 
gust at  the  foul  charges  which  had  been 
made  against  a  body  of  men,  who  were 
condemned  without  a  hearing. 

Mr.  0*Connell  hoped  he  might  also  ex* 
press  his  belief,  without  the  appearance  of 
egotism,  that  he  was  a  true  prophet.  He 
had  declared  his  conviction  on  the  pre- 
ceding night,  that  so  much  affection  had 
been  expressed  for  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  as  would  ultimately  very  nearly  de- 
stroy its  most  valuable  provisions ;  and  be 
really  thought  his  prophecy  would  be 
pretty  well  acoomplished  if  the  Amend* 
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at  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  LaBcasbire» 
and  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cumberland.    Bafore  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Bill  there  existed  two  spe- 
cies of  franchise ;  that  arising  from  pro- 
perty, and  that  arising  from  municipal 
rights.    By  the  first  Reform  Bill  the  fran- 
chise arising  from  municipal  rights  was 
considered  so  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  Reform,  that  it  was   entirely 
abolished.    To  that  first  Reform  Bill  the 
noUe  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
were  both  parties,  and  yet  these  were 
most  valuable  rights — most  solemn  pri- 
vileges now ;  and  they  heard  talk  of  dis- 
franchising a  considerable  portion  of  the 
people  of  England.    Why,  what  had  been 
the  improveuKent  in  these  freemen  since 
the  introduction  of  the  first  Reform  Bill  ? 
-—what  increase  of  knowledge  had  they 
displayed,  or  what  greater  sense  of  the 
importance  of  the  function  vested  in  them 
had  they  evinced  ?    They  had  not  done 
themselves  any  very  great  honour  before 
Committees  of  that  House,  and  in  ad- 
dition, the   Report  of  the    Corpoiation 
Commission,    distinctly    charged    them 
with  having  been  guilty  of  the  grossest 
and  vilest   corruption.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said,  that  the  ground  on 
which    the    provisions    of   the    Reform 
Bill  were  made  so  extensive  was,  that  it 
should  not  be  necessary  to  increase  or  ex- 
tend those  provisions  at  a  future  period, 
When  was  this  declaration  made  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  adverted  ?    When, 
but  at  the  time  of  the  opening  speech  on 
the  first  Reform  Bill— when,  but  at  the 
very  time  when  these  rights  were  abso- 
lutely annihilated.   [Lord  Stanley  :  It  was 
said  by  Lord  Grey  in  1834.]    It  was  said 
in  this  House  in  1831,  and  the  Minister 
who  brought  forward  the  Reform  Bill  ex- 
pressly stated  that  the  Ballot  and   the 
shortening  the  duration   of  Parliaments 
were  open  questions.     The  noUe  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  had  talked  in 
most  patriotic  and  sympathizing  terms  of 
the  rights  of  the  poor.    Would  the  noUe 
Lord  who  was  so  anxiovs  to   preserve 
those  ri^ts  unimpaired  consent  to  di* 
minish  the  amount  of  the  elective  qualit* 
cation  from  VOL  to  6L    If  the  noble  Lord 
would  do  this,  he  woald  be  content  to 
gm  him  some  credit  for  his  sincerity  3  but 
knowing,  as  be  did,  how  convenieat  itvnaii 
not  of  course  to  the  noble  Lord,  but  to 
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sold,  be  could  not  give  him  any  very  great 
credit  for  his  wish  to  preserve  the  poor 
freemen.  In  fact  he  considered  the  sup- 
port of  such  men  was  no  evidence  of  a 
desire  to  extend  the  franchise.  [Lord 
Sandon :  I  never  expressed  any  such  de- 
sire.] He  had  never  accused  the  noble 
Lord  of  any  such  desire,  because  a  large 
addition  to  the  number  of  voters  would 
defeat  the  ends  for  which  a  small  body  of 
freemen  were  stickling.  Now,  let  him 
ask,  what  was  to  be  the  nature  of  this 
franchise?  Not  a  municipal  franchise, 
for  it  was  excluded  from  the  corporation, 
and  it  was  certainly  not  a  franchise  of 
property.  It  was  a  nondescript  kind  of 
aSanufacture  fashioned  by  the  noble  lx)rd 
(Lord  Stanley)  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Graham),  probably  for  the 
purpose  of  perpetuating  the  Reform  Bill. 
It  was  once  excluded  from  the  Reform 
Bill  as  something  foreign  to  the  Consti- 
tution. Were  they  to  keep  up  this 
anomaly — to  protect  men  who  confessedly 
were  beings  of  bargain  and  sale.  He  insinu- 
ated no  motives — he  charged  no  purposes. 
Why  ?  Because  it  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  do  so.  They  had  heard  of  a  bar- 
gain. A  bargain !  With  whom?  Was 
that  bargain  made  with  the  other  House — 
was  it  a  bargain  with  the  House  of  Peers? 
What  had  the  House  of  Peers  to  do 
with  the  representation  of  the  people 
in  that  House  ?  Talk  to  him  of  preserving 
the  Constitution,  and  of  constitutional 
principles;  and  tell  him,  in  the  same 
breath,  of  a  bargain  made  with  the  House 
of  Peers !  They  extorted  from  that  House  ^ 
their  nomination  boroughs, .  in  order  to 
give  the  people  the  right  of  representation ; 
and  what  were  they  told  now  ?  Why,  it 
seemed  a  bargain  had  been  made  with 
that  same  House  of  Peers,  that  they 
should  retain  a  portion  of  their  power 
through  the  instrumentality  of  those  very 
fieemen ;  and  the  object  and  effect  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  give  the  Peers — not  a 
direct  power  of  nomination— but  an  indi- 
vect  power  of  nomination  by  means  of  the 
grossest  bribery  and  the  worst  corruption. 
The  object  of  retaining  these  freemen  was, 
to  have  nomination  boroughs  indirectly. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gtentleman  opposite 
thought  he  had  got  over  a  great  difficulty, 
but  he  had  altogether  failed.  He  alluded 
to  the  aitnation  in  which  those  voters 
.would  be  whose  rights  were  preserved. 
•These  were  not  to  be  members  of  the 
corporate  body  in  futorei  and  there  was 


no  arrangement  for  ascertaining  their 
right  of  freedom,  their  servitude,  or  their 
right  of  marriage.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  fancied  he  had  drawn  the 
noble  Lord  into  a  dilemma,  by  asking  him 
how  he  meant  to  keep  up  the  rights  of 
the  present  freemen.  T^  answer  was 
obvious — ^by  going  before  the  Barrister, 
and  showing  their  right  of  continuing  it. 
But  how  could  those  who  were  to  be 
entitled  only  to  vote  for  Members  of  Par- 
liament show  their  right?  It  was  said, 
that  this  was  an  indirect  mode  of  getting 
rid  of  the  freemen,  although  the  great 
complaint  was,  that  it  was  direct  enough. 
But  they  who  really  acted  indirectly  were 
the  professed  lovers  of  the  Bill,  who  re- 
sorted to  this  method  of  getting  rid  of  the 
best  parts  of  the  Bill — of  weakening  its 
provisions — of  degrading  it  in  the  eyes  of 
the  community — and  converting  a  bar- 
binger  of  peace  into  a  fruitful  source  of 
dissension.  The  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark  had  had  more  than  one  argument 
raised  by  others  on  what  he  stated  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  being  to 
create  a  new  species  of  Corporate  right, 
which  would  bold  out  an  incitement  to 
the  people  to  make  it  a  basis  of  Parlta* 
mentary  Representation.  The  House  was 
told  to  retain  the  freemen  on  account  of 
his  having  used  that  argument.  But  let 
hon.  Gentlemen,  on  the  opposite  side, 
consider  that  the  preservation  of  this 
right  to  the  freemen  would  act  as  a  sti- 
mulant to  every  burgess  paying  taxes  to 
demand  the  right  to  vote,  and  thus  the 
necessity  for  a  further  reform  would  be 
increased.  The  hon.  Member  concluded, 
by  calling  on  the  House  to  reject  the 
Amendment. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
Clause;  Ayes  278,  Noes  232:  Majority 
46. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Acheson,  Viscount 
Adam,  Admiral 
AgUonby,  U.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Alston,  Rowland 
AndoTer,  Lord 
Angerstein,  John 
Attwood,  Thomas 
Bagshaw,  John 
Baines,  Edward 
Bainbridge,  £.  T. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barclay,  David 
Barham,  John 
faring,  F.  T. 


Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Bariy,  G.  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bellew,  Sir.  P.  Bart. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Biddulpb,  Robert 
Bish,  Ijiomas 
Blackbume,  John 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blamire,  W. 
Blunt,  Sir  C.  R. 
Bodkin,  John  James 
Bowiingy  Dr. 
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Brftbuon,  Sir  W.  J, 
Brady,  D.  C. 
BridgroaD,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
BuUteley,  Sir  R.  B.  W. 
BuUer,  £• 
BuUeTyC. 

Burdetty  Sir  Fraocis 
Butler,  Hon.  Pierce 
Buxton,  T.  F.     . 
Byng,  G. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Carendish,  Hon.  G. 
Callagfaan,  D. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Chalmers,?. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Chichester,  J;  P.  B. 
Clay,  William 
Clements,  Vitcoant 
elite,  £.  B. 
Cockerell,Sir  C.  Bart. 
Codrington,  Sir  £. 
Colbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Cowper,  Hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawford,  W,  S. 
Crawley,  S. 
Crompton,  S. 
Cartels,  Herbert  B. 
Curteis,  Edward  B* 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Denison,  J.  £• 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Dennistoon,  A. 
Divett,  £dward 
Dobbin,  L. 
Doakio,  Sir  R.  S. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J.  C. 
Dundas,  Hon.  T. 
Dunlop,  Colin 
Dvkes,  F.  L.  B. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Edwatds,  Col. 
£IUce,£. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
£u8ton,  Lord 
Evans,  Col. 
Evans,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Fellowes,  Hon.  N. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
FergussonJlt.Hon.  C. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
FitZ!iimon,Christopher 
Fitzsimon,  Nicholas 
Folkes,SirW.J.H.B. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fort,  J. 
French,  F. 
Gaskell,  D. 
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GtUoD,  W.  D. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Grattan,  J. 
Grey,  Hon.  Charles 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grote,  G. 
Guest,  J.  J. 
Gully,  John 
Hall,  B. 

Hallyburton,Hn.D.G. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Col.  Leith 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heatlicote,  R.  £. 
Hector,  C. 
Heneage,  Edward 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobbouse,Rt.  H.Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  R. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Humphery,  J. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hatt,  W. 
Johnston,  A. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
Kerry,  Earl  of 
King,  E.  B. . 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langton,  W.  O. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Loch,  J. 
Locke,  W. 
Ix)ng,  W. 
Lushington,  C. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
Lynch,  A.  H.  S. 
Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S. 
Macleod,  R. 
Macnamara,  M^jor 
M'Cance,  John 
MTaggart,  J. 
Maher,  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  T.  B. 
Maule,  Hon.  Fox 
Maxwell,  J. 
Methoen,  P. 
Milton,  Viscount 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Moreton,  Hon.  A.  H. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyn,  Hon.  E.  L. 
Murray,  J.  A. 


Mttsgrave^  Sir  R. 

Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Brien,  Cornelius 
O'Conor  Don 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Connell,  Maurice 
O'Connell,  John 
O'Dwyer,  A.  C. 
O'Ferrall,  R.M. 
Oliphant,  L. 
Orel,  W.  H. 
Oswald,  J. 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  General 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Parker,  J. 
Paroell,  Sir  H.  B. 
Parrott,  J. 
Pattison,  J. 
Pease,  Joseph 
Pendarves,  E.  W. 
Pepys,  Sir  Charles  C. 
Perrin,  L. 
Phillips,  G.  R. 
Phillips,  M. 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Pinney,  W. 
Ponsonby,  W. 
Ponsohby,  Hn.  J.G.  B* 
Potter,  R. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Power,  p. 
Power,  J. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  Robert 
Pryme,  O. 
Pryse,  Pryse 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Rice,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  S. 
Rippon,  C. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Roche,  William 
Roche,  David 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rolfe,  R.  M. 
Ronayne,  D. 
Riindle,  John 
Russell,  Lord 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Russell,  Lord  C.  J. 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Rntbven,  Edwavd 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seale,  Col. 


Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Sheldon,  E.  R.  C. 
Smith,  Benjamin 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  Hon.  R. 
Speirs,  A.  G. 
Speirs,  Alexander 
Steuart,  R. 
Strickland,  Sir  George 
Strutt,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sullivan,  R. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Talfourd,  T.  N. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thorneley,T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Townley,  R.  G« 
Tracey,  C.  H. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W.  L. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E,  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Vivian,  M^jor 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walter,  John 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wtaiyiss,  J. 
Westftora,  Hon.  U.R* 
Westenra,  Hon.  Col. 
Whalley,  Sir  Samuel 
White,  S. 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilbrabam,  G. 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
WasoD,  R. 
WUks,J. 

Williams,  Sir  John 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Winnington,  Capt  H. 
Wood,  C. 
WrightsoD,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  Jokn^ 
Wyse,  Thomaa 

TEXXSm. 

Stanley,  £•  J. 


List  of  the  NoEB. 


AlfoTd,Lord 
Arbuthnot,  Hon.  H. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Ashley,  Hon.  A. 
Bagot,  Hon.  William 
Bailey,  J. 


Baillie,  Col.  H. 
Balfour,  J. 
Barday,  Charles 
Baring,  Thomas 
Baring,  H.  Bingham 
Baring,  W.  B. 
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Bariof(j  Fnads 
Baroeb^y  John 
Batesoo^  Sir  R. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  Hon.  C.  F. 
Bethell,  Richard 
Blackburoe^  J.  J. 
Blackstono^  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  F.  R. 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S« 
Bruce,  Lord  R  A.C.B. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  B.  Y. 
Burton,  H.  P. 
Calcraft,  J.H. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cbandos,  Marquesa  of 
Chaplin,  Thomas 
Charlton,  £.  L. 
Cbichestery  A. 
Chisholm,  Alexander 
Clive,  Hon.  R.  H. 
Cole,  Hon.  A.  H. 
CoinptoB,  H-  C* 
Cooper,  £.  J. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  C.  Burt. 
Corbett,  T.  G. 
Corry,  Hon.  H.  T.  L. 
Crewe,  Sir  G.  Bart 
Dalbiao,  Sir  C. 
Darner,  G.  L. 
Darlington,  £arl  of 
Davenport,  John 
Dick,  Quintin 
Dottin,  A.  R. 
Dowdeswell|  W. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  D.  S. 
Duncombe,  Hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  Hon.  W. 
Durham,  Sir  P.  C.  H. 
East,  J.  a 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  de  M. 
Egerton,  Lord  Francis 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
dwei,  J. 

Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Fancourt,  C.  St.  John 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  C. 
Finch,  G. 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  B.  T. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forbes,  W. 


Forester Jfon.G.a>V. 

Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  J,  Milnes 
Gladstone,  Thomas 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Gordon,  W. 
Gore,  Wro.  Ormsby 
Goulbum,  Rt.  Hon.  H. 
Graham,  Sir  J.  R.  G* 
Greene,  T. 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
GreviUe,  Sir  C.  J. 
GrimstoD,  Viscount 
Grimston,  Hon.  H.  £. 
Halford,  H. 
Halse,  J. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C« 
Hanmer,  Henry 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawkes,  Thomas 
Hay,  Sir  J.  Bart. 
Hayes,  Sir  £.S.  Bart. 
Herbert,  Hon*  Sidney 
Herries,Rt.  Hon*  J.C. 
Hill,  Lord  Arthur 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  Hon.  James 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Houldswortb,  T. 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  Bart. 
Ingram,  R. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl  of 
Jervis,  John 
Johnstone,  Sir  J, 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Jones,  T» 
Jones,  W. 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edward 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Lefroy,  Anthony 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lewis,  Wyndham 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Longfleld,  R. 
Lopes,  Sir  Ralph 
Lowtber,  Lord 
Lowther,  J. 
Lowther,  Hon.  H«  C. 
Lushington,  S, 
Lygon,Hon.Col.H.  B. 
IVlackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Mahon,  Lord 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Manners,Lord  Robert 
Mar8land,T. 
Martin,  J. 


Mathew,  CapMa 
Maxwell,  H. 
Meynell,  Henry 
Miles,  W. 
Miles,  P.  J. 
Mordaunt,Sir  J.  Bart. 
Neeld,  Joseph 
Neeld,  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Owen,  Hugh 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  M.  N. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  Sir  R.  Bart. 
Peel,  Col. 

Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  Y. 
Peel,  Edmund 
Pelham,  J.  C. 
Pemberton,  T. 
Perceval,  Col. 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pdhill,  Frederick 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  Bart. 
Pollington,  Viseonnt 
Praed,  J.  B. 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pnsey,  Philip 
Rae,  Sir  Wm.  Bart« 
Reid,  Sir  J.  Rae 
Richards,  J. 
Rickford,  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrook,  R. 
Russell,  Charles 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Scarlett,  Hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  Sir  E. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Shaw,  F. 
Sheppard,  T« 

Paired 

Archdall,  Metfyn 
Berkeley,  Hon.  G.  C* 
Browne,  Dominick 
Brudenell,  Lord 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Eaton,  J. 
Feilden,W. 
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fiibtho|m  OoL 
Sinclair,  G« 
Smith,  A. 

Smyth,  Sir  G.H.Bart. 
Somerset,  Lord  £. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  8.  Bt. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stormont,  Lord 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thomas,  Col. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  W. 
Trench,  Sir  Ff«d«rtek 
Trevor,  Hon.  G*  B^ 
Trevor,  Hon.  Arthur 
Twiss,  H. 

Tyrrell,  Sir  J.  T.Bart. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B.  Bart. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Vernon,  Granville  H. 
Vesey,  Hon.  Thomas 
Vivian,  J.  £. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Weyland,  R. 
Whamore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraham,  Hon.  B. 
Williams.  WilUam 
Williams,  Robert 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wodehouse,  H. 
Wood,  Thomas 
Wortley,  Hon.  J.  S* 
Wyndham,  Wadhim 
Wynn,  C.  W, 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  Sir  W.  L. 

T£tLBB. 

CUrk,  Sir  G.  Bwrt. 

Off. 

Fremantle,  SirT.  F. 
Geary,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 
Hume,  Joseph 
Knat^hbull,  Sir  £• 
Owen,  H. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Tynte,  Col. 


AmeDdment  rejected. 

The  question  being:  put,  That  the  Claute 
stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor^  amidst  loud  mani- 
festations  of  impatience,  rose  to  address 
the  House.  He  coatd  not  help  thinking 
that  the  decisioD  which  the  "" 
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liad  just  come  to,  was  one  which  contd 
not  fan  to  carry  with  it  a  Tery  powerfbl 
effect  throughout  the  country.  [Loud 
Cheers  from  the  Ministerial  side.]  Hon. 
Members  opposite  might  cheer,  but  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  their  cheers 
would  be  redoubled  when  he  told  them 
that  the  Clause  would  show  the  country 
what  the  professed  friends  of  Reform  were 
capable  of,  show  them  in  their  true 
colours,  and  show  it  that  those  who  pro- 
fessed to  uphold  the  rights  of  the  people 
were  the  very  persons  who,  in  a  most  con- 
founded and  unfair  manner,  invaded  the 
rights  of  a  body  of  men,  whose  origin  even 
the  antiquarian  researches  of  the  Attorney- 
General,  had  not  enabled  him  to  trace. 
[Uproar f  and  cries  of  **  Adjourn*' 
*'  Spoke,'*}  Gentlemen  might  be  assured 
that  he  was  not  to  be  put  down  by  noise 
and  clamour.  He  was  doing  his  duty  as 
an  independent  Member,  and  he  would 
explain  his  vote.  He  would  not  detain 
the  House  longer  than  necessary,  but  he 
protested  against  the  system  of  putting 
down  Gentlemen  merely  because  they 
differed  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
their  opinions*  In  any  vote  he  gave  in 
that  House,  he  was  as  much  accountable 
to  his  constituents  as  any  hon.  Member 
opposite,  and  he  would  never  see  the 
right  of  a  body  of  men  who  had  never 
done  aught  to  render  them  deserving  of 
the  imputations  which  had  been  fixed 
upon  them  by  that  decision  taken  away 
without  to  the  utmost  of  his  power  resist- 
ing. Let  him  ask  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site what  had  that  body  which  it  was  too 
much  the  fashion  to  decry — what  had 
^  they  done  ?  Why  did  not  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Home  Secretary,  come  down  with  a 
Bill  to  amend  that  part  of  the  Reform 
Act  which  related  to  the  freemen  with 
this  preamble.  *'  Whereas  certain  gross 
corruptions  have  been  proved  against  this 
body  of  men,  therefore  they  shall  no 
longer  retain  their  franchise  at  all.''  Let 
him  ask  hon.  Members  opposite,  could 
they  hope  to  retain  that  popularity,  aye, 
and  mob  popularity  of  which  they  had 
always  been  so  proud.  ["  OA,  oh!'*  and 
great  interruption.]  Clamour  might  pre- 
vail for  awhile,  but  the  public  would 
show  that  there  was  such  a  thing  as 
common  sense  and  common  justice,  and  a 
feeling  that  there  ought  to  be  those  there 
who  would  protect  the  rights  of  the  poor 
as  well  as  the  rich,  and  let  hon.  Members. 
know  in  what   light   they  were  viewed 


throughout   the  country.    He  bad   the 
honour  to  present  a  petition  yesterday, 
signed   by  numbers  of  his  constituents, 
deprecating  that  invasion  of  their  rights^ 
not  one  of  whom  would  not,  if  necessary, 
appear  before  the  House,  and  court  the 
strictest  investigation.    Were  they  to  be 
brought  round  by  the  pitiful  arguments 
of  the  bribery  which  had  been  discovered 
at  Ipswich,  Norwich,  and  other  place , 
foreign    to   every  principle    of  justice? 
Were  not  equal  excesses  to  l>e  found 
among  other  classes  of  persons  which  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  took  good  care  to 
suppress?    All  he  could  say  was,  that  if 
that  Clause  passed  the  Committee,  there 
was  an  end  to  all  security  for  property, 
and  the  success  of  that  Clause  would  con- 
stitute that    House   the   executioners  of 
fraud    and    violence.     [Uproar,]     Hon. 
Members  would  only  be  detained  longer : 
he  was  determined  not  to  be  put  down. 
Hon.  Members  could    not  establish  the 
facts  which   they  pretended   to   believe, 
that  the  freemen  were  that  wretched  race 
of  beings  which  his  Majesty's  Attorney- 
General   represented  them  to  be.     He 
hoped  he  was  not  the  representative  of 
such  a  large  body  of  freemen,  as  he  could 
not  force  them  under  such  circumstanced, 
and  he  hoped  for  their  sakes,  that  there 
were  not  many  hon.  Members  opposite 
similarly  situated.    The   proceedings  of 
the  House  that  night  would  not  pass  un- 
heeded.  Let  him  add,  that  it  was  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  as  great  a  measure  of 
spoliation,  as  if  a  decree  from  the  House 
was  to  take  the  tithes  from  the  lay-impro- 
priator  of  Wobum  Abbey.     He  should 
always  deem  the  Clause  as  most  unjusti- 
fiable.   It  was  taking  away  the  rights  of  k 
body  of  men  merelv  because  they  were 
unfortunate,  and  if  it  were  to  pass  finally 
into  a  law,  it  would  be  positively  a  dis- 
grace to  jurisprudence.    They  were  nomi- 
nally the  guardians  of  the  public,  but  they 
were  acting  little  better  than  plunderers. 
[Great   confusion.]    If  he  had  strength 
equal  to  his  feelings,  he  would  goon  much 
longer,  but  he  would  not  trespass  longer 
on  the  House.    Whatever  might  be  the 
result  of  his  effort,  if  he  stood  istlone,  he 
would  quit  the  House  with  the  proud  sa- 
tisfaction of  having  done  his  duty;    of 
having  pleaded  the  cause  of  justice  and  of 
truth,  the  cause  which  It  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  British  Senators  to  uphold.     He 
begged  to  move,  "  That  the  Clause  be 
expunged.'' 
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Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  that  at  that 
late  hour,  and  after  so  lengthened  a  dis- 
cassioD  on  this  Clause,  he  migfht  not  have 
troubled  the  Committee  but  for  some  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  upon  the 
freemen  of  the  city  which  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  representing  in  that  House  for 
four  succeeding  Parliaments.  But  he  con- 
ceived he  should  be  altogether  unworthy 
of  the  honourable  station  in  which  his 
constituents  had  placed  him,  if  he  omitted 
to  declare  that  the  attack  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  altogether  unjus- 
tifiable ;  and  that,  returned  to  that  House 
as  he  (Mr.  Hughes  Hughes)  was  at  the 
last  election  by  a  number  of  votes  con- 
siderably greater  than  ever  before  polled 
for  a  candidate  at  any  election  of  Members 
for  Oxford,  he  was  also  returned  at  a  less 
expense  than  any  former  Representative 
of  that  city  after  a  contested  election.  The 
fijeemen  of  Oxford  were  entitled  in  them- 
selves, and  to  hand  down  unimpaired  to 
their  posterity,  many  valuable  privileges ; 
among  others,  he  might  mention  rights  of 
Common  and  pasture  upon  a  track  of  land 
adjoining  the  city,  476  acres  in  extent, 
upon  which  the  poorer  class  of  freemen 
were  in  the  habit  of  grazing  cattle — rights 
of  fishing  of  considerable  advantage — free- 
dom from  toll  throughout  all  England — 
and  a  variety  of  charitable  bequests,  to  be 
distributed  by  way  of  gift  or  loan  in 
favour  of  freemen,  their  children,  and 
widows,  to  some  of  which  he  had  already 
that  evening  taken  occasion  to  allude. 
Now,  of  all  these,  after  a  hard  and  sue* 
cessful  struggle  for  their  preservation,  in 
which;  he  (Mr.  Hughes  Hughes)  took  an 
active  part  during  the  discussions  under 
the  Reform  Bill,  together  with  the  still 
more  valuable  privilege  of  the  elective 
franchise,  considered  to  have  been  per- 
petuated by  it,  this  iniquitous  clause  sought 
to  deprive  all  but  the  present  holders,  and 
that,  too,  without  establishing  any  charge 
whatever  of  corruption  against  them.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  had  indeed  told  the 
House,  that  when  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore the  Ipswich  Election  Committee 
should  be  laid  upon  the  Table  (and  it  was 
promised  to-morrow)  that  such  an  expo- 
sure of  bribery  and  corruption,  on  the, part 
of  freemen,  would  be  made  as  fully  to 
justify  their  disfranchisement,  or  at  any 
rate  the  extinction  of  that  class  of  voters 
for  the  future ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 


Member  for  Liskeard  had  also  adferted  to 
the  case  of  the  freemen  of  Ipswich.  Now 
it  had  been  his  misfortune  to  sit  for  forty- 
one  days  on  that  Committee,  of  which,  he 
believed,  he  had  not  been  an  inattentive 
or  inactive  Member,  and  he  would  boldly 
challenge  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  to  make  good 
their  statements  from  the  printed  evidence. 
To  almost  every  witness  who  appeared  be- 
fore the  Committee  to  establish  a  case  of 
bribery,  he  had  himself  put  the  question 
whether  the  party  charged  with  that  of- 
fence voted  as  a  freeman  or  a  10^  house- 
holder, and  he  was  sure  the  evidence 
would  bear  him  out  in  the  assertion,  that 
if  there  were  six  of  the  one  class  there 
were  half  a  dozen  of  the  other,  so  that 
even  the  Ipswich  case  would  not  furnish 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  proposed 
enactment,  which  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
denounce  as  one  of  spoliation  and  robbery. 

Lord  John  RusseU  said,  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  the  whole  night  discus- 
sing this  and  another  Clause,  and  he 
thought  it  had  been  quite  sufficiently  con- 
sidered. The  only  question  then  before 
them  was,  whether  they  should  adopt  the 
Clause  or  not?  He  should,  for  his  part, 
consider  it  his  duty  to  press  the  Com- 
mittee to  dispose  of  it. 

Mr.  Winthrop  Praed  would  put  it  to  hia 
hon.  Friend  whether  be  could  hope  for  a  re- 
versal of  the  decision  to  which  the  Com- 
mittee had  already  come  ? 

Mr.  Trevor  withdrew  his  Motbn;  be 
would  repeat  it  upon  the  bringing  up  of 
the  Report. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  resunied,  the  Committee  to 
sit  again  to-morrow. 

Ecclesiastical  Courts.]  TheAl- 
tomejf'General  moved  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  alter  the  law  with  xespect  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  opposed  the  Motion 
in  consequence  of  the  lateness  of  the  hoar. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  there  was  some- 
thing like  a  collusion  between  the  late  and 
the  present  Attorney-General  with  respect 
to  the  Bill  on  this  subject. 

The  Attomey-Qeneral  remarked  that 
the  Bill  had  been  recommended  by  a  Com- 
mission, of  which  the  Ecclesiastical  Judges 
were  members,  and,  therefore,  it  could  not 
be  considered  a  measure  of  a  party. 

Leave  given. 


n«l  7^  Ekirl  af  Dewm.         {3vyi,U}         TheJBarfo/Devtm.         1142 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday,  June  24,  1835. 

MiNims.]  Billi,  lUad  a  aeoond  time:— Prisons  Rq^ula- 
tlon;  Highways. 

PiUlknu  pnMntwL  By  the  Bishop  of  Lichfisld  and 
CovaiiTRT,  horn  Birmingham,  agaioit  DnrnkeDOoa; 
ftoro  Stardiffti,  for  the  Better  Obserranoe  of  the  Sabbath. 
•~By  Lord  Brouobam,  from  the  Medianics*  Institute  at 
QnmoA,  'm  ftncm  of  the  Bill  fbr  Bnacting  Publie  In- 
stibitiooa;  Aom  Bristol,  i«ainat  the  Sale  of  Bear  Aet; 
from  Bathgate,  against  the  Grant  Sat  Building  Churches  in 
Scotland  {  ftom  Greenodc,  against  the  Impressment  of 
Hnmetfu  BiJl. — By  Lord  Kbmyom,  from  Cfaurky,  tat 
Alterations  in  the  Factories^  R^gulatioDs'  Act;  from 
Northam,  for  Protection  to  the  Established  Church.-— By 
the  Dukes  of  BfjccxivoH  and  Ricbmohd,  and  the  Earl  of 
RoaabTN,  from  a  Number  of  Plaeea,— for  Proteelioii  to 
the  Church  of  Scotland. 

Assistant  Clebk.]  Viscount  Mel- 
bourne,  in  pursuance  of  the  notice  which 
he  had  given  on  Monday,  said  he  should 
propose  to  adopt  a  certain  course  of  pro. 
ceeding,  in  consequence  of  the  change 
which  had  lately  taken  place  at  their 
Lordships*  Tahle.  In  the  Report  formerly 
made  on  this  suhject,  it  was  proposed 
that  when  a  change  occurred  among 
the  officers,  the  whole  matter  of  the  ap- 
pointments should  be  considered.  He  under, 
stood  that  the  best  course  to  be  adopted  to 
carry  into  effect  that  recommendation, 
womd  be  to  revive  the  Select  Committee 
of  1824  and  1826.  He  should  therefor^ 
move  to  revive  the  Committee,  and  that 
some  noUe  Lords  should  be  added  to  the 
number.  The  noble  Lord  accordingly 
moved  that  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
in  1824  and  1826,  to  consider  of  the  pro- 
ceedings relative  to  the  office  of  Clerk 
Assistant  of  the  Parliament  be  revived, 
and  that  the  Committee  be  instructed  to 
inquire  and  report  upon  the  several  matters 
relating  to  the  offices  of  this  House,  as  re- 
oommended  by  a  Committee  appointed  on 
the  I2th  of  August,  1824,  in  the  event  of 
a  vacancy  in  the  Clerks  at  the  Table. 

Committee  appointed. 

Thb  Earl  ov  Devon.]  Viscount 
Melbourne  understood  that  the  noble 
Baron  opposite  had  last  night  given  notice, 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Duke  (Duke  of 
Wellington),  that  the  noble  Duke  would 
this  day  move  an  acknowledgment  of  the 
services  of  the  noble  individual  who  had 
lately  had  a  seat  at  the  Table,  of  this 
House.  He  had  just  now  spoken  on  the 
subject  to  the  noble  Duke,  who  had  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  to  him,  that  in  conse- 
quence cfi  the  situation  which  he  filled,  the 
Alotion  would  look  best  coming  from  bim> 
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He  himself  should  have  been  more  satisfied 
if  the  Motion  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Duke,  whose  experience,  as  a  Member  of 
the  House,  was  greater  than  his  own,  and 
whose  recommendation  would  have  had 
proportionate  weight  with  their  Lordships. 
The  noble  Duke  having  been  longer  in 
that  House  than  himseff,  had  had  more 
opportunities  of  observing  the  conduct  of 
the  Earl  of  Devon,  in  his  official  situation 
in  that  House,  and  was  therefore,  better 
able  than  himself  to  speak  as  to  the  m^ts 
of  that  noble  Lord.  He  could  have  wished, 
too,  that  the  Motion  had  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  some  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lords  who  administered  the  judicial  businen 
of  that  House,  and  who  would,  of  course, 
be  more  able  than  himself  to  appreciate  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Clerk-Assistant.  It 
was  unnecessary  for  him,  with  respect  to 
this  subject,  to  expatiate  on  the  hiffh  legal 
knowledge,  the  great  standing  at  me  Bar, 
or  the  Parliamentary  experience  of  the 
noble  Earl,  which  had  rendered  himself 
peculiarly  fit  for  the  office  he  held,  and 
which  had  enabled  him  to  give  their  Lord- 
ships that  assistance  in  the  business  of  the 
House,  which  those  who  had  the  best  op- 
portunity of  witnessing,  most  duly  appre- 
ciated. While  he  said  this  of  the  ability  of 
the  late  Clerk* Assistant,  he  was  happy  to 
be  able  to  add,  that  there  was  but  one 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  courtesy  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and  his  constant  readiness  to 
afford  every  means  of  information  within 
his  power,  and  his  wish  to  render  that  in- 
formation available.  The  noble  Viscount 
then  moved  the  following  Resolution  :•— 
*'  That  this  House  thinks  it  right  to  record 
the  just  sense  which  its  Members  entertain 
of  the  great  ability,  diligence  and  integrity, 
with  which  the  Earl  of  Devon  executed 
the  important  duties  of  his  office,  while 
Clerk-Assistant  of  this  House." 

The  Duke  of  WeUingUm  said,  that  the 
present  Motion  fwas  more  properly  pre« 
sented  to  their  Lordships  by  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite,  than  it  would  be  by 
himself,  as  the  noble  Viscount  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Government;  but  except  for 
that  reason,  he  should  himself  have  been 
happy  to  present  to  their  Lordships'  notice* 
for  he  had  every  reason  personally  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the  £axl  of 
Devon  at  the  time  that  the  noUe  Earl  was 
Clerk-Assistant  in  that  House.  During 
the  whole  of  that  time,  the  noble  Eari 
gave  the  utmost  possible  satisfaction  by  hia 
great  attention  to  tbe  duties  of  bis  import 
ant  office, 
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I.<OEd  LyndhunA  anidy  that  it  was  banlly 
neoessaiy  for  him  to  express  liis  entire  cod- 
eurrence  with  the  Kesolution  proposed  to 
their  Lordships.  Daring  the  time  that 
he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House, 
he  had  had  a  full  opportunity  of  ohserving 
the  merits  of  the  nohle  Earl.  It  was  not 
only  for  his  general  intelligence  and  ao 
tivity  in  the  ordinary  business  of  that 
House,  hut  for  his  more  important  and 
valuable  assistance  in  the  judicial  business  of 
it  that  the  House  and  the  public  were  in. 
debted  to  the  nohle  Earl.  He  most  wil- 
lingly bore  his  testimony  to  the  merits  of 
the  noble  Earl,  whom  he  believed  entitled 
to  the  gratitude  of  the  House  and  the 
thanks  of  the  country.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  adding,  that  he  had  this  morn- 
ing seen  that  noUe  and  learned  Earl  who 
had  so  long  presided  over  that  House,  and 
who  desired  him  to  express  his  opinion  of 
the  great  merits  of  the  noble  Earl. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  he  should  be 
wanting  in  duty  to  the  noble    Earl,    to 
their  Lordships,  and  to  his  own  feelings, 
if  he  did  not  express  his  entire  concurrence 
in  what  had  fedlen  from  the  noble  Lord 
who  preceded  him.  He  had  an  opportunity 
during  five  Sessions  in  that  House,  one  of 
them,  the  Session  of  1881,  being  unex« 
ampled  in  length  and  in  the  amount  of 
legal  business  dispatched,  of  observing  the 
merits  of  the   late  Clerk-Assistant,    not 
merely  as  a  Clerk  in  Parliamentary  busi. 
ness,  but  as  the  Register  of  the  decisions  of 
that  High  Court  of  Appeal.  All  the  duties 
of  his  raSce  were  peiformed  by  the  noble 
Earl,  not  only  with  that  integrity  which 
might  be  expected  from  him,  but  with  in. 
dustry  unexampled,  and  with  £eal  toadegree 
which  hardly  any  other  person  had  equalled. 
To  such  a  degree  did  the  noble  Earl's  seal 
and  industry  carry  him,  that  he  believed 
the  noble  Earl  was  in  possession  of  an 
accurate  and  valuable  note  of  every  one 
case  at  law  or  in  equity  which  had  come 
before  that  House  from  England,  Scotland, 
or  Ireland  during  the  ten  years  that  he 
had  held  the  office.    His  praises  of  the 
noble  Earl  were  therefore  not  confined  to 
generals,  but  extended  to  particulars.    He 
should^  add    another    circumstance,    not 
known  to  all  their  Lordships,  namely,  that 
a  great  sacrifice  was  made  by  his  noble 
Friend    on  becoming  the  Clerk.Assbtant 
in  their    Lordships'   House.     His    noble 
Friend  was  not  taken  from  the  situation 
of  a   briefless    barrister    to    that    which 
was    an    emolument   or    preferment,    or 
from  a  situation  of  small  and  uncertain 


income  to  one  of  oonsideraUe  amount 
and  of  certainty,  but  from  a  situation  in 
which  he  had  secured  to  him  for  life  a 
handsome  income.  He  had  left  the  situa* 
tion  of  a  Master  in  Chancery,  the  income 
of  which  was  considerably  greater  than 
that  which  he  got  as  Cleik-Assistant.  If 
he  had  continued  in  that  office  he  would 
have  been  now  entitled — not  that  he  sought 
for  it— to  a  large  retiring  pension.  This 
was  a  moment  when  they  ought  not  to 
show  that  they  were  forgetful  of  such  cir- 
cumstances. So  well  qualified  for  the 
office  as  the  noble  Earl  was,  he  should  fciel 
that  their  loss  was  irreparable  but  for  one 
circumstance,  namely,  that  those  qualifica- 
tions and  that  knowledge  from  which  their 
Lordships  had  derived  so  much  assistance 
when  the  noble  Earl  was  Clerk- Assistant, 
would  be  available  to  them  now  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  become  one  of  the  Judges  of 
that  high  Court.  He  had  reason  to  know, 
from  the  habits  of  business  and  patriotic 
spirit  of  his  noble  Friend,  that  he  would  be 
ready  to  give  them  that  assistance,  and 
more  valuable  could  not  be  had.  He 
begged  pardon  for  trespassing  thus  on  their 
Loidships'  notice,  but  he  could  not  refndn 
from  paying  this  tribute  to  the  merits  of 
his  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  was  unwilling 
to  give  a  silent  vote  on  the  subject,  but  he 
should  not  detain  their  Lordshipt^  further 
than  by  saying,  that  he  entirely  concurred 
in  the  Resolution. 

The  Earl  of  Abingdon  also  expressed  his 
entire  and  cordial  concurrence. 

Lord  Denman  said,  that  not  having 
filled  his  present  office  for  any  length  3t 
time,  he  feared  that  the  short  period  during 
whieh  he  had  held  it  hardly  gave  him  Ae 
right  of  sapng  anything  on  the  subject  of 
the  Resolution.  He  ha^  therefore,  paused 
for  a  moment  before  he  addressed  their 
Lordships,  but  upon  higher  ground  he  felt 
that  he  ought  not  to  hesitate,  and  that  in 
justice  to  himself  he  could  not  consent  to 
be  excluded  from  |)earing  testimony  to  the 
great  talent,  the  courtesy,  and  the  exoellent 
temper  with  which  the  noble  Earl  had  " 
charged  the  duties  of  his  important  office. 

Resolution  agreed  to  nemme  disMeniwU 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday  June  24,  1835. 


MntVTt&l  BiUi.  Read* third time:^-WtnluBt9nnMat 
Romaia  CaUioUc  BUiriagci ;  OoakiakR  lodemaityy— R«mS 
a  noand  tiine:-^ugax  Duties';  Sotp  Dutia'  DrmwtMMli: 
Weights  and  Measures. 

Pititton  praMDted.   By  Sir  Qwomm  BrmmiAMv,  Mm^ 
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BttVOUMK*  nd  Mr.  Scbouvxbld*  ftom  Mveral  Plaoes, 
—Air  Remitting  the  Sentence  on  the  Dordiester  Labouien. 
— By  Mr.  W.  Duvoombx,  ftom  the  Clergy  of  Catterie 
*  nd  RitliBioodf  fat  Fioteflttoii  to  the  ftotMitnt  Chunsh  of 
Jbdaod.-^y  Mr.  Edwakm.  from  filanMlorti,  Jigaintt 
Machinery  for  Spinning  and  Weaving. — By  Mr.  Schols- 
FiKUD,  from  Birmingham,  in  fiivour  of  the  Municipal 
CorpoatiaDi'  BiU;  and  ftir  Reftmn  of  the  Chmdi  of 
IielaBd.-^-By  Vifooont  Gsubidm,  from  Great  Berkhamp- 
itead,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Application  of  the  Fund*  of 
the  Grammar  School]  there. — By  Mr.  Duosals,  from 
SttttOD  Coldfleld.  ^pdOfttheCkffpaifttioBCoinmiaitoiient 
from  three  PJaoei,  agidaat  the  ImportaOon  of  French 
Ribandf.-~By  Mr.  Gibbornk,  from  Great  Yarmouth^  in 
ftvour  of-'and  by  the  same  and  Mr.  Hixau,  from  two 
naoee,  i^ilBitMhe  Muaieipal  CcvponUkiBar  BilL— By 
MewB.  OiaaoBVJi  and  DnrniTf  ftom  four  Plaeaa^  ■&» 
the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newipaper  Stamps.— By  Lord 
EaaiNOTON,  Mr.  Oiasoiurs,  and  Mr.  BARWAROk  ftom 
aeveral  Ptaftflt—Air  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  oa  Spirit 
Ltoenm.  By  Sir  OairALO  MoauiY,  from  Woroctter  Mid 
Barrow,  for  the  Better  Ohservance  of  the  Sabbath.— By 
Lord  DoDLiT  Stuabt,  fttnn  AyraUre,  for  Altering  the 
Law  relating  to  Heeped  Meetoieai^By  Mr.  BwaattmaAM, 
MX.  WibU,  and  Mr.  Phiuf  J.  Mii»s%  from  aeveral 
Plaoci,— agahiit  Drunkenoeak — ^By  Sir  Edward  Cox>> 
miNOTON,  ftom  Devonport,  against  the  undue  influence 
AMvdaed  by  the  Oflleen  of  the  Dock-Yard  at  the  late 
Slaotioik— By  Mr.  Wjuia,  from  a  PioteitiDC  AMOciatino. 
in  fkvour  of  Religioua  Liberty,  and  against  the  Grant 
for  Building  Chnrdies  ha  Scotland.— By  Captain  Pbchblu 
from  Wfenl  Plaoeai.  for  a  more  Equal  Asaieiiiniii  Id  the 
Land-tax. — By  Sir  Fjuncn  BonDen,  ftom  two  Pariibaa 
in  Westminster,  and  by  Mr.  W.  Milbb,  from  Wellington 
(Sometiet), — ^againat  the  Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill.— By 
Mr.  Rosa,  ftom  the  DeMoci  In  Priaontof  Loodoa  and 
MiririlflMT,  toflivourof  the  above BUL-^By  ICr.  Oupbakt. 
from  Perth,  for  Dissolving  the  Convention  of  Royal 
Butghst  also  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Criminal  Law.— By 
M^Jor  Cmooiro  Broob,  and  Mr.  Roibibt  Fnuraaoar, 
from  Lmgao  and  Mamaat,  for  Protection  to  the  Church 
of  SootbuML^-By  Mr.  Hnjax.  ftom  the  Magistrates  of 
Middlesex,  for  the  Repeal  of  a  part  of  the  Act  tSth 
George  Sndt  from  FramUqitham,  i^aint  like  Impriaoo- 
Boent  of  John  CUUb^-By  Mr.  L.  HoDosa,  Itom  the 
Farmers  of  Tunbridge,  for  Relief;  from  Tunbridge-Wdls, 
bi  fovour  of  the  Medway  Navigation  BilL^By  Mr.  F. 
Sbaw,  ftom  Otange  Oare,  against  Allowing  any  Indi- 
vidual to  Vote  at  Bh'wtiona  who  has  not  paid  up  all  his 
Tithes  six  Months  prior  to  the  Election;  from  Lower 
Onnond,  In  fovour  of  the  Assise'  Removal  BUI. 

CoRp<MiATroN  RisFORM.]  Mr.  Scheie^ 
JiM  presented  a  Petition  from  Birmingham^ 
agreed  to  at  a  public  meeting*  and  signed 
by  not  less  thitn  12,900  pexHons  in  six  dnys^ 
without  any  persons  going  round  to  obtain 
signatures.  The  hoo.  Membeij  after 
stating  that  many  more  mgnaftures  would 
haye  been  appended  had  there  been  time 
enoos^*  and  reading  a  letter  from  the  High 
Bailm  in  testimony  of  the  immense  num  W 
and  respectability  of  the  meetingt  and  the 
good  Older  observed  by  them^  proceeded  to 
state  the  contents  of  the  petition  to  the 
followmg  effect.  The  petitioners  com- 
plained.—'*  That  Corporate  funds  had  been 
squandered  in  exerting  a  sinister  influence 
in  the  choioe  of  Parliamentary  represent- 
atives ;  and  then  requested  that  a  search- 
ing reform  into  such  corporate  institutions 
might  be  adopted  by  the  House.  That 
th^  were  impressed  with  a  stcong  and 


•painAil  sense  of  the  misdiievicms  effeets  arid 
the  extreme  injustice  of  the  present  system 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland ;  and 
they  expressed  a  wish  that  the  surplus 
wealth  with  which  the  Church  of  Ireland 
was  now  endowed,  might,  with  a  due  re» 
gard  to  existing  interests,  be  appropriated 
to  such  purposes  as  might  best  soothe  the 
wounded  spirit,  and  provide  for  the  intel- 
lectual wants  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
That  considering  freedom  in  matters  of 
religion  amone  the  dearest  and  most  sacred 
rights  of  Engushmen,  they  claimed  a  full, 
free,  and  equal  participation  in  all  national 
institutions,  and  in  particular,  unrestricted 
admission  into  the  English  Universities ; 
a  complete  and  unqualified  exemption  from 
Church-rates,  and  a  civil  registration  of 
births,  deaths,  and  marriages,  leaving  the 
parties,  in  cases  of  marriage,  to  superadd, 
such  religious  ceremonies  as  they  might 
think  proper.  That,  at  the  same  time,  they 
are  impressed  with  the  wisdom  of  so  seeking 
the  redress  of  thdr  grievances  as  not  to 
aid  the  intrigues  of  enemies,  nor  embarrsss 
tried  and  faithful  friends."  The  hem. 
Member,  in  supportmg  the  petition,  said 
that  although  he  would  not  go  into  any 
discussion  of  the  matters  eonttfined  in  it^ 
he  could  not  refrain  from  expressing  his 
^reat  satisfaction  that  a  petition  conceived 
m  so  libersl  a  spirit,  and  so  different  from 
the  tone  which  characterised  a  petition 
presented  from  some  inhabitants  of  the  same 
town  a  night  or  two  since,  should  be  now 
laid  before  the  House.  It  evinced  a  most 
gratifying  change  of  popular  feeling  in  a 
great  town,  which,  not  many  years  since, 
had  disgraced  itself  by  the  most  bigoted 
fanaticism  and  intolerance,  and  hatred  of 
everything  that  was  liberaL  As  property 
was  a  point  so  much  dwelt  t^pon,  he  was 
prepared  to  say,  that  there  was  as  much,  or 
more  property,  on  the  liberal  side  of  the 
question,  than  on  the  other.  The  peti* 
tioners  finally  expressed  their  fear  that  the 
Church  question  being  made  a  mere  money 
matter,  would  have  the  effect  of  injuring 
the  interests  of  religion  to  a  most  dan- 
gerous extent  He  moved  that  the  petition 
be  laid  on  the  TaUe. 

Mr.  Thomas  Atiwooi  supported  the 
prayer  of  the  petition.  He  agreiBd  in  every 
thing  which  had  frdlen  from  nis  colleague 
and  could  testify  from  personal  knowledge 
that  many  of  the  petitioners  were  most 
respectable  men. 

Mr.  Ward  also  supported  it,  and  ex. 
pressed  his  gratification  that  the  stigma 
which  the  petition  mseotcd  from  cir« 
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nringham  on  Mondsf  night,  was  cakolated 
to  &row  upon  thai  inflaential  town,  was 
now  so  triamphantlf  leounredL 

Mr.  PoUer  said,  he  Tememhered  the 
time,  shortly  sfter  the  riots,  when  in  Bir. 
mingham  any  one  who  ezpresKdhinuelf  in 
&vour  of  the  least  Hherality,  whether  in 
ciYil  or  religious  matters,  was  sure  to  he 
scouted  from  every  dasB  of  society.  The 
petition  now  presented  eyinoed  that  a 
gratifying  and  honooraUe  change  had 
taken  place  in  popular  feeling  and  intelli* 
genoe. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Berkhahstsad  School.]  Lord  Grim* 
Hon  then  said,  he  had  a  petition  to  present 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Great  Berkham- 
stead,  Hertfordshire,  praying  for  the  inter- 
ference of  the  House  in  a  case  of  great 
abuse.  In  the  reign  of  Henry  8^,  a 
grammar-school  was  founded  at  Berkhamp. 
stead,  for  the  training  of  144  children  in 
"  all  useful  learning,"  and  endowed  with 
revenues  which  now  amounted  to  not  less 
than  6002!.  a  year.  The  House,  however, 
would  be  astonished  and  indignant  at  hear- 
ing thatthe  charitablepurposesof  the  founder 
were  wholly  without  efiect ;  for  that  in- 
stead of  1 44  children  beine  educated  at  this 
school,  for  a  long  period  of  time  none  at  all 
had  been  allowS  to  receive  the  benefits  of 
the  charity,  and  even  now  but  half-a-dozen 
were  admitted  to  it.  The  master  of  it, 
Dr.  Dupre  (who  with  an  under.jnaster  of 
his  own  appointment,  were  sole  trustees  of 
the  charity),  was  rector  of  a  parish  in  Lin- 
colnshire, and  had  wholly  absented  himself 
from  the  place,  nor  had  there  been  any 
visible  under-master  to  supply  his  place. 
The  noble  Lord  moved,  that  the  petition 
be  refened  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Charities. 

Mr.  Ahion  said,  that  the  revenues  of  the 
charity  were  much  nearer  800/.  a  year  than 
600/.  From  1811,  the  time  Dr.  Dupre 
succeeded  his  father  in  the  mastership  of  the 
school,  to  1832,  the  reverend  Gentleman 
had  wholly  absented  himself  from  theschool, 
or  rather  schoolroom,  for  during  the  whole 
period  there  were  neither  scholars  nor  under* 
master.  In  these  twenty-one  years  not  less 
a  sum  than  15,645/^  was  received  on  ac- 
count of  the  charity,  and  paid  over  to  Dr. 
Dupre  as  trustee.  How  was  this  large 
amount  disposed  of?  By  the  terms  of  the 
charter  of  charity  its  funds  were  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  education  of ''  144  chil- 
dren in  all  useful  learning;"  and  if  after 
this  puiipose  Was  fulfilled  there  remaiped  any 


snrplus,  such  sorplns  was  to  be  appBed  to 
the  use  of  the  distressed  poor  of  Bei!khani* 
stead.  Had  the  funds  been  so  ^iplied? 
Certainly  not?  From  a  statement,  col- 
lected, drawn  up,  and  signed  by  the  hon. 
Granville  Ryder,  and  several  odier  Gentle- 
men, the  annexation  of  whose  names  at  once 
proved  the  unquestionable  correctness  of  the 
document,  it  appeared  that  this  ISfiiSL 
had  been  disbursed  in  the  following  itemst 
— Master's  salary,  5S93L;  repairs  of  the 
school-room  and  incidental  expenses;,  2,152/. 
undermaster's  salary,  2,992/L ;  law  expenses 
ariring  out  of  an  investigation  of  the  caae^ 
2,700^  and  a  surplus  of  1,808/.  Upon 
these  items  he  would  observe,  that  neitiier 
master,  nor  under.master,  had  made  his  ap- 
pearance on  one  single  occasion,  during  the 
whole  course  of  twenty  years,  although  Dr. 
Dupre  had  a  letter  of  licence  from  his  living 
in  Lincolnshire  on  the  pretence  of  his 
having  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  this  master- 
ship ;  that  the  law  expenses  were  incurred 
solely  in  consequence  of  their  gross  miswm^ 
duct  and  neglect ;  and  that  of  the  surplus, 
not  one  fiuthing  had  been  paid  to  the  poor 
of  the  parish  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
charter.  In  1882,  Dr.  Dupre  had  oome  to 
an  arrangement  with  the  parishioners  to 
open  the  school  in  the  terms  of  the  endow- 
ment, but  he  had  shortly  after  refused  to 
standby  this  agreement ;  and  at  thismo* 
ment,  instead  of  144  children  being  edn« 
cated  ^'in  all  useful  learning,"  there  were 
but  nine  boys  in  the  school,  and  to  these 
Dr.  Dupre  refused  to  teach  anything  but 
Latin  and  Gredc.  The  case  was  one  of 
gross  abuse  and  excited  general  indig- 
nation in  the  county,  and  he  trusted  thie 
House  would  interfere  in  the  matter, 

Mr.  Ward  said,  that  this  was  not  only 
a  crying  grievance  in  itself,  but  it  formed 
one  of  a  class  of  abuses  whidi  called  for  im- 
mediate and  effectual  remedy.  If  anything 
had  been  wanting  to  show  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity ai  such  an  inquiry  as  that  moved 
for  the  other  night  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark,  the  present  petition  supplied 
the  deficiency  in  most  unanswerable  lan- 
guage. One  of  the  items  detailed  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  '^2,992/.  salary  to  an 
under-master."  Now  it  was  a  singular 
feature  in  the  case,  that  the  existence  of 
any  under-master  at  all,  was  matter  of  very 
strong  suspicion.  At  least  no  such  person 
had  honoured  the  school-room  with  his  at- 
tendance, except,  indeed,  on  one  oocasiao, 
when  Dr.  Dupre,  being  challenged  to  pro. 
duoe  bis  under-master,  a  gentleman  from 
Cheltenham  was,  by  the  r^varsod  he^ 
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inaster  introduced  to  the  porishionen  m  his 
under-master,  and  went  through  the  duties 
of  that  office  for  three  weeks,  after  which 
arduous  labour  he  went  away,  and  was  seen 
or  heard  of  no  more.  The  ''  garnishing  of 
the  King^s  subjects  with  all  kinds  of  useful 
knowledge/'  which  the  school  charter  de« 
scribed  as  the  object  of  its  endowment,  had, 
indeed,  been  a  matter  so  little  attended  to, 
that  not  a  single  child  had  for  a  long  period 
of  time  derived  the  slightest  advantage  from 
the  charity. 

Mr.  GouBfum  said,  that  it  gave  him  in^ 
finite  pain  to  add  his  testimony  to  the  fact, 
that  very  gross  abuse  had  been  committed 
in  this  case,  and  he  regretted  it  the  more, 
since  the  person  of  whose  misconduct  there 
was  but  too  much  reason  to  complain  be- 
longed to  a  body  which  he  held  in  the 
highest  respect.  It  was  beyond  a  doubt 
that  the  misconduct  of  Dr.  Dupre  had 
wholly  destroyed  the  great  benefits  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  derived  from  this 
charity.  He  did  not,  however,  conceive 
that  the  object  of  the  petitioners  would 
be  attained  by  having  this  petition  referred 
to  the  Committee  suggested  by  the  noble 
Lord,  nor  did  he  thiniT such  reference  con- 
sistent with  the  forms  of  the  House.  The 
case  in  question  not  having  been  investi* 
gated  by  the  Commissioners,  there  was  no 
evidence  to  lay  before  the  Committee, 
which,  consequently,  was  not  competent  to 
make  any  report  on  the  subject.  The  best 
plan  would  be  to  lay  the  petition  on  the 
Table,  and  then  take  into  consideration  the 
propriety  of  making  some  legislative  pro- 
vision by  which  a  due  execution  of  the 
powers  given  to  the  trustees  should  be  en- 
forced. 

Sir  Edward  Codrtngton  observed,  that  it 
was  most  desirable  that  the  Committee  in 
question  should  be  empowered  at  once  to 
take  into  consideration  and  report  upon  such 
cases  as  these;  such  an  additionsJ  power 
would  greatly  add  to  the  benefits  to  be 
derived  from  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  GfimHan,  in  answer  to  a  question, 
said,  there  was  a  visitor  to  the  school,  but 
that  he  had  no  power  over  the  trustees. 
The  noble  Lord  added,  that  in  compliance 
with  the  su^estion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
should  move  that  the  petition  do  lie  on  the 
Table. 

Mr.  WUkg^  expressed  his  high  gratifies. 
tion  at  the  anxiety  thus  manifested  by  men 
of  all  political  opinions  to  put  an  end  to 
this  shameful  abuse. 

Sir  Edward  KnaichbuU  concurred  in  the 


opinion  that  this  very  grass  case  should 
meet  with  immediate  and  searching  inves- 
tigation. It  was  highly  proper  that  some 
practical  and  forcible  mode  of  proceeding 
should  be  adopted,  in  order  to  a  speedy  and 
effective  remedy  of  the  abuse. 
Petition  to  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Education  (Irelakd).]  Mr.  Wifse 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
the  education  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
After  the  large  eamosition  he  bad  already 
given  of  its  principles,  it  would  be  unpar- 
donable to  trespass  long  on  the  attention  of 
the  House,  especially  when  a  subject  of  so 
much  interest  was  about  to  come  before  it. 
He  should  reserve,  for  the  next  stage,  the 
arguments  by  which  he  should  be  able  to 
support  each  of  the  Clauses.  He  should 
coi^ne  himself  on  the  present  occadon 
merely  to  a  few  words  on  its  most  import- 
ant principles.  The  most  prominent  of 
these  was  the  recognition  that  any  mea- 
sure for  national  education,  should  repose 
on  moral  and  religious  instruction.  That 
principle  was  admitted  by  every  civilised 
state  of  Europe  and  America,  and  laid 
down  as  the  groundwork  of  all  ameliora- 
tion, without  which  education  itself  would 
produce  evil,  by  spreading  wider  the  seeds 
of  error  and  dissension.  It  was  well  said 
by  Mirabeau,  that  liberty  was  not  so  im- 
portant as  religious  and  moral  instruction ; 
and  the  experience  of  all  history  had  shewn 
the  justice  of  the  remark.  The  second 
principle  laid  down  in  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill  was  this : — ^that  wherever  a  system  of 
education  was  intended  to  be  extensively 
applied  and  permanently  secured,  it  could 
only  be  accomplished  by  the  joint  co-opera- 
tion of  Government  and  individ  uals.  T  here- 
fore,  while  it  was  necessary  that  Govern, 
ment  should  have  that  control  over  educa- 
tion which  belonged  to  the  superintending 
power,  it  was  necessary  that  the  people 
should  co-operate.  This  principle  he  had 
endeavoured  to  carry  through  every  part  of 
the  measure.  In  all  cases  of  this  kind  it 
was  obvious  that  the  people  must  feel  con- 
siderable interest  in  the  improvement  of 
their  immediate  connexions;  but  it  was 
impossible  that  in  remote  and  poor  parishes 
anything  like  a  general  system  of  education 
could  be  establi^ed,  unless,  in  the  outset, 
the  first  efforts  were  made  by  a  Board.  If 
the  people  contribute,  he  had  taken  care  to 
give  them  a  share  in  the  management  by 
Local  or  School  Committees — ^not  so  as  to 
interfere  with  the  labours  of  the  teachers, 
but  so  as  to  keep  up  a  proper  inspection* 
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He  should  trust  litUe  to  the  Board  if  it 
were  not  controlled  by  public  opinion^  and 
responsible  to  the  House.  With  regard  to 
religious  instruction,  which  had  been  so 
much  a  subject  of  difference  among  nearly 
all  classes  in  Ireland^  and  which  had  mate- 
rially impeded  the  general  march  of  educa- 
tion there^  he  had  endeavoured  to  provide 
for  all  the.  contingencies  by  means  the  most 
simple  and  naturS.  Witd  the  concurrence^ 
on  one  side,  of  the  Board,  and  on  the  other 
side,  of  the  parish,  he  confided  to  the  parish 
the  assessment  for  the  support  of  the  master 
of  the  school.  It  was  obvious  that  much 
might  be  done  by  the  existing  law.  Out 
of  the  1,600  schools  in  Ireland,  no  fewer 
than  1,000  were  in  the  province  of  Ulster, 
and  only  6OO  in  the  oth^  parts  of  Ireland. 
One  of  the  most  important  obstructions 
hitherto  existing  to  any  arrangements  for 
education,  had  been  the  want  of  proper 
teachers;  that  was  a  point  upon  which  he 
insisted,  and  he  had  made  provision  for  the 
instruction  of  proper  persons  capable  of  im- 
parting instruction  to  others.  There  could 
be  no  greater  absurdity  than  to  suppose 
that  children  could  be  educated  without 
educators;  to  attempt  it  was  labour  in 
vain.  The  first  important  step  in  educa- 
tion was,  to  provide  a  school  for  the  educa- 
tion oi  teachers ;  and  powers  were  given 
to  the  Board,  not  only  for  the  education, 
but  for  the  selection  of  proper  teachers. 
The  Board  would  superintend  the  instruc 
tion  of  teachers,  that  schools  might  be  well 
provided  with  proper  masters.  Thus,  also, 
a  power  was  given  to  reward  those  who 
were  deserving.  Without  some  encourage- 
ment of  this  land,  it  was  almost  a  desperate 
attempt  to  obtain  teachers,  who  might  be 
confined  to  the  obscurity  of  a  small  parish, 
without  the  means  of  distinguishing  them- 
selves. It  was  not  necessary  to  enter  more 
into  the  details  of  the  Bill;  the  outline  of 
which  he  had  laid  before  the  House  on  a 
former  occasion.  Some  Gentlemen  might 
be  surprised  not  to  discover  particular  re- 
gulations in  the  Bill;  for  instance,  par- 
ticular ijegulations  regarding  religious  and 
other  instruction ;  but  looking  to  the  seve- 
ral codes  of  Europe  upon  uiis  point,  it 
would  be  found  that  such  details  intro- 
duced into  the  body  of  the  law  had  been 
usually  ineffectual;  many  contingencies, 
not  at  all  foreseen,  occurred  to  defeat  them, 
and  they  would  render  necessary  an  Act  of 
Parliament  almost  every  Session.  He  had, 
however,  given  the  Board  sufficient  autho- 
rity to  introduce  rules  of  the  kind.  He 
^0J/ei  diat  most  of  tho  principles  in  the 


BiU  would  meet  with  the  unanimous  con- 
currence of  the  House,  and  should  content 
himself  with  moving  the  second  reading. 

Ix>rd  McrpeUt,  had  no  objection  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the  under- 
standing that  it  should  not  be  further  pro- 
oeeded  with  during  the  present  Session,  in 
order  that  the  Government  might  consider 
during  the  recess,  how  far  the  objects  of  it 
might  be  practicable. 

Mr.  Shaw  was  not  prepared  for  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  but,  on  the  un- 
derstanding suggested  by  the  noble  Lord, 
was  ready  to  assent  to  the  second  reading. 
In  doing  so,  however,  he  was  not  to  be 
considered  as  coinciding  in  the  views  upon 
the  subject  of  education  which  the  Bill 
embodied. 

Mr,  Wyee  thought  the  best  plan  would 
be  to  send  the  Bill,  on  its  b^g  read  a 
second  time,  to  a  Select  Committee.  If  his 
Motion,  however,  were  now  agreed  to,  he 
would  name  a  day  for  the  Committee,  and 
that  would  give  time  to  consider  what  course 
it  would  be  best  to  adopt  with  respect  to  it 

Lord  Morpeih  thought  there  were  too 
many  questions  already  before  the  Select 
Committee  to  justify  the  House  in  sending 
another  at  the  present  advanced  period  of  the 
Session.  It  would,  however,  be  time  enough 
to  consider  that  when  the  Report  came 
firom  the  Committee  on  Diocesan  Schools. 

The  Bill  read  a  second  time. 

ExcBBQUBR  BiiiLB.^  Coloncl  Percevol 
wished  to  put  the  question  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  of  which  he  had  given  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  notice  yesterday.  It 
related  to  the  unusual  time  Exchequer  Bilk 
had  been  very  recently  kept  at  the  office. 
They  had  been  sent  in  for  exchange  on  the 
1 1th  of  June,  and  had  not  been  delivered 
untU  yesterday,  being,  therefore,  a  deten- 
tion of  twelve  days.  He  was  infonned 
that  this  was  about  three  times  the  period 
for  which  they  were  ordinarily  kept.  It 
might  occasion  great  inconvenience  topartieB 
who  wished  to  raise  money  for  temporary 
purposes ,  and  he  had  been  told  that,  had 
the  detention  occurred  for  twelve  days  prior 
to  the  1 1th  of  June,  the  consequences  inidit 
have  been  most  disastrous  to  themomed 
interest.  He  hoped  that  such  a  circnmatance 
would  not  be  allowed  to  occur  again. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  repUed« 
that  he  had  directed  a  reference  to  be  made, 
first  to  ascertain  the  hidB  since  the  year 
18S5;  and  next  to  discover  the  neculiar 
circumstances  that  had  occasioned  toe  in»* 
gularityi    An  acooimt  had|  theie&re^  bem 
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pK«pu«d,  with  wluch  he  was  furnished; 
and  on  this  authority  he  would  state,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  been 
miiinfonned  in  some  particulazs.  The  de- 
lay was  usually  in  proportion  to  the  number 
of  Exchequer  Bills  to  be  exchanged.  In 
1 8^9,  the  exdiange  took  place  in  September, 
and  there  was  an  interval  of  twelve  days 
between  the  delivery  of  the  bills  into,  and 
the  delivery  of  them  fiom,  the  Exchequer. 
In  1 8S0,  the  interval  was  eleven  days;  and 
the  same  in  1831,  1832,  and  1834.  He 
would  now  explain  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances which  occasioned  the  delay  in  this 
instance.  The  time  occupied  depended 
upon  the  number  of  Exchequer  BilU  to  be 
exchanged.  In  1829,  when  it  occupied 
twelve  days,  the  number  .was  14,500;  but, 
in  the  recent  operation,  they  were  at  least 
one.third  more — vix.,  2S,457.  The  in- 
erease  in  the  number  was  to  be  accounted 
for  in  this  way-^tbat  a  much  larger  num- 
ber of  Exchequer  BiUs  of  100/.  and  smaller 
denominations  had  been  issued  for  public 
works  and  other  purposes  of  the  same  kind. 
He  was  quite  ready  to  admit  the  expedi- 
ency of  dispatch,  for  the  sake  of  public 
convenience;  and  without  imputing  any 
undue  procrastination,  which  had  not  in 
fact  occurred,  it  would  be  his  duty  in  future 
to  take  care  that  as  much  expedition  as 
possible  should  be  used. 

Colonel  Perceval  was  satisfied  with  the 
answer. 

Affatrs  op  Spain — Orders  in  Coun- 
cil.] The  Older  of  the  Day  for  the  Mu. 
nicipal  Corporations  (England)  Bill  having 
been  read. 

Lord  Mahon  rose  to  bring  forward  the 
Motion  upon  the  subject  of  the  late  Orders 
in  CouncU  in  regard  to  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act,  of  which,  some  time  past,  he 
had  given  notice.  The  noble  Lord  com- 
menced by  expressing  his  regret  that  he 
should  stand  in  the  way  oi  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  whose  name  a  Motion  for  that  even- 
ing stood,  and  expressed  his  obligation  for 
the  consideration  evinced  in  permitting  him 
to  take  precedence  of  the  other  business 
which  stood  upon  the  paper.  It  was  not 
for  his  own  sake  that  he  asked  the  House 
to  give  him  an  opportunity  of  submitting 
his  Motion— -it  was  for  the  sake  of  the  im- 
portant subject  to  which  that  Resolution 
referred;  and,  mudi  as  the  attention  of 
hon*  Members  was  at  the  present  moment 
directed  to  a  question  of  the  greatest  do. 
mestic  interest,  he  confidently  trusted  that 
tbaj  wouldi  finr  a  short  time  turn  to  a  ques^^ 


tion  which  he  thought  he  should  be  able  to 
convince  the  House  deeply  affected  the 
national  interest  and  the  national  honour. 
In  order  to  narrow  the  grounds  on  which 
it  was  his  intention  to  base  his  Motion,  and 
to  bring  the  Question  within  as  small  a 
compass  as  possible,  he  should,  in  the  first 
place,  lay  aside  those  pmnts  on  which 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion  between 
himself  and  the  noble  Lord*  opposite. 
There  were  some  points  on  which  he  and 
the  noble  Lord  were  entirely  agreed.  He 
did  not  dispute  the  legality  of  the  Order 
in  CounciL  He  believed  the  Foreign 
Enlistment  Act  gave  to  his  Majesty  in 
Council  a  dispensing  power,  and  in  using 
that  dispensing  power  Ministers  had  not 
gone  beyond  the  bounds  of  their  just  and 
constitutional  authority.  He  would  admit 
also  moat  readily  that  the  Queen  of  Spain 
was  our  ally,  and  that  we  were  bound  to 
deal  with  her  as  our  ally  in  a  cordial  and 
liberal  spirit.  He  admitted  also  the 
obligations  contained  in  the  stipulations  of 
the  treaties  we  were  required  to  perform 
towards  our  ally,  the  Queen  of  Spain. 
Those  obligations  were  expressed  in  the 
second  artidfe  of  the  four  additional  articles 
which  were  signed  in  August  last  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  and  were  in  these 
words:  —  ^' His  (Majesty  the  King  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  engages  to  furnish  to  her  Catholic 
Majesty  such  supplies  of  arms  and  warlike 
stores  as  her  Majesty  may  require,  and 
further  to  assist  her  Majesty  if  necessary, 
with  a  naval  force."  He  did  not  vrish  to 
discuss  at  present  the  policy  of  the  quadruple 
treaty.  When  the  late  Government  came  into 
office  it  formed  no  part  of  their  business  to 
inquire  whether  that  treaty  was  formed  on 
wise  political  principles — and  whether  the 
noble  Lord  in  concluding  that  treaty  had 
duly  consulted  and  followed  the  interests  of 
England.  It  was  enough  for  him  to  know 
that  the  late  Government  was  aware  that 
that  treaty  had  been  actually  concluded « 
and  that  the  faith  of  England  was  pledged 
to  it.  The  Members  of  that  Government 
had  felt  there  could  be  no  deviating  from 
that  treaty  consistent  with  the  faith  and 
honour  of  this  country  towards  foreign 
powers ;  therefore  they  had  observed  most 
scrupulously  every  part  of  it.  In  pursuance 
of  the  stipulation  he  had  just  read,  the 
noble  Lord,  while  in  office,  had,  he 
believed,  supplied  to  the  Queen  of  Spain 
about  40,000  muskets;  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  had  supplied  about  50j000 
moii0>  and  other  supplies  of  arms  had  alsQ 
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been  granted.  When  the  question  of 
repayment  arose^  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
decided  that  he  would  not  press  inoon- 
yeniently  on  the  Government  of  Spain  for 
repayment,  but  would  trust  to  the  good 
faith  of  that  Government  to  repay  at  a 
future  opportunity.  Then  this  country 
sent  out  the  mission  of  Lord  Eliot,  a 
mission  upon  which  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  trouble  the  House  vnth  any 
observations,  because,  when  the  subject  of 
that  mission  was  discussed  a  short  time  ago, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  nearly  the  whole 
House  seemed  to  concur  in  thinking  that 
that  mission  was  no  less  honourable  to 
England  than  beneficial  to  the  Government 
of  Spain*  That  being  the  case  unless  the  con- 
trary was  the  wish  of  the  House,  he  would  not 
say  another  word  on  that  question.  On 
the  whole,  therefore,  he  would  assume 
that  the  stipulation  to  which  that  House 
was  bound  by  treaty  had  been  most  exactly 
and  scrupulously  attended  to  and  fulfill^ 
by  the  late  Government.  He  was  sure  he 
need  say  no  more  on  that  point,  which  he 
felt  to  be  the  less  necessary  after  the  very 
honourable  testimony  borne  to  the  conduct 
of  the  late  Government  by  Lord  Melbourne 
— ^honourable  to  his  manly  character — and 
satisfactory  to  those  whose  conduct  he 
approved  of,  and  that  testimony  was,  that 
the  late  Government  had  not  given  the 
slightest  encouragement  to  the  cause  of 
Don  Carlos,  and  that  they  had  most 
honourably  fulfilled  their  obligations  to 
the  Queen  of  Spain.  Such,  then,  had 
been  the  conduct  of  England.  But  it  was 
one  thing  to  fulfil  all  the  obligations  of  a 
treaty— one  thing  to  construe  a  treaty  in  a 
liberal  and  cordial  sense,  and  quite  another 
thing  to  be  prepared  to  support  an  ally 
at  the  expense  of  British  treasure  and 
British  blood.  Why  was  it  we  supported 
the  Queen  of  Spain  ?  It  could  only  be 
because  we  believed  it  to  be  agreeable  to 
the  great  majority  of  the  Spanish  people. 
Because  it  was  supported  by  nine-tenths 
of  the  Spanish  people.  Were  the  fact 
otherwise  it  could  not  be  contended  that  we 
had  a  right  to  impose  a  government  on  that 
people  contrary  to  their  inclinations.  Was 
the  Spanish  Government,  in  fact,  i^reeable 
to  a  great  majority  of  the  people  of  Spain  ? 
He  should  like  to  hear  the  noble  Lord's 
answer  to  that  question.  If  it  were,  how  came 
it  that  a  large  majority  was  not  able 
to  put  an  end  to  an  insurrection  on  the 
part  of  a  small  minority  ?  If  it  was  not, 
on  what  ground  was  it  that  we  were  to 
support  it?     He  might  be  asked,  upon 


the  argument  he  had  just  brought  forward, 
Jiow  did  it  happen  that  the  Spanish 
Government  had  so  signally  failed  to  pat 
down  the  insurrection  of  Don  Cailos? 
His  answer  to  that  was  to  be  found  in 
the  impolitic  acts  of  the  Grovemment  of 
Spain.  What  could  be  more  impolitic  and 
more  unjust  than  to  abolish,  ul  at  one 
blow,  all  the  privil^es  of  the  Basque 
provinces?  Was  it  necessary  to  change 
the  character  of  the  war  from  a  stnig^e 
for  a  disputed  succession,  into  a  struggle 
for  ancient  freedom.  Then,  again,  could 
anything  be  more  impolitic  (he  might  use 
a  stronger  word)  than  the  burning  of 
villages,  the  massacre  of  helpless  prisoners, 
nay,  sometimes  even  of  women  and 
children,  by  which  the  provinces  of 
Navarre  and  Biscay  had  been  desolated,  and 
the  glory  of  Mina  and  Rodil  for  ever 
stained  ?  If  even  it  were  said,  that  the 
same  or  greater  atrocities  were  committed 
on  the  other  side,  that  was  no  excuse  for 
such  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
It  was  the  duty  of  an  established  and 
legal  Government  to  set  an  example  of 
moderation  and  justice  to  the  people — it 
was  its  policy  to  turn  the  odium  of  such 
atrocities  on  the  side  of  the  insui^nts. 
And  what  had  been  the  result  of  the  sys- 
tem  of  barbarity  which  had  prevailed? 
Instead  of  intimidating,  it  had  aroused 
that  brave  people — it  had  fanned  the  very 
flame  which  it  was  intended  to  extinguish. 
He  put  it  to  the  House,  whether  the  facts 
he  had  stated  were  not  enough  to  account 
for  the  failure  of  the  attempts  of  the 
Government  to  suppress  the  insurrection  ; 
and  whether  those  were  not  causes  fully 
within  the  power  of  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment to  alter  or  remove?  On  such 
arguments  he  could  not  see  the  necessity, 
and  he  would  not  admit  the  justice,  that 
they  should  support  the  throne  of  the 
Queen  of  Spain  at  the  expense  of  BritUh 
blood ;  but  it  her  throne  was  to  be  protected, 
he  was  not  sure  whether  he  would  not 
prefer  a  straightforward  and  manly  inter- 
vention by  sending  out  a  body  of  the 
King's  troops  under  the  King's  Commission, 
rather  than  the  indirect,  and,  in  his  view, 
discreditable  measure  to  which  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  recourse.  He 
thanked  God  our  people  were  not  Swis^ 
and  he  trusted  when  the  time  did  arrive 
when  they  should  be  called  on  to  assbt  aa 
ally,  they  should  do  so  by  troops  and 
o&cers  commissioned  by  the  Kin^  and 
not  by  mercenary  bands.  From  the  period 
of  the  Revolution  down  to  1819»  there  was. 


1  >37  Affaxn  of  Spam— 


{JUKE^} 


Orders  in  Ctwnct/. 


1138 


ho  instance  of  any  individuitl  being  au- 
thorised hy  the  King's  commission  to  levy 
armies  in  England  for  the  service  of  a 
foreign  power.  In  1819  such  an  attempthad 
been  maide  in  behalf  of  the  South  American 
Republic ;  but  with  the  assistance  of  the 
noble  Lord  himself  (Lord  Palmerston) 
it  had  been  immediately  put  down. 
Even  if  they  went  back  to  a  more  distant 
period  than  the  Revolution^  they  would 
find  but  very  scanty  precedents  for  a  pro- 
ceeding like  the  present.  He  would  not 
weary  the  House  with  a  long  historical 
discussion,  but  his  own  opinion  was^  that 
the  precedents  in  the  reign  of  ElLsabeth 
were  against  this  course.  There  was  a 
precedent  in  the  reign  of  Charles  1st  in 
favour  of  the  present  practice,  when  troops 
were  sent  out  to  the  succour  of  Gustavus 
Adolphus  under  the  Marquess  of  Hamilton, 
but  surely  they  would  not  be  told  that 
Charles  was  a  very  constitutional  prince 
when  he  governed  without  his  Parliament. 
In  his  view  of  the  Question,  however,  the 
precedents  of  such  remote  times  were  to  be 
valued  rather  for  historical  curiosity  than 
for  legislative  use.  He  took  up  bis  case 
from  the  settlement  of  the  Constitution  in 
1688,  and  from  that  time  there  was  no 
precedent  for  the  measure  which  he  was 
now  discussing ;  and  he  said,  that  to  intro* 
duce  such  a  system— to  encourage  such  a 
system  as  that  of  mercenary  troops — was 
equally  discreditable  to  the  Government 
and  injurious  to  the  country.  Such  a 
system  hail  not  been  defended  even  by  the 
Swiss  themselves:  they  had  only  urged, 
in  palliation,  the  poverty  of  their  rugged 
and  barren  mountains.  But  could  such  a 
plea  be  admitted  for  thb  great  and  rich 
country?  No  character,  in  his  opinion, 
was  more  entitled  to  respect  than  that  of  the 
gallant  soldier  who  stood  forth  in  the  cause 
and  at  the  call  of  his  country  ;  he  most 
sincerely  wished  all  those  gallant  men 
the  prosperity  which  they  were  the  means 
of  securing  and  guarding  to  themselves ; 
and  if  they  fell,  their  graves  would,  he 
hoped,  be  honoured,  and  tiiieir  memory  im- 
mortal !  But  very  different  was*  his  feel- 
ing towards  those  soldiers,  however  brave 
or  skilful,  who  fought  as  mercenaries — 
who  had  no  country  but  their  camp,  no 
patriotism  but  their  pay — who  were  ready 
to  call  themselves  EngHshmen  to^y,  and 
Spaniards  or  Portuguese  to-morrow.  He 
did  not  throw  this  out  by  way  of  impu- 
tation against  those  officers  who  had  en. 
listed  in  this  expedition.  He  was  ready 
to  admits  that  those  who  had  come  forward 


under  the  hon.  and  eallant  Member  for  West, 
minster  were  not  influenced  by  any  sordid 
motives,  such  as  plunder  and  pay ;  he  had 
no  doubt  they  were  influenced  by  the  love 
of  distinction,  and  by  a  spirit  of  enterprise 
— motives  not  by  any  means  dishonoutaUe, 
but  which  were  certainly  not  sufficient  to 
vindicate  the  proceeding.  In  his  opinion, 
to  justify  the  character  of  a  soldier  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  he  should  come  for- 
ward at  the  call,  and  in  the  eame,  of  his 
country.  There  were  cases  when  the  profes- 
sion of  a  mercenary  soldiery  might,  perhaps, 
be  considered  a  necessary  evil,  such  as  where 
they  existed  in  exile  from  their  country,  as 
was  the  case  with  the  Poles  at  present. 
Other  instances  might  also  be  adduced,  as 
the  Jacobites  of  last  century,  and  the 
Catholics  who  fought  at  the  battle  of  the 
Boyne.  But  he  never  would  sanction  by 
his  voice  in  that  House  the  establishment 
in  Great  Britain  of  a  system  of  condotliSru 
It  was  disgraceful  to  Italy  in  the  darkest 
era  of  her  history,  and  it  was  utterly  un- 
worthy of  England  in  the  present  en- 
lightened age.  He  had  another  objection 
to  make  with  respect  to  a  number  of  the 
force  to  be  employed  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. It  was  inadequate  to  perform  the 
service  required  of  the  troops.  He  under, 
stood  that  when  the  Question  of  interven. 
tion  was  discussed,  50,000  men  was  stated 
as  the  number  which  would  be  required, 
and  the  French  Commissioner  went  so  far 
as  to  speak  of  120,000  men.  According  to 
the  opinion  of  those  who  had  the  best 
means  of  judging  on  this  Question,  what 
chance  is  there  for  the  success  of  onlv 
10»000.^  If  a  General  Officer  wished  to 
perform  a  special  service,  and  if  he  were  to 
dispatch  only  one-fourth  or  one-fifth  of  the 
number  of  troops  wliich  he  understood  to 
be  required,  he  would  be  liable  to  an  im. 
peachment  by  this  House.  And  would  it 
be  said,  that  a  Minister,  under  precisely 
the  same  circumstances,  was  wholly  free 
from  blame?  Then,  again,  look  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  force  was  to  be  com- 
manded. He  meant  no  disrespect  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster;  he 
should  be  sorry  if  political  hostility  led  him 
on  any  occasion  to  say  anything  at  all  per- 
sonally offensive  to  him.  But  without  dis- 
paragbg  his  military  services,  he  had  a 
right  to  speak  of  his  rank.  Now,  if  there 
was  any  value  in  military  subordination  of 
rank,  and  the  due  scale  of  promotion,  which 
the  noble  Lord  (Palmerston)  would  not  be 
disposed  to  question,  he  (Lord  Mahon) 
very  much  doubted  whether^  without  any 
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wiih  to  give  penonal  offisnce,  a  half-pay 
lieutenant-oolonel  wai  altogether  a  fit 
individual  to  be  Ckimmaiider  of  lOjOOO 
men.  In  the  scale  of  military  rank,  he  oould 
scarcely  be  supposed  to  have  either  suffieient 
ezperienoe  or  authority.  Nor  ¥ras  theman^ 
ner  in  which  the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member 
intended  to  conduct  his  expedition  likely  to 
provemuch  more  satisfactory.  Withoutenter. 
ing  into  any  military  criticism,  he  might  ask 
if  It  was  not  extraordinary^  that  the  sKdlant 
Colonel  did  not  resiffn  his  seat  ?  He  felt 
himself,  it  seemed,  quite  competent  to  serve 
his  new  masters  in  Spain,  and  his  old  con* 
stituents  in  Westminster;  but  was  there 
not  a  fear  that  he  might  thereby  be  tempted 
to  compromise  both  the  characters  he  had 
assumed?  Would  they  not  be  incompa- 
tible otie  with  another  ?  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  might  find  it  difficult  to 
return  to  this  country  when  his  Majesty 
might  again  call  Parliament  together.  His 
military  operations  might  prevent  him. 
He  could  not  leave  the  field  on  the  eve  of 
a  decisive  victory.  He  did  not  assail  the 
character  or  motives  of  the  gallant  CoJoneL 
He  only  stated  the  position  of  the  gallant 
Oflicer.  The  expedition  tended  altogether 
to  failure,  and  Government  ought  not  to 
expose  the  honour  of  the  country  to  such 
a  venture.  If  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Palmerston)  should  say  it  was  no  business 
of  theirs,  that  it  concerned  only  the  Queen 
of  Spain,  he  (Lord  Mahon)  would  say  on  the 
other  hand,  in  answer  to  such  an  argument, 
that  the  honour  of  the  country  was  impli- 
cated;  and  such  an  army  of  equipment, 
though  not  bearing  the  King's  Commission, 
if  defeated  in  Spain,  must  cast  a  great  stain 
on  the  national  renown.  What  right  had 
the  noble  Lord  to  expose  the  military 
glory  of  the  nation  to  such  a  disaster? 
What  right  had  he  to  expose  our  country- 
men to  lailure  on  the  fields  of  Salamanca, 
or  Vittoria  still  green  with  our  laurels  ? 
There  was  another  point  of  great  im. 
portance,  to  which  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House— he  meant, 
how  far  this  corps  would  be  included  in 
Lord  Eliot's  convention.  The  Queen's 
Cxenerals  had  restricted  it  to  the  armies 
contending  in  Navarre,  although,  as  pre- 
viously signed  by  Znmalacarreguy,  it  had 
a  more  extensive  aspect.  It  was  very 
doubtful  whether  the  force  about  to  be  sent 
out  to  Spain  oould  be  fairly  included  in 
the  convention,  even  if  acting  in  Navarre ; 
but  if  employed  in  other  parts  besides 
Navaire  and  Biscay,  it  would  certainly  not 

ipply  to  thonk   Sudi  wai  Uie  infeorpieta* 


tion  put  on  the  Convention  by  L(»rd  Eliot 
himself,  and  therefore  it  was  a  pmnt  which 
demanded  the  serious  attontion  of  the 
House.  He  felt  reluctant  to  take  up  more 
of  their  time;  but  h?  considered  it  incumbent 
onhim  to  hriag  the  matter  under  theiratten- 
tion.  There  was  another  point  in  which  the 
Question  might  abo  be  considered.  He 
(Lord  Mahon)  was  not  unacquainted  with 
Spain^  with  the  country  itself,  or  with  the 
character  and  condition  of  its  inhabitants. 
He  had  gone  through  most  of  its  provinces, 
and  endeavoured  to  make  himself  acquainted 
with  the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the  peofJe* 
No  doubt  the  national  character  was  very 
difierent  in  the  difierent  provinces  of  which 
that  country  was  composed,  and  the  feelings 
of  all  on  various  subjects  were  not  in  perfect 
unison ;  but  he  could  confidently  state  on 
his  own  knowledge^  that,  from  the  highest 
peaks  of  the  Siena  Morena  to  the  shores  of 
the  Tagus,  national  pride  and  an  intense 
hatred  of  foreign  interference  with  the 
politics  of  their  country  were  common  to 
everyone  of  them.  It  was,  in  fact,  stronger 
in  Spain  than  in  any  other  country  in  which 
he  had  been.  Taking  this  into  considera- 
tion, he  should  say,  that  if  there  was  any 
wish  on  the  part  of  the  present  Government 
to  increase  the  adherents  and  extend  the 
power  of  Don  Carlos  over  the  population 
of  the  country,  no  more  effectual  mode  of 
doing  this  could  be  adopted  than  that  now 
set  on  foot  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Foreign  Department.  He  could 
assure  the  nobk  Lord  and  the  House  that 
if  it  were  persevered  in,  it  would  be  only 
the  first  step  to  some  more  decisive  and 
alarming  measures.  If  the  intervention 
were  on  a  larger  scale — ^if  it  were  such  as 
that  of  Napoleon,  when  he  sent  100,000 
men  to  Spain,  sufficient  to  overpower  all 
immediate  or  open  resbtanoe,  then  he  could 
understand  it:  but  when  it  was  confined  to 
a  comparatively  trifiins  force  of  10,000 
men,  he  could  only  caunilato  upon  a  per* 
petuation  of  resistance,  and  an  encourage- 
ment to  continuous  oj^xnition.  It  was, 
therefore,  the  most  unsatisfiietory  measure 
which  could  by  possibility  be  devind.  It 
would  tend  directly  to  increase  the  adhe^ 
rents  of  Don  Carlos  and  to  assure  his  dianoe 
of  the  throne,  while  its  indirect  tendency 
would  be  the  destruction  of  so  many  Briti^ 
subjects,  and  the  loss  of  the  national  honour. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  soiae 
attention  would  be  required.  He  meant 
the  expenses  of  this  army  of  10,000  men. 
He  understood  that  the  answer  of  Locd 

lifelbouni9  in  inotbir  plaoe  wnb  Aal  tibm 


1141 


Aff4At^  9f  Spain^  { J  u he  24}  Ot(Ur$  in  CkmndL 


1142 


British  Govenunent  was  not  liable^  and 
that  the  court  of  Spain  bore  it  alL  He 
wished  to  know  who  would  secure  to  the 
men  and  Officers  engaged  that  the  pay  for 
which  they  stipulated  should  be  duly  dis- 
charged }  Many  of  the  men  had  joined 
the  expedition  under  the  impression  that 
the  British  Government,  by  sanctioning  the 
course,  guaranteed  the  payment  and  all 
contingencies.  It  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship OB  them  if  they  were,  by  some  of  those 
acodents  to  which  each  party  was  liable- 
defeat,  loss  of  possession,  or  death-— to  find 
themselves  without  any  resource  and  with- 
out any  mode  of  recovery.  He  could  not 
but  wish  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
looked  more  to  the  opinion  of  the  noUe 
Duke,  his  predecessor  in  office,  and  less  to 
his  own,  in  dealing  with  the  subject.  He 
could  assure  that  noble  Lord  that  that 
noble  Duke  had  never  hesitated  to  adopt 
his  measures  whenever  he  found  them 
likely  to  be  serviceable  to  the  State.  That 
illustrious  individual  never  suffered  party 
feeling  to  interfere  with  the  true  interests 
of  his  country,  and  it  was  equal  to  him  in 
what  quarter  measures  originated,  so  they 
had  tli^  public  good  for  their  object.  He 
recollected  a  particular  instance,  which  he 
should  state  to  the  House.  It  was  the  case 
of  a  deqiatch  which  it  was  necessary  to  send 
to  one  of  our  Ministers  at  a  foreign  court. 
In  that  instance  the  noble  Duke  did  not  give 
any  new  instructions ;  he  simply  referred 
the  Ambassador  to  the  directions  which  he 
had  received  from  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
his  predecessor  in  office.  And  he  expressed 
the  satisfaction  he  felt  whenever  he  was 
able  conscientiously  to  adopt  the  opinions 
of  his  predecessor.  He  wished  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  been  actuated  by 
a  similar  feeling  in  regard  to  the  case  before 
the  House,  as  it  would  have  been  greatly 
for  the  advantage,  as  well  as  for  the  honour 
of  the  country.  If  there  was  one  subject 
to  which,  more  than  to  any  other,  the 
Duke  of  Wellineton,  in  his  speeches  in 
Parliament,  at  Uie  Congress  cf  Verona, 
and  in  his  official  despatches,  expressed  his 
aversion,  it  was  to  foreign  intervention 
with  the  internal  affiurs  of  Spain.  He  had 
always  asserted,  and  alwa3rs  argued,  that 
no  Bridsh  soldier  especially  Aould  be  per- 
mitted to  interfere  with  them*  The  noble 
Lord  had  the  last-named  documents  in  the 
records  of  his  office^  and  he  must,  therefore, 
be  aware  of  the  disapprobation  with  which 
the  noble  Duke,  his  predecessor,  regarded 
this  subject.  The  noble  Lord  must  also 
ktYtbesii  awtusy  ia  oonmon  witbetery 


individual  in  the  kingdom,  that  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Duke  was  peculiarly  vsluable 
on  all  matters  relating  to  Spain,  especially 
at  the  present  moment,  when  an  infant 
constitution  was  b^|;inning  to  bud  forth 
into  beinff  and  life.  On  this  point  he 
should  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  an  authority  of  great  weight 
with  hii  dde  of  the  Houses  an  authonty 
which  only  exceeded  itself  by  the  beauty 
of  the  language  in  which  it  was  couched. 
It  was  no  less  an  authority  than  a  speecL 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  himself,  on  the 
30th  of  April,  18£3,  on  a  motion  made  by 
Mr.  Maodonnell,  respecting  the  Spani^ 
n^otiarion.  In  the  Debate  a  question 
arose  on  the  advice  which  had  been  ^ven 
by  the  Duke  of  Wellington  relative  to  ncxL. 
interference,  on  which  occasion  the  noble 
Lord  expressed  himself  in  these  apposite 
terms:— 

^  He  could  not  but  think  that  the  choice  of 
the  Duke  of  Welliogton,  as  the  person  by 
whom  this  advice  was  to  be  i^iven,  was  most 
delicate  towards  Spanuh  feelings,  and  most 
consistent  with  a  regard  to  Spanish  honour.  If 
there  was  any  man  in  Europe  from  whom  ad- 
vice to  Spain  would  flow  free  from  the  remotest 
taint  of  suspicion — and  miglit  be  taken  by  all 
Spaniards  as  dictated  by  the  sincerest  regard 
for  Spain — it  was  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  It 
is  often  said  that  nothing  creates  so  strong  an 
affection  as  the  consciousness  of  beneiils  con- 
ferred. If  ever  there  was  a  man  who  conferred 
upon  any  nation  benefits  which  should  call 
down  blessings  on  his  head  from  every  voice 
— from  the  lisping  accents  of  infancy  to  the 
tremulous  benedictions  of  age — that  roan  was 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  that  nation  the 
Spanish  people.  It  is  also  true,  in  the  princi- 
ples of  human  nature,  that  man  loves  the 
theatre  of  his  glory,  and  the  companions  of  his 
triumphs.  Tlie  proudest  laurels  which  encircle 
the  brow  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  were 
gathered  in  the  sterile  and  unfruitful  fields  of 
Spain.  It  was  in  the  provinces  of  the  Penin- 
sula, and  surrounded  by  its  co-operating  popu- 
lation, that  he  displayed  those  various  qualities 
which  form  the  character  of  the  unconquered 
General  and  the  consummate  Statesman — 
characters  which,  rare  in  their  separate  exist- 
ence, are  uncommon  indeed  in  their  union  in 
the  saftie  individual;  it  was  there  that  he 
established  that  imperishaUe  fame  that  will 
last  while  history  endures.  Was  it  in  human 
nature  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington  should  not 
take  the  warmest  interest  in  all  that  concerns 
Spain  and  the  Spanish  people?  Was  it  possible 
that  they  should  not  feel^  that  advice  from  him 
came  as  free  from  suspicion  as  from  the  best 
patriot  in  Spain  ;  and  could  they  suppose  that 
the  man  who  had  rescued  Spain  from  sobjee- 
tion,  and  washed  out  from  her  soil  the  poUutioa 
of  inradiog  fpotsieps  io  the  blood  oi  tb^  df^ 
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leated  invader,  could  counsel  Spain  to  dis-        Viscount  PalmersUm  began  hj  assuring 
honour  ?  "  *  the  noble  Lonl  that    he  should  offer  na 

opposition  to  the  production  of  the  papers 
in  question ;  on  the  contrary  so  confident 
did  he  feel  that  the  more  the  conduct  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  on  this  subject 
was  investigated,  the  more  would  it  obtain 
the  approbation  of  that  House  and  of  the 
country— that  he  should  willingly  give  his 
support  to  any  Motion,  such  as  that  of  ^e 
noble  Lord,  which  tended  to  lay  more  foUy 
before  the  House  and  the  public  the  nature 
of  the  transaction  to  which  those  papers  re- 
ferred— and  the  grounds  on  which  it  rested. 
He  was  glad  that  the  noble  Lord,  in  the 
beginning  of  his  speech,  had  deazed  awa^ 
in  some  respects  those  points  on  which  a 
difierenoe  of  opinion  might  have  been  sup- 
posed to  exist  between  them,  and  that  he 
had  stated  it  not  to  be  his  intention  to 
question  either  the  legality  of  the  Order  in 
CouncU,  or  the  policy  of  the  Treaty  of  the 
Quadruple  Alliance.  At  the  same  time  he 
must  be  permitted  to  remark,  holding,  as 
he  did,  that  the  measure  under  discussion 
grew  out  of  that  treaty  as  its  natural  con- 
sequence, and  was  conceived  purely  in  the 
spirit  of  it,  that  he  could  not  but  feel  great 
surprise  that  the  noble  Lord  should  alntain 
from  questioning  the  policy  of  the  treaty, 
when  he  had  so  strongly  condemned  the 
policy  of  a  measure  wluch  flowed  from  it 
as  a  necessary  corollary.  He  was  glad 
to  have  then  an  opportunity,  which  cir- 
cumstances had  deprived  him  of  on  Friday 
evening,  of  giving  his  testimony  to  the 
policy  of  the  Convention  signed  by  Lord 
Eliot  and  Colonel  Gurwood^  and  of  saying 
that  he  thought  it  redounded  highly  to 
the  credit  of  the  Government  by  whoae 
instructions  it  had  been  proposed.  He 
regarded  it  as  an  act  of  which  they  might 
be  proud,  as  advantageous  to  all  parties 
concerned.  He  was  equally  ready  to  bear 
his  testimony  to  the  fair,  sincere,  and 
honourable  manner  in  which  the  late 
Government  conducted  the  foreign  re- 
lations of  this  country  in  reference  to  the 
contest  in  Spain,  and  the  execution  of  the 
Quadruple  Treaty.  The  noble  Lord  had 
quoted  from  a  speech  which  he  (Lord  Pal* 
merston)  had  made  on  a  former  occaaon^  a 
passage  in  which  he  had  stated  his  opinion 
that  the  Duke  of  Wellington  was,  from 
the  services  which  he  luid  lendoed  to 
Spain,  peculiarly  entitled  to  be  the  coun- 
sellor of  Spain  in  the  hour  cf  difficullgr, 
and  must  be  looked  upon  as  one  who  had 
the  interest  of  Spain  at  heart.  He  had 
not  altered  ia  one  iota  the  opiniona  es« 


The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say— - 

**  Had  we  engaged  in  the  war  it  is  by  an 
army  alone  that  we  could  have  given  effectual 
assistance ;  and  from  the  first  moment  that  an 
English  soldier  set  foot  in  the  Peninsula  we 
should  by  necessity  have  become  principals  in 
the  war,  and  upon  us  would  have  fallen  the 
whole  burden  of  the  contest ;  for  we  must  have 
sent  a  large  army,  or  none  at  all.  To  have  sent 
a  force  so  small  as  to  depend  upon  Spanish 
co-operation  and  support,  and  not  large  enough 
to  act  independently,  and  to  stand  upon  its 
own  resources,  would  have  been  to  expose  us 
to  the  certainty  of  defeat  and  disgrace,  and 
wilfully  to  drag  in  the  dirt  the  laurels  we  gained 
in  the  last  war.''  f 

•He  admitted  that  this  passage  applied  to 
regular,  and  not  to  mercenary  soldliers ;  but 
h  was  quite  plain  that  the  argument  was, 
in  the  latter  case,  only  the  stronger,  unless 
indeed  the  noble  Lord  would  contend  that 
mercenaries  raised  in  the  streets  of  London, 
at  a  moment's  notice,  were  likely  to  be 
more  eflicient  and  valuable  than  die  same 
number  of  King's  trobps.  He  had  now 
gone  through  the  grounds  on  which  he 
considered  the  Order  in  Coundl  liable  to 
the  most  serious  objection.  He  had  not, 
he  trusted  the  House  would  see,  moved  on 
light  grounds  for  its  production.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  pardon  the  trespass 
he  had  made  on  their  time,  and  believe  him 
when  he  assured  them  that  a  sense  of  duty 
alone  had  urged  him  to  bring  forward  his 
Motion.  Perhaps  there  were  other  con- 
siderations besides  those  which  he  had 
adduced ;  but  he  conceived  he  had  brought 
forward  a  sufficient  nuo^ber  for  his  purpose 
— which  was  to  convince  the  House  of  the 
impolicy  and  inexpediency  of  countenancing 
the  proceeding  in  question.  He  hoped  that, 
in  viewing  the  subject,  hon.  Members 
would  look  at  it  in  all  its  bearings ;  not  as 
in  connexion  with  party  politics  of  any 
kind  whatever.  If  they  should  do  so,  he 
felt  persuaded  that  they  would  speedily  and 
entirely  coincide  with  him  in  opinion. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  an 
humble  address  for 

"  A  copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  ex- 
empting his  Majesty's  subjects  who  may 
engfl^  in  the  service  of  Spain  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act, 
and  copies  of  all  correspondence  which  had 
taken  place  between  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affiurs  relative  to  the  subject.'* 


♦  Hansard,  vol.  viii.  (new  series)  p.  1456. 
7  t  ^^^*  P-  H58. 
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pressed  in  that  speech ;  and  what  he  had 
seen  of  the  records  of  the  Office  over  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  preside^  relative  to 
the  nuuiner  in  which  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton had  acted  in  the  execution  of  tne 
eneagements  of  the  treaty  of  the  Quadruple 
Awanoe,  had  only  tended  to  convince  him 
the  nune  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington  had 
the  interest  of  Spain  at  heart.  Those 
records  had  shown  him  that  that  nohle 
Duke  had  acted  with  the  strictest  good 
iaith^  sincerity^  and  honour  in  the  execution 
of  that  treaty^  whatever  might  have  heen 
his  opinion  on  the  policy  of  originally 
framing  it  That  testimony  he  felt  hound 
to  hear,  not  only  because  he  had  been 
appealed  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  but  because 
he  conceived  it  to  be  his  duty  to  bear  that 
testimony  from  the  situation  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  hold.  Knowing,  then,  from 
these  records  what  were  the  opinions  of  the 
late  Government  on  the  present  question, 
il  was  not  without  some  surprise  that  he 
had  heard  opinions  of  so  different  a  nature 
implied,  if  not  expressed,  by  the  noble 
L<xd  who  had  then  belonged  to  that 
Government.  For  although  the  noble  Lord 
had  expressed  a  tender  anxiety  lest  the 
number  of  troops  should  be  insufficient, 
lest  their  pay  should  not  be  adequate,  and 
lest  officers  should  be  discouraged  from 
entering  into  the  service  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain  by  apprehensions  that  they  would 
not  be  induded  within  the  limits  of  the 
Convention,  and  although  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  tremble  with  alarm  lest  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Evans)  should 
not  possess  rank  enough  to  give  him  the 
authority  necessary  to  enable  him  to  carry 
the  undertaking  in  which  he  was  about  to 
embark  to  a  successful  issue,  and  although 
any  one  who  had  heard  the  expressions  of 
the  noble  Lord  might  suppose  him  to  be 
really  anxious  for  the  success  of  the  cause 
of  the  Queen  of  Spain,  yet  the  impression 
on  his  (Lord  Palmerston's)  mind  was  this, 
that  if  the  results  should  be  adverse  to  her 
cause,  the  noble  Lord  would  not  be  found 
amongst  the  greatest  mourners  on  that 
occasion.  The  noble  Lord,  indeed,  had 
been  not  merely  expounding  his  own 
opinions,  but  had  undertaken  to  say  what 
were  the  opinions  of  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton on  that  particular  question,  and  had 
told  the  House  that  that  noble  Duke  greatly 
disapproved  of  the  Order  in  Council.  The 
noUe  Lord  would  doubtless  not  have  taken 
on  himself  thus  to  state  what  were  the 
opinions  of  a  noble  Friend  of  his,  particih- 
li^Jy  at  that  noble  Puke  h^d  the  opportunity 


of  nightly  expressing  his  own  opinions  in 
Parliament,  unless  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
fully  authorised  so  to  do ;  but  when  the 
noble  Lord  referred  him  (Lord  Palmerston) 
to  the  records  of  the  Foreign  Office  in  con- 
firmation of  them,  and  reproached  him  for 
not  having  adopted  as  well  as  consulted  the 
recorded  opinions  of  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton, as,  in  some  instances,  that  noble  Duke 
had  consulted  and  adopted  the  recorded 
opinions  of  the  Government  preceding  him, 
he  must  beg  to  say  that  he  was  not  aware 
that  there  were  in  the  archives  of  his 
Office  any  records  of  any  opinions  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  on  the  particular 
Question  which  the  noble  Lord  had  brought 
before  the  House. — [Lord  Mahon:  As  to 
the  intervention  of  foreigners  in  the  internal 
affiurs  of  Spain.] — The  noble  Lord  made 
use  of  a  very  convenient  expression,  and 
included  under  one  denomination  things 
totally  different;  indeed  the  fallacy  per- 
vading the  noble  Lord's  speech  was  this, 
that  he  confounded  the  measure  now  under 
consideration — namely,  the  permission  ac- 
corded to  English  subjects  to  enter  into  the 
service  of  the  Queen  of  Spain — with  a 
measure  perfectly  distinct  in  its  nature,  the 
sendine  out  into  Spain  of  armies,  under 
generaLs  obeying  foreign  sovereigns  and 
receiving  foreign  pay,  and  therefore  not 
under  the  orders  and  disposition  of  the 
Government  of  Spain.  When  the  noble 
Lord  quoted  opinions  of  his  (Lord  Palmer- 
ston's) expressed  at  the  time  when  France 
was  sending  an  army  of  nearly  200,000 
men  to  dispose  of  and  re.model  the  internal 
Government  of  Spain,  and  seemed  to  found 
upon  them  a  charge  of  inconsistency,  the 
noble  Lord  should  bear  in  mind  that  those 
opinions  were  not  applicable  to  the  present 
case,  from  which  the  case  of  that  former 
period  was  totally  and  essentially  distinct. 
Looking  to  the  question  of  policy,  what 
remote  resemblance  could  there  be  between 
the  two  cases?  At  that  time  there  was  an 
army  of  nearly  200,000  Frenchmen  march- 
ing into  Spain  to  decide  what  should  be 
the  constitution  of  that  country ;  and  now 
about  10,000  or  12,000  persons  were  in 
arms  with  a  view  of  opposing  its  established 
Government.  And  here  he  would,  in 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord 
as  to  the  side  on  which  were  the  majority 
of  the  Spanish  nation,  declare  that  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  stating  it  to  be  with  the 
Queen ;  and  the  proof  of  that  fact  was  to 
be  found  in  the  circumstance  that  for 
nearly  a  year  and  a  half  the  retnstance  to 
her  authority  had  been  confined  to  particular 
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provinces,  and  that  no  disturbanoes  had 
broken  out  in  any  other  parts  of  the  king- 
dom. It  ahould  be  recollected  also  that  the 
inhabitants  of  these  provinces  formed  a 
people  different  in  race,  habits,  and  lan- 
guage from  the  people  of  the  rest  of  Spain; 
and  there  could  consequently  be  no  justice 
in  inferring  from  the  resistance  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Biscay,  that  the  people  of 
Spain  generally  partook  of  the  same  feelings 
as  influenced  them.  The  noble  Lord  had 
quoted  also  his  (Lord  Pahnerston's)  opinion 
in  the  case  of  1823,  that  it  would  be  in- 
expedient, if  we  sent  troops,  not  to  send  a 
large  army.  But  in  that  war  was  it  merely 
180,000  or  200,000  Frenchmen  that  we 
should  have  had  to  encounter?  Did  not  the 
noble  Lord  recollect  that  the  French  army 
on  that  occasion  was  merely  the  advanced 

fuard  of  Europe ;  that  the  other  European 
'owers  supported  France  on  that  occasion; 
and  that  the  contest  into  which  we  should 
have  been  led  would  have  been  a  contest 
not  with  France  alone,  but  with  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe?  The  objection  which 
he  (Lord  Palmerston)  had  taken,  too,  was 
to  the  sending  of  a  British  army  into  Spain 
which  should  act  under  the  orders  of  the 
King  of  England,  and  not  be  subject  to  the 
orders  of  the  King  of  Spain.  No  such 
course  had  been  pursued  on  Uie  present 
occasion ;  no  English  army  had  been  sent 
as  an  English  army ;  permission  had  been 
simply  given  to  British  subjects  to  enrol 
themselves  in  the  service  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain ;  and  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  of 
%Nun  was  in  nowise  wounded  by  a  measure 
such  as  that,  because  the  levies  so  enrolled 
under  that  permission  were,  for  the  time 
being,  the  troops  of  the  power  whose  pay 
they  received,  and  whose  colours  they  wore. 
A  force  such  as  they  constituted*  and  a 
foreign  army,  were  so  palpably  distinct, 
that  he  wondered  how  any  man  could  con- 
found them.  The  noble  Lord  had  said, 
that  there  was  no  precedent  for  the  course 
pursued.  He  (Lord  Palmerston)  would 
not  dispute  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  that 
point;  he  wished  to  found  the  conduct 
which  the  British  Government  should  pur^i 
sue  upon  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
upon  the  expediency  of  the  time.  If  that 
Government  were  wrong  in  what  they  had 
done,  twenty  precedents  in  their  favour  would 
not  make  that  case  of  wrong  a  case  of  right ; 
if  they  were  right,  as  he  contended  they 
were,  it  was  perfectly  indifferent  whether 
they  had  been  following  a  precedent  in  the 
course  which  they  had  taken,  or  boldly 
establishing  a  precedent  for  themselves  and 


forotber8,in  time  to  come,  satisfied  that  whea 
simOar  contingencies  arose,  their  eaaunple 
would  be  followed  if  they  had  been  n^^t, 
and  avoided  if  they  had  been  wrong.  He 
therefore  maintained  that  that  case  was  not 
one  of  precedent,  but  a  case  af  acting  xisht 
or  wrong.  He  held  that  they  were  ri^t, 
that  they  were  acting  in  strict  pursuance  <^ 
the  true  interests  of  England ;  and  he  would 
say  moreover,  that  they  w^re  acting  in  strict 
fulfilment  of  the  treaty  which  they  had 
formed,  and  that  if  they  had  gone  a  step 
further— if,  for  instance,  France  had  aont 
troops  under  French  generals,  and  England 
had  sent  troops  under  English  genen£,  on 
the  demand  of  Spain  for  assistance — such 
operations  might  have  rendered  necessary 
fresh  articles,  in  order  to  regulate  the  exe- 
cution of  their  objects,  but  they  would  not 
have  been  exceeding  the  spirit  of  the 
Quadruple  Treaty.  A  question  might 
have  arisen  as  to  whether  such  a  mode  of 
proceeding  was  expedient  or  wise ;  but  no 
question  could  have  arisen  as  to  whether 
the  adoption  of  it  implied  the  entering  into 
a  new  course  of  policy,  and  the  departure 
from  the  spirit  of  engagements  which  were 
contracted  twelve  months  since,  and  which 
had  been  before  Parliament  since  that 
period,  and  had  not  called  down  the  difr. 
approbation  of  Parliament.  It  was  an 
English  interest  that  the  cause  of  the 
Queen  of  Spain  should  be  successful)  it 
was  of  great  interest  to  this  country  that 
that  allianoe  which  had  been  fortunately 
cemented  between  the  four  Powers  of  the 
West,  England,  France,  Constitutional 
Spain,  and  Constitutional  Portugal--it 
was,  he  repeated,  of  great  interest  and 
importance  in  the  most  enlaxged  views  of 
national  policy  that  that  alliance  Aould 
continue;  and  it  could  only  continue  by 
the  success  of  the  Queen  of  Spain.  If  any 
man  were  to  tell  him,  that  in  the  event  c^ 
Don  Carlos  succeeding  in  what  he  (Lotd 
Palmerston)  held  to  be  imposttUe— esta- 
blishing himself  on  the  throne  of  Spain, 
and  in  restoring  all  those  princi|doi  of 
internal  government  and  of  foreign  policy 
which  would  inevitably  aooompony  his 
establishment — ^if  any  man  were  to  tell 
him  that  such  a  change  in  the  state 
of  Spain  would  leave  her  as  effidant 
an  ally  in  the  spirit  of  the  Quadruple 
Treaty  for  England,  as  she  woold 
continue  to  be  if  the  cause  of  the  Queen 
should  triumph, — he  would  teU  that  indi- 
vidual that  he  neither  undentood  the  in- 
terests of  England,  nor  the  spirit  of  the 
treaty  in  question.    They  knew  that  Su- 
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xfiige  had  bee&j  nnoe  the  Fxench  revolutioii 
of  July,  divided,  he  would  not  say  into 
hofitile,  but  into  different  parties^  of  which 
the  Members  of  each  have  acted  together 
according  to  their  respective  principles^  and 
if  they  have  not  met  m  arms,  have  not  done 
so  because  of  the  anxiety  which  all  the  Go« 
vemments  of  Europe  have  felt  and  professed 
to  maintain  peace  and  avoid  everything 
likely  to  involve  Europe  in  war.      The 
maintenance  of  peace  not  only  in  the  Penin- 
sula,  but  also  in  Europe^  was  one  great  ob- 
ject which  that  Quadruple  Alliance  was 
intended  to  effect ;  and  in  his  opinion  there 
was  no  better  guarantee  for  the  continuance 
of  the  peace  of  Europe  than  that  alliance— 
an  alliance  founded  not  on  any  selfish  views 
of  interest,  not  for  any  purpose  of  national 
aggrandizement,  not  from  the  remotest  de. 
sign  of  aggression  against  others^  but  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  peace  of 
Europe^  and  maintaining  the  independence 
of  the  states  who  were  parties  to  it.     With 
regard  to  the  convention,  it  was  clear  that 
it  did  indade  the  troops  who  were  going 
from  this  country;    on   that  point  there 
oould  not  be  a  question.    With  regard  to 
their  pay — the  noble  Lord  must  be  fully 
aware  that  the  British  Government  had  no- 
thing  to  do  with  that  point.     When  the 
noble  Lord  was  pleased  to  taunt  those  men 
who  should  enrol  themselves  in  the  service 
of  the  Queen  of  Spain  as  mercenaries*^ 
ready  to  call  themselves  Englishmen  to-day 
and  Spaniards  to*morrow-— as    men  who 
disgraced  their  country,  and  were  about  to 
sell  for  lucre  their  own  blood  and  the  blood 
of  their  countrymen.    He  could  not  but 
express  a  deep  regret  that  the  noble  Lord, 
whom  he  knew  to  possess  the  feelines  of  an 
Englishman*  and  who  had  devoted  his  lei- 
sure and  the  faculties  of  his  mind  to  sub* 
jects  connected  with  the  history  of   the 
country  in  question,  should  have  felt  so 
coldly  on  the  matter,  and  that  he  should 
take  so  false  and  narrow  a  .view  of  it  as  to 
throw  out  on  brave  and  honourable  men 
imputations  so  entirely  undeserved.    Could 
the  noble  Lord  not  conceive  that  some 
other  motive  might  lead   Englishmen  to 
fight  under    the  banners  of  a  Constitu- 
tional Sovereign  except  the  mere  lucre  of 
pay. 

Lord  Mahon  said,  that  he  had  exprenly 
stated  that  the  motives  of  these  men  might 
be  honourable,  but  not  sufficient.  He  ad- 
mitted the  bravery  and  the  enterprise  of 
these  individuals,  but  that  was  not  enough 
in  his  view  to  justify  their  proceedings. 

Viaoount  Po/incr jf ofi  had  cortainly  un- 


derstood the  noble  Lord  as  dwelling  much 
on  personal  interest  for  the  noble  Lord 
talked  of  condoUiirit  and  declared  that  men 
were  not  justified  in  the  eyes  of  God  in 
shedding  the  blood  of  others  except  in  de. 
fence  oftheir  country — and  the  noble  Lord 
alluded  to  the  Swiss  as  an  illustration  j  but 
of  course,  if  the  noble  Lord  had  not  ex- 
pressed such  feelings,  the  observation  made 
by  himself  in  reference  to  them  at  once  fell 
to  the  ground.  He  had  only  to  state  fur- 
ther, that  he  entirely  differed  from  the 
noble  Lord  upon  the  particular  question 
under  discussion  ;  he  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  was  perfectly 
justified,  not  only  by  lawi  as  the  noble 
Lord  admitted)  but  by  policy,  by  prudence, 
and  a  due  regard  to  its  interests,  in  taking 
the  step  whidi  it  had  taken — a  step  which 
was  widely  different  from  the  measure  with 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  confounded  it, 
the  sending  of  a  foreign  army  into  Spain. 
For  his  part  he  must  say  he  admired  these 
brave  men,  who  were  embarking  in  the 
cause  of  the  Queen  of  Spain,  and  be  cor- 
dially wished  them  tliat  success  which  he 
confidently  bdieved  wOuld  attend  their 
efibrts.  He  had,  he  believed^  noticed  every 
point  to  which  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
allude ;  he  would  only,  in  addition,  express 
a  hope  that  if  anything  further  should  be 
said  rendering  it  incumbent  on  him  to 
make  any  other  remarks,  the  House  would 
indulge  him  with  the  opportunity  of  so 
doing. 

Colonel  Evans  was  ready  to  repeat  the 
belief  which  he  had  formerly  expressed, 
that  the  Duke  of  Wellington  had  fulfilled 
his  duty  in  reference  to  the  Quadripartite 
Treaty,  however  much  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noUe  Lord  opposite  (Loxd  Mahon) 
might  seem  to  imply  that  he  had  not*  The 
noble  Lord  had  made  some  observations  in 
reference  to  himself  and  those  who  were 
about  to  embark  in  the  expedition  which 
was  to  be  placed  under  his  command ;  and 
the  noble  Lord  had,  among  other  things, 
spoken  of  them  as  men  who  were  ready  to 
fiXL  themselves  Englishmen  one  day,  and 
Portuguese  or  Spaniards  the  next.  He 
should  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether 
the  noble  Lord  had  meant  to  imply  anything 
disrespectful  in  the  observations  he  had 
made,  and  whether  the  noble  Lord  meant 
to  include  him  amongst  those  whom  he 
had  described  as  mercenaries. 

Lord  Makon  could  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  he  had  no  intention  of  making 
any  .remark  disrespectful  to  the  gallant 
Ccdonel. 


1161         Affairtqfl^Ktm^         {COMMONS}         Ordsrs  in  CauncU.         1152 


Colonel  Evans  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
talked  of  evasive  policy^  but  his  answer  was 
evasive.  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  he 
meaint  no  disrespect  to  him  personally,  was 
it  to  the  men  or  to  the  officers  that  he  meant 
to  apply  the  language  the  noble  Lord  had 
used  ?  The  noble  ^rd  was  involved  in  a 
series  of  contradictions  and  evasions  through- 
out his  speech,  both  with  reference  to  per- 
sons and  things.  The  noble  Lord  might 
disclaim  any  intention  of  convejring  disre- 
spect to  himself  personally;  but  if  he 
meant  to  apply  disrespect  to  those  who 
would  serve  with  him,  he  (Colonel  Evans) 
must  say  that  he  should,  on  their  part,  treat 
any  such  intimation  of  disrespect  towards 
them  with  all  the  disgust  and  contempt 
whidi  he  should  conceive  it  to  merit  if  ap- 
plied to  himself. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
officer  was  making  use  of  strong  language 
and  he  must  be  aware  that  such  language 
was  not  consistent  with  the  moderation 
and  forbearance  usually  observed  in  the 
House. 

Colonel  Ewms  had  spoken  hypothetically 
and  had  merely  said^  that  "if'  the  noble 
Lord  had  made  such  an  intimation,  he 
should  entertain  those  feelines ;  he  did  not 
at  that  moment  know  whewer  the  noble 
Loid  had  or  had  not,  for  in  some  parts  of 
his  speech  he  had  said  things  which  he  had 
counter-said  in  others,  and  therefore  he 
(Colonel  Evans)  did  conceive  that  he  might 
be  allowed  to  put  the  hypothetical  case, 
and  might  say  that  if  the  n(A>le  Lord  meant 
to  throw  out  expressions  of  disrespect,  he 
(Colonel  Evans)  would  return  them  to  him 
with  perfect  contempt  and  di^ust.  Whe- 
ther the  case  was  to  apply  to  the  noble 
Lord  or  not,  he  could  not  tell,  because  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord 
meant  or  not  to  apply  the  expressions.  The 
noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  condoUiiri; 
surely  that  name  could  not  apply  to  British 
soldiers  under  any  circumstances!  The 
term  condoltiSri  had  been  applied  to  a  class 
of  men  who  hired  themselves  out,  but  did 
not  fight  much ;  and  the  noble  Lord  could 
not  then,  he  should  tiiink,  apply  it  to  any 
of  the  persons  about  to  engage  in  the  under, 
taking  in  question.  The  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  also  of  mercenaries ;  what  was  the 
meaning  of  that  term  ?  It  applied  to  those 
who  spoke,  acted,  or  fought  for  pay.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said,  however,  that  he  did 
not  apply  that  term  to  him  (Colonel  Evans) 
but  he  was  not  willing  to  accept  of  a  com- 
pliment at  the  expense  of  those  who  were 
engaged  with  him  in  the  same  undertaking. 


The  noble  Lord  said,  that  they  were  merce- 
naries, but  that  he  TColonel  Evans)  was 
not.  He  did  not  see  how  that  could  pos- 
sibly be  the  case ;  nor  did  he  see  how 
he  himself  could  be  entitled  to  the  appel- 
lation because  he  served  under  another 
Government  with  the  permission  of  his 
own.  If  he  accepted  a  Commission  in 
the  Spanish  service,  what  did  he  do  more 
than  the  Duke  of  Wellington  had  done, 
and  was  doing  now  ?  Was  he  more  of  a 
mercenary  than  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
who  was  still,  he  believed,  a  field-marshal 
in  the  Spanish  service,  or  holding  a  rank 
corresponding  to  that }  It  might  be  said 
that  he  was  a  mercenary,  because  he  re- 
ceived pay ;  but  was  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton free  from  that  charge.  He  trusted 
that  no  person  would  think  that  in  that 
observation  he  meant  to  convey  anything 
disrespectful  to  the  noble  Duke ;  indeed  he 
knew  of  no  part  of  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton's property  more  honourable  to  him  than 
was  that  which  he  held  in  Spain.  But  it 
had  been  given  for  his  military  services  in 
Spain ;  and  if  he  had  rishtly  acquired  it, 
how  absurd,  how  inconsiderate,  how  un- 
worthy were  the  paltry  imputations  thrown 
out  by  the  noble  Lord  ?  There  was  also 
Lord  Beresford,  who  held  the  rank,  and  was 
receiving  the  pay,  of  a  field-marshal  in  the 
service  of  Portugal,  and  who  had  also 
served  as  a  marshal  of  the  Portuguese  army* 
under  the  sanction  of  the  British  Govemr 
ment,  and  he  was  about  to  act  in  a  similar 
manner  under  a  similar  sanction — and  under 
one  than  which  he  did  not  conceive  he 
could  have  a  stronger.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  he  (Colonel  Evans)  and  those  who 
would  act  with  him,  were  equally  ready  to 
serve  either  one  Government  or  another-^ 
one  set  of  principles  or  another  set ;  but 
was  he  going  to  serve  in  support  of  prin« 
ciples  which  he  had  not  hitherto  sup- 
ported ?  And  if  the  noble  Lord  would  point 
out  any  officer  or  soldier  in  the  force  to  be 
placed  under  his  command,  who  did  not 
more  or  less  participate  in  the  feeline  which 
he  himself  entertained,  and  which  in* 
fluenced  him,  he  would  engage  that  that 
individual  should  not  make  part  of  the  ex- 
pedition. The  noble  Lord  had  also  alluded 
to  the  lowness  of  his  rank,  and  seemed  to 
question,  on  that  ground,  the  propriety  of 
his  appointment.  All  he  could  say  on  this 
point  was,  that  he  was  perfectly  ready  to 
admit  the  moral  weight  which  the  rank  of 
the  Officer  who  might  be  appointed  to  it, 
added  to  the  command  which  he  bad  the 
honour  to  receive ;  but  he  ne^  hardly  in- 
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form  the  House  that  he  had  not  sought  the 
appointment ;  that  it  had  been  offered  to 
him  in  a  very  flattering  manner,  and  that  as 
he  had  willingly  and  cheerfully  accepted 
it,  so  he  was  ready  to  resign  it  to  any 
general  or  field  marshal  who  was  prepared 
to  act  on  the  principles  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which  he  took  for  granted  were  the  same 
as  those   which  influenced  the  Duke  of 
WeUington :  namely,  to  take  such  steps  as 
were  necessary    for  putting    down    Don 
Carlos.     As  to  his  experience  he  must  be 
allowed  to  consider  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord  on  that  head  as  one  to  which  he  was 
not  certainly  prepared  implicitly  to  submit ; 
and  as  to  his  devotion  to  his  own  country 
he  might,  without  meaning  to  attach  any 
undue  importance  to  the  services  which  he 
'   had  rendered,  declare  that  he  had  given  at 
all  events  as  strong  proof  of  his  attachment 
to  it  as  any  which  the  noble  Lord  could  ad- 
duce.    With  respect  to  the  charge  of  being 
mercenary,  he  should  take  no  further  notice 
of  it  than  to  say  that  it  might  perhaps  be 
ursed  on  something  like  ostensible  grounds, 
if  the  noble  Ijord  who  made  it  had  not  re. 
quired  that  he  should  be  paid  the  amount 
of  his  quarterns  salary  for  Uie  time  during 
which  he  remained  in  office.     He  was  sa. 
tisfled  that  the  House  would  expect  no 
further   explanation  from  him  ;    and  he 
should,  therefore,  conclude  by  reiterating 
what  he  had  previously  said;    that    the 
whole  of  the    noble   Lord's   speech    was 
a   tissue   of  inconsistencies   and   evasions 
from  beginning  to  end,  and  of  denials  in 
one  or  two  points  of  what  he  had  previously 
stated. 

Mr.  PouUer :   I  thank  the  Government 
for  not  having  permitted  any  law  or  re- 
striction to  prevent  the  gallant  spirit  and 
gallant  affections  of  this  country  from  giving 
their  important  and  animating  assistance  to 
a  just  and  righteous  cause.     I  think  we 
must  either  abandon  the  Quadruple  Treaty, 
or  Ao  more  in  support  of  it  than  we  have 
hitherto    done.     That  Treaty  begins   by 
laying  down,   most  distinctly,    the  great 
principle  upon  which  it  is  based— that  is, 
the  complete  pacification  of  the  two  con. 
stitutional  kingdoms  of  the  Peninsula.   The 
Treaty  having  done  this,  seems  to  have  left 
the    precise  course  of  proceeding,  and  the 
kind  and  degree  of  assistance  to  be  afforded 
by  the  contracting  parties,  to  future    cir- 
cumstances and  future  contingencies  as  they 
might  arise.     At  the  time  of  the  execution 
of  the  Treaty  the  evil  to  be  overcome  was  the  _' 
p^>sition  of  Don  Miguel  and  Don  Carlos  at 
the  head  of  a  military  force  in  the  kingdom 
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of  Portugal.     When  this  evil  was  at  an 
end,  the  second  state  of  things  was  con- 
nected with  the  insurrection  in  the  northern 
provinces  of  Spain,  at  that  time  neither 
formidable  nor  dangerous.   Under  this  state 
of  things,  France  undertook  to  prevent  the 
transmission  of  arms  and  ammunition  by 
the  Pyrenees  into  Spain, — England  under, 
taking  to  do  the  same  in  reference  to  their 
importations  by  sea.   A  third  state  of  things 
has  now  arisen,  in  the  very  formidable  and 
fearful  character  of  the  increased  power  of 
this  insurrection.     We  must   now  either 
desert  the  principle  of  the  Treaty,  or  go 
further  than  we  have  hitherto  done.     Na- 
tional interference  is  inexpedient;  and,  I 
ask,  can  we  do  less  than  remove  all  obstacles 
which  may  prevent  the  subjects  of  this 
kingdom  from  enlisting  in  the  service  of 
constitutional  liberty  ?  I  regard  this  Treaty 
as  one  of  the  most  beneficial  ever  executed 
by  this  country.     It  is  difficult  for  the  mind 
to  enumerate  all  the  great  consequences 
which  will  ultimately  flow  from  it.     It  is 
a  subject  of  congratulation  that  the  ereat 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  Spain 
and  Portugal  have  been  in  both  instances 
conformabk  to  the  principles  of  right  and 
legitimacy.    The  old  Salic  law  of  France 
was  imposed  on  Spain  at  an  early  period 
of  the    sixteenth  century  by  Philip  5th, 
under  the   grossest    intimidation    of   the 
Cortez,  and  of  the  old  Council  of  Castile  ; 
and    the  abrogation    of   that  law  under 
Charles  4th.,  thoueh  not  duly  promulgated 
till   the  reign  of  his  son  Feidinand  7th, 
would  have  been  universally  acceptable  to 
the  Spanbh  people  as  a  return  to  the  ancient 
law  of  that  monarchy,  had  it  not  been  for 
its  connexion  with  representative  Govern- 
ment, which  made  it  odious  to  the  priest- 
hood and  to  the  apostolical  party  in  that 
country.    This  case  is  one  of  the  most  sin- 
gular, or  rather  the  most  singular  case  itself 
which  can  occur,  in  the  political  world. 
No  doubt  a  large  portion  of  the  people  are 
awaiting  in  fear  and  trembling  the  issue  of 
the  conffict.    After  every  deduction,  how. 
ever,  there  is  certainly  a  considerable  body 
on  the  side  of  Don  Carlos  j  but  I  ask  what 
are  they  composed  of  ?  — ^a  bigotted  priest- 
hood— an  ignorant  and  degraded  peasantry, 
—and  a  soldiery  whom  I  verily  believe  to 
have  been  all  along  in  the  pay  of  the 
enemies  of  constitutional  liberty  all  over  the 
world.     I  feel  sure  that  all  the  respectable 
and  middle  classes — all  the  merchants  and 
traders,  and  persons  of  education,  are  en- 
tirely on  the  side  of  the  Liberal  Govem- 
xpent.  I  think  it  an  additiQnsl  cirf^umstan^^ 
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in  favor  of  the  Treaty  that  it  tends  to  con- 
solidate and  cement  the  happy  connexion 
now  subsisting  between  England  and 
France.  I  know  that  the  encouragement 
of  this  connexion  was  sometimes  imputed 
as  a  fault  to  the  present  Government  during 
their  former  Administration ;  but  I  think 
that  these  two  kingdoms,  the  very  first  in 
the  world  in  literature  and  science^  in  the 
genius  of  their  people,  in  ntival  and  mili. 
tary  renown,  in  every  thing  which  can 
constitute  national  superiority,  have  been 
but  too  long  engaged  in  past  times  in  the 
most  hostile  warfare.  That  hostility  has 
now  terminated  for  about  twenty  years,  — 
and  I  hope  terminated  for  ever.  Looking 
forward  on  futurity,  and  on  a  new  order  of 
things  under  a  better  system  of  general  Go- 
vernment, I  know  nothing  upon  which  the 
peace,  the  happiness,  and  the  improvement 
of  mankind,  so  essentially  depend,  as  upon 
the  cordial  union  of  these  two  kingdoms. 
I  admit  the  faults  of  France ;  many  ages  of 
misgovemment  have  made  that  country  to 
be,  in  a  constitutional  sense,  still  an  infant 
state — she  has,  indeed,  much  to  learn  and 
to  unlearn— she  has  to  abandon  her 
love  of  military  glory — ^her  ancient  desire 
of  territorial  aggrandi2jement>^'to  study  the 
principles  of  a  well-regulated  liberty,  and 
the  true  sources  of  national  wealth  and 
prosperity.  She  having,  however,  during 
some  years,  g^ven  us  such  distinguished 
proofs  of  her  good  faith — ^having  retired 
instantly  on  the  termination  of  the  success- 
ful  armament  against  the  citadel  of  Antwerp 
—having  repeatedly  submitted  her  fleets  to 
the  command  of  England, — I  hope  she  will 
consent  to  foUow  and  contemplate  the  latter 
as  an  elder  and  more  experienced  State — as 
her  best  guide  and  instructress  in  the  arts 
of  a  just  government,  and  a  truly  national 
policy.  If,  however,  war  should  ever 
liecome  necessary,  I  hope  to  see  it  carried  on 
together  by  the  two  most  powerful  nations 
of  the  world;  and,  on  every  account,  I 
rejoice  in  this  Treaty,  and  on  the  prospect 
it  affords  of  a  speedy  triumph  to  the  con- 
stitutional cause. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  nothing  was 
more  reasonable  than  the  proposal  made  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Palmerston),  that 
if  any  observations  were  made  on  the  policy 
of  the  Act  to  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  House,  which 
required  explanation,  he  should  not  be  de- 
barred by  a  rigorous  adherence  to  the  rules 
of  the  House  from  meeting  those  observa- 
tions.    He  was  bound,  in  the  flrst  place,  to 


thank  the  noble  Lord  for  the  £nmk  and 
cordial  testimony  which  he  had  borne  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  late  Government 
had  generally  carried  into  effect  the  obli* 

fitions  contracted  under  the  Quadruple 
reaty,  that  Treaty  being  the  diplomatic 
act  of  a  former  Government.  It  was  a 
testimony  equally  honourable  to  the  noble 
Lord  himself,  and  to  those  to  whom  it  was 
borne,  in  as  much  as  it  proved  on  the  one 
hand,  that  no  political  difference  of  opinion 
should  prevent  an  honourable  man  from 
doing  justice  to  a  political  opponent  to 
whom  he  felt  it  was  due.  And  on  the 
other,  that  the  pledged  faith  of  the  country 
had  been  scrupulously  observed  by  those 
who  might  have  doubted  the  wisdom  of 
pledging  it.  The  testimony  of  the  noble 
Lord  must  be  considered  conclusive  on  the 
subject,  because  the  noble  Lord  had  access 
to  all  the  official  documents,  as  well  as  to 
the  most  secret  correspondence  which  had 
passed  through  the  hands  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Duke  of  Wellington);  and 
with  all  the  knowledge  derived  from  such 
sources  the  noble  Lord  had  not  hesitated 
to  declare,  that  if  even  the  parties  to  it  had 
been  called  on  to  execute  that  Treaty^  they 
could  not  have  done  so  in  a  more  honourabhe 
and  complete  manner  than  that  in  which 
the  obligations  of  the  Treaty  had  been  exe* 
cuted  by  his  noble  Friend.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  seemed  to  think 
that  the  only  act  done  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment in  execution  of  that  Treaty  was 
the  exportation  of  40,000  stand  of  arms. 
He  apprehended,  that  whatever  the  spirit 
and  intention  of  the  Treaty  was,  all  that 
the  British  Government  was  called  upon 
to  do  was  literally  and  honourably  to  fulfil 
the  special  engagements  into  which  it  bad 
entered.  The  obligations  of  the  British 
Grovemment  under  that  Treaty  were,  as 
he  understood  them,  to  afford  arms  to  Spain, 
to  allow  the  opportunity  of  getting  Spanish 
vessels  repaired  in  our  harbours,  and  also  to 
give  to  Spain,  if  circumstances  required  it, 
the  aid  of  a  naval  force.  He  was  sure  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  would  bear  oat  the 
truth  of  the  observation,  when  he  stated, 
that  though  the  obligation  of  supplying  a 
naval  force  to  Spain  was  in  case  of  ueoes. 
sity  imposed  on  England,  yet  the  law  of 
nations  did  throw  great  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  the  fulfilment  of  that  special  obli* 
gation.  Without  a  declaration  of  war,  it 
was  with  the  greatest  difficulty  that  the 
special  obligation  of  giving  naval  aid  could 
be  fulfilled  without  placing  the  force  of 
such  a  compact,  the  performance  of  which 
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WB8  guanmteed  on  tbe  e&dsteiAed  (f  cerffidn 
cffcum<€ait6e^  ftgainst  the  general  binding 
nature  of  international  law.  Let  them 
take,  for  instance,  a  neutral  rtation  requir- 
ing arms.  Whatever  the  special  obligation 
imposed  on  this  couiltry  might  be,  it  did 
not  warrant  us  in  checking  the  enterprise 
of  our  own  countrymen,  or  preventing  that 
neutral  state  from  receiving  a  supply  of 
arms.  But  we  had  no  right,  without  a 
positive  declaration  of  war,  to  stop  the  ships 
of  a  neutral  country  on  the  high  seas*  It 
was  this  difficulty  of  properly  adhering  to 
a  determination  to  give  just  effect  to  the 
terms  of  the  Quadruple  Treaty  (a  difficulty 
which  he  was  sure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Attorney-General,  would 
readily  admit)  had  been  equally  felt  by  the 
Government  of  Lord  Melbourne,  and  that 
by  whidi  it  was  succeeded,  and  which  in. 
duoed  the  latter  to  confine  its  aid  to  a 
limited  supply  of  arms,  not  from  any  un- 
wiUhigness  to  fulfil  the  obligations  under 
which  this  country  was  plac^,  but  on  ac- 
count of  those  obstacles  to  which  he  had 
before  alluded^  and  which  were  found  by 
all  Administrations  to  be  insuperable.  The 
Queen  of  Spain*8  dftiins  on  the  cordial  as* 
sistanoe  of  this  country  are  the  same  as 
those  of  any  oiher  aUy.  She  had  been 
reoogoised,  too  matter  by  what  Govern- 
ment—for he  considered  nothing  of  such 
vital  importance  to  the  character  and  in- 
terests of  this  country,  as  that  the  engaffe- 
ments  entered  into  by  one  Adrainistratum 
should  not  be  disturbed  by  another  of  op- 
posite political  prineiples;  and  upon  that 
principle  he  should  have  considered  it  un- 
justifiable on  the  part  of  the  Administra- 
tion to  which  he  belonged,  to  attempt  to 
evade  the  obligations  of  the  Quadruple 
Treaty  (hotrever  they  might  have  dissented 
from  the  pdicy  by  which  it  had  been  ori- 
ginally dictated),  or  to  refuse  to  earzy  it 
into  operation  in  a  fair,  honourable,  and 
eqoitAUe  manner.  But  still,  consistently 
with  the  admission  that  ^e  Queen  of  Spain 
was  equally  entitled  as  any  other  friendly 
power  to  the  cordial  assistance  and  good 
wish*  of  this  countiy,  he  might  caU  in 
question  ibe  policy  c^  a  particular  act, 
which  for  the  fint  time  in  the  recent  bis- 
tofy^  of  this  oouiitry  admitted  of  direct 
militaty  intervention  in  the  domestic  aiiurs 
of  another  nation.  The  noble  Lord  had 
staled  that  the  permanent  interests  of  this 
country  would  be  promoted  by  the  firm 
estaUishment  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  on 
the  throne.  That  was  a  doctrine  which 
might,   he  thought,  be  carried   too    Ikr. 


Whatlittfit  could  be  affixed  to  such  a  prin« 
ctple  ?  What  nation  might  not  find  in  it 
a  pretext  for  interfering  in  the  domestic 
concerns  of  another.  The  general  rule  on 
which  England  had  hitherto  acted  was 
that  of  non-intervention.  The  only  ex- 
ception admitted  to  this  rule  were  cases 
where  the  necessity  was  urgent  and  imme- 
diate; affecting,  either'  on  account  of  vicinage 
or  some  special  circumstances,  the  safety  or 
vital  interests  of  the  State,  and  then  inter- 
ference Was  admitted.  To  interfere  on  the 
vague  ground  that  British  interests  would 
be  promoted  by  intervention,— on  the  plea 
that  it  would  be  for  our  advantage  to  see 
established  a  particular  form  of  Govern- 
ment in  a  country  circumstanced  as  Spain 
was — is  to  destroy  altogether  the  general 
rule  of  non-intervention,  and  to  place  the 
independence  of  every  weak  power  at  the 
mercy  of  a  formidable  nmghbour.  It  might 
be  said,  however,  that  he  was  not  war- 
ranted in  applying  the  terms  **  direct  mi- 
litary interference,"  to  the  expedition  which 
bad  been  sanctioned  by  the  Government. 
How  did  it,  in  principle,  differ  from  such 
an  interference  ?  It  was  impossible  to  deny 
that  an  act,  which  the  Britieli  Government 
permitted,  authorising  British  soldiers  and 
subjects  to  enlist  in  the  service  of  a  foreign 
Power,  and  allowing  them  to  be  organized 
in  this  country,  was  a  recognition  of  the 
doctrine  of  the  propriety  or  assisting  by 
military  force  a  foreign  Government  in  an 
insurrection  c^  its  own  subjects.  When 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  was  under 
consideration  in  that  House,  the  particular 
Clause  which  empowered  the  King  in 
Council  to  suqiend  its  operation  was  ob- 
jected to  on  this  ground — that  if  there 
was  no  Fofeign  Enlistment  Act  the  sub- 
jects of  this  country  might  volunteer  in  the 
service  of  another,  and  there  could  be  no 
particular  ground  of  complaint  against 
them;  but  that  if  the  King  in  Coun-, 
cil  were  permitted  to  issue  an  order' sus- 
pending Uie  law  with  reference  to  every 
belligerent,  the  Government  might  be  con- 
sidered as  sending  a  force  under  its  own 
immediate  control.  The  noble  Lord  had 
stated,  that  the  insurrection  in  Spain  was 
confined  to  the  Biscayan  provinces.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not^  he  thought,  escaped 
from  the  dilemma  in  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  shown  him  to  be  situated-^namely, 
tibat  if  the  Queen's  Government  were 
established  in  the  general  affections  of  the 
people — ^if  those  who,  it  was  said,  possessed 
intelligence,  opulence,  and  knowledge  of 
political  righta,  and.  who  were  in  favour  of 
2  P2 
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Her  Government^  preponderated  immensely 
over  those  engagied  in  the  insurrection, 
why  did  they  not  put  it  down  without 
calling  for  the  assistance  of  any  foreign 
power?  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
happened  that  the  Question  was  a  disputed 
one — that  the  opinions  of  the  people  were 
nearly  equally  divided — and  if  the  difficulty 
of  suppressing  the  insurrection  arose  from 
the  fact,  that  the  Pretender  to  the  Throne 
hod  support  nearly  as  powerful  as  its  pos- 
fiessor — we  had,  in  that  case,  emharked  in 
a  contest,  the  issue  of  which  could  not  now 
be  foreseen,  and  the  settlement  of  which 
by  our  arms,  if  the  precedent  of  such  in. 
tcrvention  were  once  established,  must  lead 
to  eternal  turmoil  and  warfare.  To  sue 
eeed  by  our  arms,  too,  would  be  a  perpetual 
source  of  weakness  to  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment. The  Queen  had  an  army  of  54,000 
men.  How  came  it,  again  he  asked,  that 
with  this  preponderating  force,  with  all 
the  intelligence  and  wealth  of  the  com- 
mercial towns  ranged,  as  was  said,  on  the 
Queen's  side,  that  the  insurrection  was 
not  yet  put  down  ?  And  where  was  the 
security  that  that  Government,  which 
could  not  suppress  an  insurrection  without 
foreign  aid,  would  maintain  itself  by  its 
own  native  vigour?  The  noble  Lord, 
however,  had  stated,  that  the  spirit  of  the 
Treaty  justified  the  expedition.  The  spirit 
of  the  Treaty  never  contemplated,  in  his 
opinion,  military  intervention  by  any  of  the 
parties  to  it;  on  the  contrary,  it  rather 
excluded  military  intervention.  But  he 
would  say  no  more  on  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  Act,  and  would  only  further  make 
a  few  observations  with  reference  to  the 
bearing  of  the  Order  in  Council  on  the 
domestic  concerns  of  this  country.  He 
held,  that  with  respect  to  them  it  would 
be  a  most  dangerous  precedent.  First, 
there  was  no  restriction,  as  far  as  it  ap- 
peared, with  regard  to  the  number  of  the 
men  to  be  enroled.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department)  if  any  limits  had  been 
assigned  since  the  Order  in  Council  to  the 
number  of  men  to  be  enrolled  ?  Had  he 
made  any  private  arrangements  on  the 
subject?  Had  he  been  authorized  to  do 
80?  He  did  not  take  the  particular  case, 
he  was  arguing  on  the  principle ;  and  he 
asked  if  there  were  anything  to  prevent 
the  enrolment  of  5,000  men,  and  their  re- 
tention in  this  country  for  an  indefinite 
period  previous  to  their  embarkation  ?  Thus 
they  would  be  British  subjects  in  the 
service,  9iy^  of  Ihe  Queen  of  Spain,  bound 


together  by  new  associations,  and,  at  least, 
while  abroad,  acknowledging  immediate 
allegiance  to  another  sovereigtL  He  wished 
to  ask,  under  what  system  of  discipline 
they  were  to  be  ?  He  perceived  the  force 
was  styled,  the  British  Auxiliary  Force, 
and  one  of  the  regulations  stated,  that  the 
men  during  their  stay  in  Spain  would  be 
subject  to  the  British  military  law.  He 
could  not  exactly  understand  that.  The 
regulation  assumed  that  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  apply  the  military  code  of  this 
country  to  troops  in  Spain.  He  asked  the 
Attorney-General  and  the  noble  Lord 
(Russell)  could  they  be  so  subjected  to  it? 
Would  any  voluntary  arrangement  of  sub- 
mission on  the  part  of  the  soldiers  be  bind- 
ing ?  He  apprehended  not.  Their  refusal 
to  obey  would  be  sufficient.  Any  punish, 
ment  infficted  on  them  would  be  illegal. 
Therefore  he  thought  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  apply  our  military  code  in  another 
country.  Whatever  might  be  their  num- 
bers, whether  5,000,  or  10,000 ;  whatever 
might  be  the  service  in  which  they  were 
engaged,  he  looked  upon  the  principle  of 
pemutting  the  enrolment,  and  discipline  of 
troops  here  for  a  foreign  State;,  as  pregnant 
with  great  dangers.  These  men  were  U> 
go  to  Spain,  to  engage  in  warfare,  and 
contract  its  habits.  The  House  had  a  rifht 
to  be  satisfied  touching  the  discipUne  uxmer 
which  they  would  be  placed.  They  had  a 
right  to  know  whether  men  who  might 
shortly  be  returned  to  their  native  country, 
were  under  the  same  control  with  the 
private  soldier  here,  who  looked  to  the 
state  for  his  reward  on  the  termination  of 
his  service.  In  conclusion^  he  would  say, 
both  with  reference  to  our  foreign  and  do- 
mestic relations,  he  doubted  the  policy  of 
the  present  proceeding.  He  viewed  the 
principle,  the  precedent,  and  the  power  of 
perverting  it  with  serious  alarm. 

Viscount  Palmersion  b^ged  the  in. 
dulgenoe  of  the  House  whue  he  o£Peved  m 
few  remarks  in  reply  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  The  ripht  hon.  Baronet  had  ad. 
mitted  the  necessity  of  carrying  the  Qua- 
druple Treaty  into  eSect.  He  fagged, 
therefore,  to  recal  the  attention  ofthe 
House  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  Quadruple  Treaty  was  signed*  Don 
Carlos  and  Dan  Miguel  were  then  in 
Portugal.  The  claim  of  Don  Carlos 
to  the  Throne  of  Spain  had  been  ael 
aside  by  what  was  considered  through* 
out  Europe  as  perfectly  competent  au« 
thority.  This  country  immediately  acknow* 
ledged  the  right  of  Queen  Isabella  to  th^ 
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Crown  of  that  country.      At  that  time  the 
Spanish  Government  wished   to    send    a 
military  force  to   Portugal,  in  order    to 
expel  from  that  country  Don  Carlos,  who 
was  organizing  a  military  force  for  the 
purpose  of  invading  Spain.     They  called 
on  the  Portuguese  Government  to  expel 
Don    Carlos    from    Portugal;     and    the 
Portuguese  Government,  being  unable  to 
do  so,  declared  that  they  had  no  objection 
to  allow  a  Spanish  military  force  to  enter 
Portugal  for  that  purpose.    The  two  powers 
having  thus  come  to  an  understanding  on 
the  subject,  it  became  necessary  that  that 
understanding    should  be  recorded  in    a 
Treaty;   and    it    was    therefore    deemed 
expedient  by  the  Governments  of  England 
and  France  to  adopt  the  agreement  which 
had  been  entered  into  by  the  Governments 
of  Portugal  and  Spain,   and    to   become 
parties  to  the  Treaty  concluded  between 
those  powers.    Now,  what  was  the  pream. 
He  of  the  Treaty  in  question  ?     How  did 
it  state  the  objects  which  the  contracting 
parties   had  in    view  ?       The    preamble 
declared  that  ''  Her  Majesty,  the  Queen 
Regent  of  Spain,  during  the  minority  of 
her  daughter  Dona  Isabella  2nd,  Queen  of 
Spain,    and    his    Imperial     Majesty    the 
Duke  of  Braganza,  Resent  of  the  kingdom 
of  Portugal  and  of  the  Algarves  in  the 
name  of  the  Queen   Donna  Maria  2nd, 
being  impressed  with  a  deep  conviction 
that  the  interests  of  the  two  Crowns,  and 
the  security  of  their  respective  dominions, 
require  the  immediate  and  vigorous  exer- 
tion of  their  joint  efibrts  to  put  an  end  to 
hostilities  which,  though    directed  in  the 
first    instance  against  the  throne  of  her 
most  faithful  Majesty,  now  afford  shelter 
and  support  to  disaflected  and  rebellious 
subjects  of  the  Crown  of  Spain  ;    and  their 
Majesties  being  desirous,  at  the  same  time, 
to  provide  the  necessary  means  for  restoring 
to  the  subjects  of  each  the  blessings  of 
internal  peace,  and  to  confirm,  by  mutual 
good  offices,   the  friendship    which  they 
are  desirous  of  establishing  and  cementing 
between  their  respective  States,  they  have 
come  to  the  determination  of  uniting  their 
forces,  in  order  to  compel  the  Infant  Don 
Carlos  of  Spain,    and    the    Infant  Don 
Miguel  of  Portugal,  to  withdraw  from  the 
Portuguese  dominions."     The  immediate 
object  of  the    treaty,  therefore,  was    to 
establish  internal  peace  in  the  Peninsula ; 
and  the  means  by  which  it  was  proposed  to 
effect  that  object  was  the  expulsion  of  the 
Infant   Don  Carlos  and  the  Infant  Don 
Miguel  from  Portugal.      The  preamble 


went  on  to  state  that  the  Kings  of  England 
and  France,  desirous  of  assisting  in  the 
establishment  of  peace  throughout  the 
Peninsula,  acceded  to  the  engagements 
proposed  by  the  respective  regencies  of 
Portugal  and  Spain.  It  was  dear,  there- 
fore, that  although  the  immediate  operation 
of  the  treaty  was  confined  within  the 
Portuguese  dominions,  the  ultimate  object 
of  it  was  the  pacification  of  the  whole 
Peninsula  including  Spain  as  well  as 
Portugal.  When  Don  Carlos  returned  to 
Spain,  it  was  thought  necessary  to  frame 
additional  articles  to  the  treaty,  in  order 
to  meet  the  new  emergency.  One  of 
those  additional  articles  was, "  His  Mmesty 
the  King  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  engages  to  furnish  her 
Catholic  Majesty  with  such  supplies  of  arms 
and  warlike  stores  as  her  Majesty  may 
require,  and  further  to  assist  her  Majesty  if 
necessary  with  a  naval  force."  Now  he 
(Lord  Palmerston)  believed  that  the  writers 
on  the  law  of  nations  all  agreed  that  any 
Government  thus  agreeing  to  furnish  arms 
to  another  must  be  considered  to  take  an 
active  part  in  any  contest  in-  which  the 
latter  might  be  engaged ;  and  the  agree- 
ment to  furnish  a  naval  force,  if  necessary, 
was  a  still  stronger  demonstration  to  that 
effect.  If,  therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  objected  to  the  recent  Order  in 
Council  on  'the  ground  that  it  identified 
Great  Britain  with  the  cause  of  the  existing 
Government  of  Spain,  the  answer  was, 
that  by  the  additional  artcles  to  the 
Quadripartite  Treaty  that  identification  had 
already  been  established; -and  that  one  of 
those  articles  went  even  beyond  the  mea- 
sure which  was  at  present  impugned.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  bound  to  concur  in 
the  policy  of  the  proceeding ;  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  though  he  had  no  right  to 
question  the  principle  of  the  proceeding, 
had  a  perfect  right  to  contend  that  the 
measure  which  had  been  adopted  was  not 
the  most  expedient  way  of  fulfilling  the 
engagements  which  had  been  made.  He 
would  now  advert  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  respect  to  the 
danger  of  establishing  a  precedent  fur  the 
interference  of  other  countries.  In  the 
first  place,  the  present  interference  (for  he 
took  it  to  be  generally  allowed  that  it  -was 
in  principle  an  interference)  was  founded 
on  a  treaty  arising  out  of  an  acknowledge- 
ment of  the  right  of  a  sovereign,  decided 
by  the  legitimate  authorities  of  the  country 
over  which  she  ruled.    In  the  case  of  a 
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civil  war,  proceeding  either  from  a  disputed; 
succession  or  from  a  long  revolt,  no  writer 
on  national  law  denied  that  other  countries! 
had  a  right,  if  they  chose  to  exercise  it,; 
to  take  part  with  either  of  the  two 
helligerents*  Undouhtedly  it  was  inexpe- 
dient to  exercise  that  right  except  under 
circumstances  of  a  peculiar  nature.  That 
right,  however,  was  seneral.  If  one 
country  exercised  it,  anouer  might-  One 
might  support  one  party,  another  the  other; 
and  whoever  embarked  in  either  cause 
must  do  so  with  their  eyes  open  to  the 
full  extent  of  the  possible  consequences  of 
their  decision.  He  contended,  therefore, 
that  the  measure  under  consideration 
established  no  new  principle^  and  that  it 
created  no  danger  as  a  precedent.  Every 
case  must  be  judged  by  the  considerations 
of  prudence  which  belonged  to  it.  The 
present  case,  therefore,  must  be  judged  by 
similar  considerations.  All  that  he  main- 
tained was,  that  the  recent  proceeding  did 
not  go  beyond  the  spirit  of  the  engagement 
into  which  this  country  had  entered,  and 
that  it  did  not  establish  any  new  principle 
and  that  the  engagement  was  quite  consist- 
ent with  the  laws  of  nations.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  adverted  to  another 
circumstance  which  was  well  worthy  of 
attention  :  he  had  pointed  out  the  incon- 
veniences which  might  arise  if  troops  raised 
by  the  Government  of  Spain  in  this  coun* 
try  were  to  be  organised  and  trained 
within  the  i:calm.  But  when  the  papers 
for  which  the  noble  I^ord  had  moved 
should  be  on  the  Table,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  see  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, in  answer  to  the  application 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Spanish 
Government,  had  stated  that  the  disciplin- 
ing! training,  and  organizing  of  the  troops 
in  question  could  not  be  allowed  to  take 
place  in  this  country ;  but  that  those  troops 
must  be  sent  to  Spain  in  detachments,  as 
they  were  raised ;  for  that,  however  great 
the  wish  of  the  Government  was  to  assist 
the  Queen  of  Spain,  the  continuance  of 
the  troops  for  any  length  of  time  in  this 
country  could  not  be  permitted.  With 
respect  to  another  observation  which  had 
faUen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
he  (Lord  Palmerston)  could  not  conceive 
that  any  greater  inconvenience  could  arise 
from  the  return  of  these  troops  whenever 
their  term  of  service  was  expired,  than 
arose  every  month  in  the  year  from  the 
discharge  of  men  belonging  to  our  own 
army>  who  had  not  acquired  a  claim  to  any 
j^ensioHi      This  was  an  oocurrence  con* 


tinually  happening ;  and  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  acquainted  with  military 
affairs  well  knew  that  men  might  serve  in 
our  army  for  a  much  greater  length  of  time 
than  that  for  which  the  service  of  the 
troops  now  raising  by  Spain  would  probably 
be  required,  and  yet  on  their  discharge  with- 
out pensions  no  inconvenience  would  accrue. 
He  trusted  he  had  shown  that  the  object 
of  the  treaty,  in  its  origin,  was  not  merely 
the  expulsion  of  Don  Carlos  from  Portugal, 
but  the  pacification  of  the  wholeJPeninsula, 
and  that  with  respect  to  the  additional 
articles  in  which  Great  Britain  was  con- 
cerned, they  went  farther  than  the  par- 
ticular assistance  which  was  now  afforded* 

Mr.  Feciar  considered  that  he  should 
compromise  his  dignity  as  a  British  senator, 
and  his  duty  as  a  British  subject,  if  he  did 
not  raise  his  voice  against  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  of  the  country  on  this 
important  Question.  He  deeply  regretted 
that  any  British  Government  or  Admi- 
nistration should  tarnish  for  a  moment  the 
laurels  that  had  been  so  nobly  acquired  by 
a  British  army  in  the  Peninsula,  and  that 
an  army,  of  mercenaries  sliould  now  be 
sent  out  thither  from  this  country  under 
the  auspices  of  His  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretary  of  State  .for  Foreign  Afikirs. 
He  used  the  word  "  mercenary  "  without 
intending  it  at  all  offensively  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  (Colonel  EvAns)  who 
was  to  be  the  future  Commander-in-chief 
of  this  force ;.  but  he  called  the  force 
"  mercenary  "  in  the  ordinary  meaning  of 
the  term,  as  applying  to  a  body  of  strangers 
fighting  for  hire  in  a  country  with  which 
they  had  no  connexion.  He  was  quite 
ready  to  give  to  the  gallant  Officer  full 
credit  for  honourable  and  gallant  feeling, 
and  for  motives  of  bravery,  for  he  under- 
stood the  gallant  Officer  had  already  bled 
in  the  service  of  his  country ;  yet^  with 
all  this,  he  could  view  him  only  as  at  the 
head  of  a  body  of  mercenary  troops,  got 
together,  it  was  said,  to  support  the  cauae 
of  liberality,  but,  as  it  appeared  to  hia, 
they  cared  not  so  much  for  the  cause  as 
for  the  pay*  They  had  no  connexion  with 
the  country,  and  that  cause  could  not 
justly  be  cdled  liberal  which  opposed  the 
rights  of  his  Majesty  Don  Carlos  of  Spain« 
who  was  at  the  head  of  the  legitimate 
Government.  He  would  assert  that  the 
actual  Government  of  the  country  was 
under  the  domination  of  an  ambitious  and 
unprincipled  female.  He  had  no  hesita* 
tion  in  avowine  his  decided  opinion  as  to 
the  legitimate  nght  of  Don  Carlosi  as  hii 
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(Don  Carlos's)  principles  were  those  which 
he  (Mc.  Fector)  advocated.  With  these 
(belings  he  must  denounce  the  course  talen 
hy  Government  in  the  case  of  Spain, 
which  he  maintained  was  one  in  which 
we  had  no  right  to  interfere.  He  could 
not  too  strongly  deprecate  the  poKcy  of  the 
Quadripartite  Alliance. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  after  the  magnificent 
introduction  of  the  hon.  Memherfor  Dover, 
he  had  expected  something  like  argument 
and  fact,  mit  he  had  heard  neither  the  one 
nor  the  other,  except  that  what  he  con- 
sidered a  fact,  that  Don  Carlos  was  King 
of  Spain,  not  hy  the  grace  of  God,  hut  hy 
the  grace  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Dover. 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  question  of 
legitimacy,  but  come  at  once  to  the  point, 
and  say  that  the  noble  Lord^  by  the  course 
which  he  had  pursued,  had  impeded  the 
progress  of  other  important  business, 
without  the  prospect  of  obtaining  any 
beneficial  object.  He  was  aware  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  given  way  on  Monday, 
but  what  had  he  obtained  by  persisting  in 
bringing  forward  the  Motion  of  that 
evenmg  ?  He  had  got  the  consent  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  for  the  production  of  the  papers, 
with  the  contents  of  which  every  one  in 
the  House  was  perfectly  well  acqainted. 
fLord  Mahon  said,  they  were  not  in  the 
hands  of  any  body  but  his  Majestjr's 
Ministers.]  That  might  be  strictly  the 
fact,  but  they  were  accessible  to  all,  and 
the  fact  was  their  contents  were  already 
well  known  throughout  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  brought  forward  the 
question  in  a  shape  in  which  the  House 
could  come  to  a  vote,  and,  in  saying  so 
he  did  not  mean  to  impute  any  indirect  or 
unworthy  motives,  but  if  he  had  made  a 
Motion  to  the  effect  that  this  interference 
was  un-English  (the  term  made  use  of  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover),  if  he  had 
put  the  question  as  to  the  rights  of  Don 
Carlos,  in  such  a  shape  as  the  Commons  of 
England  could  express  their  opinion,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  what  would 
have  been  the  result.  From  the  terms  of 
the  Treaty  read  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Foreign  Department,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  this 
country  was  entirely  justified  in  the  course 
which  she  had  pursued.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  doubted  the  right  of  this 
country  to  blockade  the  ports  of  Spain  in 
case  the  Northern  Powers  should  consider 
themselves  justified  in  sending  succours  to 
Pon  CarloB,    He  opposed  the  arguments 


of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  great 
diffidence,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  when 
this  country  was  in  alliance  and  oonj unction 
with  a  foreign  Sovereign,  against  her 
rebellious  subjects,  we  were  clearly  justi* 
fied  in  taking  every  step  allowed  by  the 
treaty  into  which  the  four  countries  had 
entered,  to  assist  that  Sovereign.  But, 
putting  that  treaty  out  of  view,  were  there 
no  English  interests  connected  with  that 
country  which  authorised  us  to  interfere  } 
Were  not  the  Spanish  Bonds  recognised 
by  the  late  King  of  Spain,  and  was  not 
that  recognition  sanctioned  by  a  deliberate 
resolution  of  the  Cortes.  But  there  was 
another  point.  Was  not  this  country 
interested  in  the  settlement  of  the  dispute 
between  Spain  and  her  colonies  in  South 
America?  And  he  must  candidly  say, 
firom  what  he  knew  of  the  subject,  that 
we  could  have  no  hopes  of  the  settlement 
of  the  disputes,  or  of  a  recognition  of  the 
independence  of  the  Spanish  colonies,  from 
a  Government  at  the  head  of  which  was 
Don  Carlos.  He  kne^  well  the  reluctance 
evinced  by  the  late  Government  to  consent 
to  their  independence,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  same  reluctance  would  be 
shown  by  any  Ministry  appointed  under 
the  dynasty  of  Don  Carlos.  Another 
question  arose,  was  the  step  likely  to 
succeed?  And,  in  answer  to  that,  he 
would  say  that  it  was  the  most  proper 
mode  to  conciliate  the  feelings  of  the 
Spaniards.  The  noble  Lord  had  said, 
something  about  the  abhorrence  with  which 
Spaniards  regarded  the  interference  of 
foreigners,  and  thereby  prognosticated  the 
failure  of  the  expedition.  But  he  had  a 
right  to  ask,  what  was  the  abhorrence  of 
foreigners  displayed  by  the  Spaniards  when 
the  British  troops  entered  Spain  in  1809* 
He  had  a  right  also  to  ask  how  that  abhor- 
rence of  foreigners  was  exhibited  in  1823, 
when  the  French  invaded  the  country, 
and  took  complete  possession  of  it  without 
shedding  a  drop  of  blood  ?  What  reason 
had  they  to  suppose  that  the  feelings  of 
the  Spanish  people  would  be  difilerent  on 
this  occasion,  when  ninctenths  of  them 
were  in  favour  of  the  Queen's  Government  ? 
The  fact  was,  that  the  contest  was  carried 
on  only  in  one  corner  of  the  country, 
where  the  inhabitants  had  some  privileges 
to  preserve.  These  persons  cared  little  or 
nothing  about  the  Monarch  that  should 
rule  at  Madrid,  provided  their  ancient 
rights  were  left  undisturbed.  He  there- 
fore must  say,  that  those  persons  who  bad 
these  anticipations  regarding  the  feelings 
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ings   of  the  Spaniards,  or  ivho  exclaimed 
against  his  gallant  Friend,  and  the  gallant 
officers  that  were  to  accompany  him,  and 
described   them  as  mercenaries ,  were  ad- 
vancing doctrines  for  which  in  the  history 
of  nations  there  was  no  authority.     Why, 
was  it  not  well  known  that  on  the  intro- 
duction, or  rather  the  origin  of  Protes- 
tantism in  Germany,  foreign  troops  were 
encaged  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the 
reformed  religion  in    that  country,    and 
might  not  the  same  means  be  legitimately 
used  for  establishing  constitutional  liberty 
in  Spain  ?     The  noble  Lord  had  thrown 
out  a  sort  of  taunt  against  the  GaUant 
Officer  because  he  was  only  a  Lieutenant- 
Colonel    on     half-pay.     Another    charge 
against  him  was,  that  on  taking  the  com- 
mand he  did  not  resign  his  seat  for  West- 
minster.     He  was  not  surprised  at  the 
desure  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Mahon)  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Evans)  should  vacate  his  seat  for 
Westminster  previous  to  his  assuming  his 
command  in  Spain.     It  was  well  known 
that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Eliot),  whom 
he  also  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  and  of 
esteeming,  as  all  who  knew  him  must  do, 
was  the  Chairman  of  the  Westminster  Con. 
servative  Society,    and    the    noble    Lord 
(Lord  Mahon)  might  very  naturally  desire 
to  get  his  noble  Friend  to  step  into  the 
shoes  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  as 
Member  for  Westminster.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  officer,    too,  had   been  raised    to 
the  rank  of  a  Licutenant-General  in  the 
Queen  of  Spain's  service,  and  he  would  go 
out  with  that  prestige  of  military  rank  that 
would  aid  in  its  way  that  cause  to  which 
the  skill  and  bravery  of  his  hon  and  gallant 
Friend  would  under  any  title  so  mainly 
contribute. 

Mr.  CConnell  said,  he  rose  to  notice 
what  he  considered  an  omission  on  the  part 
of  the  noble  Lord^  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
'Affairs,  and  regretted  that  this  subject  had 
not  been  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  at 
least  alluded  to  in  such  a  way  as  to  lead 
to  the  hope  of  a  satisfactory  conclusion;  he 
meant  the  interference  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment for  the  settlement  of  the  dispute 
between  the  Spanish  Government  and  the 
Biscay ans  relative  to  the  privileges  which 
they  had  long  enjoyed.  He  trusted  that 
the  Government  of  this  country  would  use 
its  influence  with  the  Government  of  Spain, 
and  point  out  the  interest  which  the 
Spanish  Government  had  in  acceding  to 
the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
northern  provinces.     He  was  sorry  that 


the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  had  left  the 
House,  for  the  purpose,  probably,  of  taking 
refreshment    after    his    great    labours — 
but  if  he  had  been  in  the  Rouse,  he  would 
have  told  him  that  in  his  eager  anxiety  to 
cast  reproach  on  the  present  Government 
for  the  support  it  gave  to  Spain ;  he  had  also 
visited  the  ConstiA>le  of  Dover  Castle  with 
his    reprobation.     Why,  the  noble  Duke 
said,  he  had  sent  out  40,000  stand  of  arms 
to  Spain,  and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  had  admitted  that  his  predecessor 
had  candidly  carried  into  effect,  as  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  the  articles  of  the  Treaty, 
not  only  by  supplying  the  Spanish  Grovern- 
ment  with  arms,  to  be  used  against  his 
Majesty  Don  Carlos,  King  of  Spain,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  was  pleased  to 
call  him,  but  also  as   regarded  that  part 
of  the  Treaty  by  which  we  were  to  assist 
Spain  with  a  naval  force,  if  necessary  ;  so 
that  the  Queen  of  Spain  had  not  only  been 
recognized  but  supported  against  the  Usur- 
per by  the  noble  Duke.     Yet  all  the  anger 
of  the  hon.  Member  had  been  reserved  for 
the  present  Government.     But  to  come  to 
the  point,  and  speak  seriously,  he  must 
protest  against  any  Member  of  the  British 
Senate  calling  Don  Carlos  King  of  Spain. 
The  Salic  law  was  introduced  by  the  Bour- 
bons to  suit  their  own  purposes;  it  was 
introduced  against  the  will  of  the  people 
of  Spain,  and  he  was  therefore  justified  in 
saying    that    Don  Carlos   was    no    more 
Sovereign  by  right  than  by  fact,  and  be 
trusted  that  by  English  arms  and  English 
valor  he  would  soon  find  that  he  had  no 
prospect  of  establishing  himself  as   King 
of  Spain,  either  dejure  or  de  facto*     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  have  some 
doubt  respecting  the  advantage  which  this 
country  would  derive  from  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Constitutional  Government  in 
Spain.     Now  he  would  ask  was  it  a  matter 
of  indifference  whether  a  despotism  or  a 
liberal    Government    prevailed     in    that 
country  ?     Was  it  not  the  policy  and  in« 
terest  of  England  to  support  liberal  in* 
stitutions,  when  they  remembered  that  the 
Holy  Alliance  was  not  dead,  bat   only 
asleep,  and  that  it  was  the  anxious  wish  cif 
the  Members  of  that  society  to  extend  their 
dominion  not  only  to  Spain  and  Portugal, 
but  also  to  this  country,  and  exercise  the 
same  despotism  which  they  practised  in 
their  own  States  as  well  as  over  every  part 
of  Germany.      The  right  hon.    Baronet 
had  complained  of  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Government  in  encouraging  the  enlist* 
meat  of  Britons  to  serve  m  the  canse  of 
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freedom  in  Spain.     Now  he  must  take  the 
liberty   of  saying,  that    the    right    hon. 
Baronet  said  so  because  he  was  not  a  Whig, 
for  he  most  know  that  our  glorious  Con- 
stitution was  obtained  by  the  help  of  Dutch 
troops.     There  was  one  point,   however, 
to  which  he  wished  particularly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.     Two  discussions 
had  already  taken  place  on  the  mission  of 
Lord  Eliot  and  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands 
that  the  mission   was  deserving  of  every 
praise— that  its  object  was,  to  put  a  slop  to 
the  shedding  of  human  blood,  yet  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  had  come  forward  and 
called  on  the  British   Senate  to  raise  its 
voice  against  the  horrible  cruelties  which 
had  been  committed,  a^inst  the  murder  of 
unarmed  men  in  cold  blood — in  tranquillity 
and  in  perfect  security.     Every  one  knew 
the  case  of  the  young  O'Donnell,  and  his 
atrocious  murder  by  the  monster  Zumala- 
carreguy.     That  officer  had    been   taken 
prisoner,  and  an  offer  was  made  to  spare 
his  life  if  he  would  recognize  Don  Carlos. 
He  gallantly  refused,  and  was  shot  like  a 
dog.     Every  one  shuddered  at  the  thoughts 
of  such  murderous  deeds,  but  it  was  just  to 
say,  that  the  cruelty  was  not  confined  to  one 
side.     When  he  read  the  monstrous  pro- 
clamaticm  of  Mina,  he  repented  that  he 
had   ever  been  in  his  company,  and  still 
more  that  he  had  ever  paid  him  the  com- 
pliment uf  acting  as  a  steward  at  a  dinner 
^iven   to  him  in    London,   and   the  only 
tiling  that  remained  for   him  now  to  do 
wus  to  express  his  utmosc  indignation  at 
such   brutality.     He  said,   therefore,  that 
instructions  ought  to  be  sent  out  that  the 
British  Government  and  the  British  House 
of  Commons  would  shun  with  horror  the 
wretches  who  had  recourse  to  such  inhuman 
practices.       They    all     remembered     the 
horror  with  which  they  read  the  accounts 
of  persons  poisoning  wells  in  ancient  times, 
and  surely  that  crime  was  not  greater  than 
putting  brave  men  to  death  in  cold  blood. 
Much  had  been  said  against  Bolivar.  Now, 
he  had  followed   the  career  of  that  com- 
mander— he  had  watched  his    character  ; 
and,  though  he  was  bound  to  admit  that 
he  had  retaliated  for  a  time,  be  at  last 
adopted  the  right   course,    and    declared 
that  liberty  was  not  worth  obtaining  if  it 
was  tu  be  acquired  by  putting  unarmed 
men  to  death.     He  discontinued  the  prac- 
tice, and  his  conduct  had  such  influence  on 
the   Spaniards  that  the  cruelty  on  both 
sides  soon  ceased.    He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  when  his  gallant  Friend  went  out  to 
that  country  such  barbarities  would  be  put 


an  end  to ;  for  he  knew  that  his  gallant 
Friend  would  shun  all  fellowship  with  men 
who  could  conduct  themselves  with  such 
barbarous  cruelty.  That  was  the  way  in 
which,  if  no  other  way  was  adopted,  this 
country  might  put  an  end  to  those  horrors, 
and  prevent  their  recurrence. 

Mr.  Grove  Price  believed  that  Zumala- 
carreguy  was  the  first  to  wish  to  terminate 
the  sanguinary  practice  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had  ad- 
verted ;  but  when  he  proposed  to  Mina  an 
exchange  of  prisoners  the  answer  was  that 
he  had  no  prisoners  to  exchange  for  that 
he  had  shot  them  all.  Something  had 
fallen  in  the  early  part  of  the  debate  which 
had  given  great  pain  to  himself  personally, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  the  House  at  large. 
Something  like  a  misunderstanding  had 
arisen  between  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Mahon)  and  the  gallant  officer  the  Member 
for  Westminster,  in  consequence  of  the  ap- 
plication of  a  particular  term  to  troops 
employed  for  pay  to  serve  in  a  foreign 
country.  The  subject  was  a  painful  one 
to  discuss  in  the  presence  of  a  Gentleman 
who  appeared  in  the  double  capacity  of  s 
Member  of  that  House  and  the  commander 
of  such  a  force.  However  unwilling  he 
might  be  to  offer  one  word  that  could  be 
offensive  personally  to  the  gallant  Officer, 
the  gallant  Officer  must  still  give  him  leave 
and  licence  to  animadvert,  as  a  public  man, 
as  strongly  as  he  chose,  keeping  always 
within  the  rules  of  order  laid  down  by  the 
House,  upon  any  measure  that  might  be 
brought  before  it,  more  especially  when  it 
related  to  so  important,  a  matter  as  the 
enrollment  of  British  troops  for  purposes 
so  ambiguous  as  those  alleged  in  the  pre- 
sent instance.  He  admitted,  and  admitted 
frankly,  to  the  gallant  Officer,  that  he  be- 
lieved no  sordid  idea  of  pay,  no  idle  motive 
of  fresh  distinction,  induced  him  to  draw 
his  sword  in  the  cause  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain,  He  believed  he  was  solely  actuated 
by  a  gallant  but  mistaken  enthusiasm.  He 
did  not  apply  to  the  gallant  Officer  the 
harsh  term  of  "  mercenary"  or  leader  of 
condottihi,  but  he  thought  that  the  term 
might  well  be  applied  to  the  common  sol- 
diers who  were  to  serve  under  him,  who 
could  have  no  interest  in  the  cause,  who 
were  wholly  unacquainted  with  the  politi- 
cal  state  of  Spain,  and  to  whom  it  might 
reasonably  be  supposed  it  was  a  matter  of 
perfect  indifference  whether  the  Princess, 
Christina,  or  Don  Carlos,  sat  upon  the 
throne  of  that  country.  It  was  to  them^ 
and  not  to  the  gallant  Member^  or  the  offi. 
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eeni  wha  proposed  to  serve  under  him,  that 
he  (Mr.  Priee)  would  apply  the  term 
f^  mereenarj/'  Tnie,  the  gallant  Officer 
had  declared  that  he  would  dismiss  every 
soldier  who  felt  no  enthusiaBm  in  the  cause, 
or  who  did  not  heartily  approve  of  it ;  hut 
if  the  gallant  Officer  acted  up  to  the  letter  of 
that  ^laration  he  (Mr.  Price)  helieved  he 
would  Bul  from  the  shores  of  England 
with  an  expedition  formed  of  many  offi- 
cers as  gallant  perhaps  as  himself,  hut  with 
a  very  soudl  proportion  of  common  soldiers. 
Passing  from  the  gallant  Officer  and  the 
motives  and  views  which  induced  him  to 
enter  upon  this  undertaking,  he  came  next 
to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  whom  he  most  heartily 
congratulated  on  putting  aside  all  former 
volumes  of  the  laws  of  nations — all  former 
rules  hy  which  Statesmen  had  been  guided 
*-^y  which  the  ablest  men,  since  the 
modem  civilization  of  the  world  had  been 
actuated;  and  on  coming  forward  as  the 
author  oif  -a  new  code.  Was  it  not  very 
extraordinary  that,  amidst  all  the  oom^ 
plicated  events  of  the  last  century  and  a 
half,  no  statesmen  in  this  country  had 
ever  for  a  moment  dreamed,  not  of 
declaring  war,  but  of  allowing  a  quasi  war 
silently  to  go  forward,  not  under  the  com- 
mand of  the  Sovereign  but  prosecuted  in 
another  name  for  her  interest,  and  thus,  by 
underhand  means,  to  strike  an  unconstitu- 
tional blow,  which  England,  in  her  avowed 
character,  did  not  choose  to  strike  herself.'^ 
The  very  absence  of  idl  authority  upon 
the  point  ought  to  have  told  the  noble 
Lord,  if  he  thought  for  a  moment  upon 
the  subject,  that  he  should  pause  before  he 
assented  to  the  formation  of  such  an  expe- 
dition as  that  of  which  the  gallant  Officer 
was  to  have  the  command.  What  pos- 
terity would  say  as  to  the  introduction  of 
this  new  page  in  the  laws  of  nations  and 
of  England  was  another  question ;  but  this 
he  (Mr.  Price)  would  say,  that  if  the  cause 
for  the  expedition  were  held  to  be  sufficient 
— if  tt  new  principle  were  to  be  laid  down 
by  which  the  people  of  this  country  were  to 
he  permitted  to  issue  forth,  like  bands  of 
Orusaders,  to  fight  battles  not  their  own — 
let  it  be  pronounced  boldly — let  it  be 
declared  honestly— let  our  fleets  and  armies 
be  aent  forth  and  let  it  be  avowed  to 
the  MTorld,  that  England  came  forth 
as  ^  cluospion  of  what  she  deemed 
ihe  Liberal  Cause— ^but  let  them  not  take 
B  step  by  which  unhappy  men,  excited 
by  the  feelings  of  the  moment,  might  be 

j&doced  io^Tj  their  arms  into  a  foreign 


country,  to  take  part  in  a  quarrel  in  which 
they  could  feel  no  interest  thereby  in- 
fringing at  once  the  acknowledged  laws  of 
nations  and  the  sacred  law  of  God.  He 
said  that  any  man  who  took  up  arms  for 
mere  pay— «who  engaged  in  a  war,  not  of 
honour,  in  the  defence  of  his  country,  or 
under  the  command  of  his  Sovereign, 
doubtless  infringed  that  comroandmexxt 
which  said  "Thou  shalt  spill  no  blood." 
He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Foreign  Secretary,  whether  he  was  wiUmg 
to  oppose  all  the  principles  which  had  been 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Fox  upon  the  subject  of 
intervention  in  the  domestic  affidrs  of 
Foreign  States?  Mr.  Fox* laid  down  this 
principle,  that  there  was  no  right  for  one 
country  to  interfere  in  the  internal  affkirs 
of  another  unless  the  state  of  things  in  the 
one  endangered  the  safety  of  the  other. 
That  was  the  broad  line  drawn  by  Mr. 
Fox — that  was  the  broad  principle  upon 
which  every  Foreign  Minister  in  En^nd 
ought  to  act.  Moreover,  it  was  a  principle 
to  which,  if  we  did  not  rigidly  adhere,  the 
result  in  a  short  time  would  be,  that  Eu- 
rope, now  divided  into  two  great  parties, 
on  every  occasion  where  a  dispute  arose 
between  two  States  would  be  sending  forth 
her  mercenaries  to  fight  on  the  one  side  or 
the  other,  and  thence  throughout  the  Con- 
tinent would  ensue  a  struggle  as  violent 
and  as  bloody  as  that  which  formerly  took 
place  between  the  supporters  of  oligarchical 
and  democratical  principles.  Such  a  state 
of  things  once  induced,  if  there  was  a  weak 
and  unguarded  point  of  the  British  empire, 
— ^if,  within  her  shores,  there  was  a  body  of 
persons  professing  to  have  grievances,  com- 
plaining of  being  harshly  and  cruelly  used, 
asserting  that  they  were  writhing  under  an 
iron  yoke — and  such  words  were  commonly 
to  be  found  in  the  vocabulary  of  most 
demagogues— if,  from  such  cii^umstances, 
any  wedc  or  vulnerable  point  could  be  found 
in  the  kingdom — England  must  expect 
to  have  turned  upon  her  own  head  the  con« 
sequences  of  the  course  which  she  was  now 
pursuing  towards  Spain.  He  (Mr.  Price) 
repeated  that  this  country  had  no  risht 
whatever  to  interfere  in  the  internal  dow 
mestic  question  in  Spain  of — whether  Don 
Carlos  or  the  Princess  Isabella  should 
occupy  the  Throne.  It  was  a  Spanish 
affair  from  beginning  to  end,  and  an  afiair 
which  Spania^s  alone  ought  to  determine. 
If,  indeed,  the  noble  Lord^  statement  were 
true,  it  was  an  affair  which  threw  discredit 
on  the  whole  Spanish  nation.  It  was  a 
discredit  to  them  if,  as  had  been  s tated| 
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nineteeiHtweatietbs  of  tbe  Spanish  nation 
were  so  feeble^  so  apathetic,  so  utterly  lost 
to  all  proper  principle,  ao  little  wanting  in 
attachment  to  their  new  and  liberal  Govern- 
ment, that  they  were  obliged  to  search 
through  every  shamble  in  Europe,  to  find 
men  ready  to  fight  their  quarrel  fbr  them. 
This  he  would  say,  that  if,  under  such 
circumstances,  a  single  foreign  soldier 
landed  on  the  soil  of  Spain,  the  honour  of 
that  country  would  be  extinguished  for 
ever. 

Mr.  Henry  Bulwer  merely  wished  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  in  reference 
.to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel).  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  the  first  place,  spoke  against 
the  Order  in  Council  as  an  act  to  be  re- 
gretted, because,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
adopting  a  line  of  policy  which  would 
sanction  other  Governments  in  interfering 
in  case  of  any  domestic  differences  in  this 
country.  He  (Mr.  Bulwer)  begged  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  this  question,— 
What,  course  did  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet 
himself  pursue  under  simQar  circumstances? 
The  rifpt  hon.  Baronet,  came  into  that 
House,  of  which  he  was  so  great  an  orna- 
ment,  in  the  year  1810.  Not  many  years 
afterwards,  the  remarkable  event  took  place 
of  Buonaparte's  landing  from  Elba,  and 
passing  without  opposition  through  the 
whole  of  France,  and  arriving  at  Paris,  the 
capital  of  that  country.  The  question  was 
then  agitated  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons, whether  it  was  expedient  or  right  for 
the  Government  of  this  country  to  interfere 
in  the  affairs  of  France;  and  after  an 
animated  discussion  upon  the  subject,  it  was 
at  last  determined  that  England  should 
interfere,,  and  that  she  should  do  so  at  a 
much  greater  cost  of  public  money,  and  a 
much  greater  expenditure  of  British  blood, 
than  could  possibly  result  from  the  inter- 
ference which  it  was  now  proposed  to  make 
in  the  afi&ira  of  Spain.  He  begged  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  did  not 
give  his  sanction  to  the  Government  which 
adopted  that  course,  and  which  interfered 
in  domestic  dispute  in  a  foreign  nation, 
where  nearly  the  whole  of  the  nation  was 
arrayed  on  one  side,  and  none  but  foreign 
troops  on  the  other?  It  was  well  known 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  given  his 
support  to  the  Government  who  pursued 
tiiat  course,  and  in  his  opinion,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  perfectly  justified  in  so 
doin^.  But»  then,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
inquiced,  **  How,  if  you  adopt  this  course, 
can  jrou  prevent  other  GovenuMAts  ftom 


interfering  ?"  Might  he  (Mr.  Bulwer)  be 
allowed  to  answer  that,  question  by  asking 
another?  Had. we.  in  the  course  we  had 
hitherto  pursued,  prevented  other  Govern* 
ments  from  interfering?  .Did  the  Austrian 
Government  stop  to  a^  the  advice  of  £ng* 
land  when  she  marched  her  troops  into 
Bologna  ?  Not  only  did  she  not  wait  to 
ask  our  advice,  but  she  marched  them  with 
such  sudden  rapidity,  that  they  arrived  at 
their  destination  beforo  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  this  country  had  received 
intelligence  of  their  having  set  out.  WhaU 
ever  other  evils  might  attend  the  course 
which  the  Government  now  proposed  to 
pursue,  this  evil  at  least  would  not  attach 
to  it— -that  they  were  setting  an  example 
which  had  never  beforo  been  acted  upon. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member' for  Sand- 
wich (Mr.  Grove  Price)  had  declared,  that 
the  course  proposed  to  be  taken  was  a  per- 
fectly new  course.  He  (Mr.  H«  Bulwer) 
maintained  it  was  not  a  new  course.  What 
course  did  Elizabeth  pursue  in  times  and 
under  circumstances  almost  exactly  re- 
sembling those  in  which  we  were  now 
placed  ?  The  course  then  pursued  by  that 
sagacious  Queen,  was  precisely  similar  to 
the  course  proposed  to  be  taken  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  advisers.  Spain  was  in. 
temally.  disturbed;  Elizabeth  interfered, 
not  by  declaring  war  against  the  Spanish 
monarch,  but  by  allowing  her  subjects  to 
take  part  against  him.  She  allowed  10,000 
men  to  enlist  in  the  service  of  the  Nether- 
lands, under  the  command  of  Sir  Horace 
Vere.  As  to  the  other  argument  used  1^ 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  the 
common  soldiers  would  know  nothing  about 
the  merits  of  the  cause  in  which  thev  were 
embarked,  he  (Mr.  Bulwer)  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  men  who  had  served 
so  gallantly  under  the  noble  Duke  (Wel- 
lington), in  the  late  war  in  the  Peninsula, 
knew  anything  more  about  the  merits  of 
tbe  cause  for  which  they  were  fighting 
than  that  an  enemy  w^s  before  them  whom 
they  were  bound  to  beat. 

Sir  John  Eli^  rose  to  speak  rather  in  a 
military  than  in  a  political  point  of  view. 
He  agreed  most  cordially  in  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
that  every  conciliating  measure  of  inter- 
ferenoe  ou^t  to  be  resorted  to,  with  regard 
to  the  present  circumstances  of  Spahii 
before  any  auxiliary  troops  were  allowed  to 
enter  that  country.  But  if>  under  any 
circumstances,  these  British  troops  were 
allowed  to  enter  Spain,  it  immediately  be» 
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Department  was  to  be  conducted.  From 
statements  which  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  that  evening,  it  appeared 
that  the  Spanish  Government  was  to  de&ay 
the  expense  of  this  auxiliary  force.  Now, 
if  the  House  depended  upon  the  faith  of  the 
Spanish  Government,  he  apprehended  it 
would  be  very  liable  to  be  led  into  error ; 
because  a  nation  which  was  not  capable  of 
paying  the  interest  even  of  what  it  owed, 
was  not  likely  to  possess  the  means  of 
furnishing  a  very  considerable  sum,  in- 
stanter,  for  the  support  of  foreign  troops. 
He  feared,  therefore,  that  if  the  faith  of 
Spanish  promises  only  were  relied  upon, 
the  expense  of  providing  these  troops  would 
eventually  fall  upon  this  country.  Every- 
thing that  a  dauntless  soldier  could  achieve, 
he  was  convinced  his  gallant  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Westminster,  would  accom- 
plish. He  only  lamented  that  he  was  not 
going  out  in  command  of  troops  in  a  com- 
plete  state  of  discipline.  To  show  the 
paramount  importance  of  discipline,  he  need 
allude  only  to  the  state  of  the  French  army 
at  Waterloo.  On  that  day  the  French 
Infantry  behaved  differently  to  what  they 
had  ever  done  on  any  other  occasion,  and 
the  difference  of  their  behaviour  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  hasty  manner  in  which 
the  army  with  which  Napoleon  entered  the 
field  had  been  congregated.  Gathered  pro- 
miscuouidy  from  all  parts  of  the  empire, 
they  had  never  acted  together  as  troops 
before,  and  were  officered  by  persons  who 
were  wholly  unknown  to,  and  unconnected 
with  thera.  Hence  there  existed  amongst 
them  a  great  want  of  union  and  of  confi* 
denee.  Yet  these  troops  had  been  well 
trained  (an  advantage,  perhaps,  which  his 
gallant  Friend  would  not  enjoy)^  but 
brought  together  under  the  circumstances 
he  had  mentioned,  their  discipline  was  far 
from  being  complete,  and  hence  the  dis* 
astrous  result  of  the  battle  in  which  they 
were  engaged.  What,  then,  could  be  the 
expectations  of  his  gallant  Friend  ?  With 
undisciplined  troops  what  could  he  expect 
to  achieve  ?  As  one  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  Spanish  Peninsula,  he  could  tell 
his  gallant  Friend,  that  unless  his  troops 
were  well  disciplined,  his  difficulties  would 
be  insurmountable.  It  required  the  best 
state  of  discipline  in  troops  to  conduct  war 
in  that  country.  Was  his  gallant  Friend 
to  rely  on  the  assistance  of  any  Spanish 
troops,  or  was  he  to  fight  the  battle  with 
his  own  unaided  forces  ?  In  either  case  he 
must  have  a  place  for  his  magazines — a 
general  knowledge  of  the  country— «  system 


of  strategy  and  tactics :  these  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  for  him  to  possess,  and, 
beyond  that,  he  must  have  a  fearless  mind 
that  would  stand  responsibility  under  any 
circumstances.  He  advised  his  gallant 
Friend  never  to  leave  this  country  onless 
he  had  in  his  military  chest  such  an  amount 
of  money  as  would  defray  the  expense  of 
his  army  for  at  least  six  months.  What- 
ever promises  the  Spanish  Government 
might  make,  he  would  venture  to  say  they 
would  never  be  performed.  He  had  served 
a  long  time  in  the  Peninsula,  and  was 
tolerably  well  acquainted  with  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  Spanbh  people.  He  Imew 
they  would  promise  anything,  and  he  was 
equaUy  certain  they  would  perform  no- 
thing. Neither  was  any  reliance  to  be 
placed  upon  any  information  they  mig^t 
pretend  to  afford.  He  had  known  then 
send  intelligence  one  moment,  which  thejr 
the  next  were  compelled  to  contradict.  He 
had  known  intelligence  coming  even  fnim 
Madrid  to  the  British  General,  desiring  his 
army  to  hold  its  ground,  when,  at  the  very 
same  time,  the  enemy  had  taken  possession 
of  Madrid.  If  his  gallant  Friend  were  to 
be  exposed  to  a  like  want  of  accurate  in- 
telligence, what  could  he  expect  to  perform 
— what  operation  could  he  undertake,  what 
end  could  he  achieve?  He  thought  that 
all  these  matters  should  be  made  known, 
because  as  things  at  present  stood,  he 
thought  England  would  eventually  become 
the  paymaster  of  these  auxiliary  troops.  At 
all  events  he  entreated  his  gallant  Friend 
not  to  stir  unless  he  carried  with  him  the 
sinews  of  war. 

Mr.  Maclean  saw  no  analogy  between 
the  two  cases  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mary-la-bonne  (Mr.  H.  Bulwer) 
namely,  the  return  from  Elba,  and  the 
furnishing  of  auxiliary  troops  by  Elixafaetb ; 
he  saw  no  analogy  between  these  two 
cases  and  the  case  now  under  consideration. 
— [Cricf  of  **  Question  /**] — He  would  not 
detain  the  House  longer  than  to  ask  tlie 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  whether  the  Northern  powen  had 
not  withdrawn  their  Ambassadors  from 
Madrid,  and  whether  some  of  the  Southern 
European  powers  had  not  refused  to  feoog^ 
nise  the  Queen's  authority  ? 

Lord  Palmerston  thought  it  was  gene- 
rally known  that  Russia,  Prussia,  and 
Austria  had  not,  at  present,  any  Ambas- 
sadors at  Madrid.  He  thought  it  also  was 
well  known  that  the  King  of  Nai^  had 
protested  against  the  change  in  tae  oider 
of  succession. 
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Tlie  Speaker  felt  it  bis  duty  to  state,  tbat 
what  patted,  in  the  early  part  of  the  debate 
between  the  noble  Lord  and  the  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  had  left,  as  he 
understood^  an  unsatisfactory  impression  on 
the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  under, 
stood  the  noble  Lord  to  have  admitted,  that 
while  the  motives  of  the  gallant  Officer  and 
his  associates  were  truly  honourable,  yet 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  he  could  not 
approve  the  course  they  were  pursuing, 
even  though  their  motives  were  honourable. 
The  gallant  Officer,  not  having  correctly 
understood  the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord, 
had  repelled  the  imputation  in  strong 
language.  After  an  explanation  from  the 
noUe  Lord,  he  put  the  case  hypothetically, 
and  although  he  reiterated  his  hypothetical 
case,  it  was  merely  for  the  purpose  of  vindi- 
cating himself  from  the  charge  of  having 
been  out  of  order,  and  not  with  any  view 
of  giving  ofEenoe  to  the  noble  Lord.  If  the 
HiMise  concurred  in  the  accuracy  of  this 
statement,  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  fed  satisfied,  and  that  both  parties 
would  express  their  satisfaction,  and  thus 
put  an  end  to  all  unpleasant  feeling. 

After  a  short  pause. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  I  was  not  in 
the  House  when  the  noble  Lord  made  use 
of  the  expressions  which  seem  to  have  given 
offence  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer.  I 
therefore  rise  with  some  difficulty.  I  heard 
the  expressions  made  use  of  by  the  gallant 
Officer  in  reply  to  my  noble  Friend,  but  as 
I  did  not  hear  the  remark  which  gave  rise 
to  those  expressions  in  reply,  I  stand  in  the 
position  of  one  who  has  heard  only  one  side 
of  the  question.  But  it  appears  to  me  from 
what  I  heard  that  the  exposition  which 
you.  Sir,-'  have  made  is  so  correct  and  so 
satisfactory,  tkat  there  ought  now  to  be  no 
difficulty  on  either  side  in  coming  to  a  sa- 
tisfactory arrangement  I  hope  whenever 
I  rise  in  this  House  after  any  misunder. 
standing  between  two  of  its  Members,  I 
shall  always  do  everything  in  my  power  to 
conciliate.  I  therefore  repeat  that  after 
what  has  been  said  by  the  Speaker,  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  ought  to  rise  in  his  place, 
and  state  whether,  under  the  circumstances 
which  have  been  explained,  he  is  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  which  has  been  made. 
But  I  am  bound,  at  the  same  time,  to  say 
that  sitting  near  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
time,  that  the  discussion  took  place,  I  did 
collect  from  him  that  he  was  not  satisfied, 
and  I  do  think  that  under  these  drcum. 
stances  the  interposition  of  the  Speaker  has 
been  absolptely  peceasary.     I  thifik  I  am 


confirmed  in  that  impression  by  the  silence 
of  my  noble  Friend,  and  by  his  refusal  to 
get  up  after  what  has  just  been  stated  from 
the  Chair.  I  declined  to  give  any  advice  or 
to  speak  with  my  noble  Friend  upon  the 
subject  when  he  Deferred  to  me  in  the  early 
part  of  the  evening,  because  I  thought  that 
by  so  declining  I  might  afterwards  rise  in 
my  place  and  perform  the  part  which  I  am 
now  endeavouring  to  do.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  gallant  Officer,  in  the  first  place, 
stated,  not  hypothetically  but  positively, 
that  he  received  the  expression  of  my  noble 
Friend  with  contempt  and  disgust ;  and 
that  when  the  Speaker  called  on  the  gallant 
Officer  to  give  some  explanation  of  those 
expressions,  then  the  gallant  Officer  stated 
the  case  hypothetically  ,  and  said.  "  If  the 
noble  Lord  means  to  say  so  and  so,  then  1 
tell  him  I  receive  it  with  contempt  and  di;;- 
gust."  Now  I  gathered  from  my  noble 
Friend  that  he  considered  this  hypothetical 
case  as  a  repetition  of  that  which  he  had,  in 
the  first  instance,  conceived  to  be  offensive. 
But  I  think,  after  the  interference  of  the 
Speaker,  and  with  the  feeKngs  which  the 
gaHant  Officer  must  have,  that  there  was  no 
intentioD  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
state  any  thing  discreditable  to  him  or  to 
the  officers  who  were  to  serve  under  him, 
an  arrangement  should  at  once  be  entered 
into  to  prevent  this  matter  from  proceeding 
further.  When  my  noble  Friend  said,  tbat 
the  troops  employed  in  his  service  must  be 
regarded  as  meroenaiies,  the  gallant  Officer 
must  have  had  the  same  impression  as  any 
other  gentleman,  that  soldiers  who  are  not 
employed  in  the  actual  service  of  their  coun- 
try, but  enlist  in  another  service,  may, 
without  the  slightest  imputation  of  dis- 
honour, be  called  mercenaries.  The  gaUant 
Officer  opposite,  however,  took  offence  at 
the  terms  employed  by  my  noble  Friend ; 
but  as  my  noble  Friend  subsequently 
euarded  himself  against  being  supposed  to 
impute  any  improper  motive  to  the  gallant 
Officer,  I  think  the  matter  may  now  ter- 
minate in  a  very  satisfactory  manner  to 
both  parties  [cries  for  Lord  Mahon  to  rise\m 

Mr.  OConneU :  1  feel  bound  to  dedare, 
on  behalf  of  the  lion,  and  gallant  Memberfor 
We8tininster,*>that  the  expressions  he  used 
appeared  to  me  in  the  first  instance  to  be 
quite  hypothetical. 

An  Hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  was  understood  to  say  that 
his  impression  of  the  language  of  the  gaL 
lant  Member  for  Westminster  was  the  re- 
verse of  that  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin, 
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Mr.  IVard:  I  was  sitting  dote  liy  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Westminstery 
and  the  conviction  on  my  mind  is,  that  the 
ex)>re8aion  referred  to  was  used  hypothetic 
cally  by  him  in  the  first  instanca 

Mr.  FUzstepken  French :  After  the  ex-^ 
planation  that  has  been  given  by  you.  Sir, 
whatever  doubt  may  have  existed  on  the 
mind  of  the  noble  Lord,  none  can  now  exist 
[criegfor  Lord  Makon.] 

Major  Beauclerk  t  It  is  clearthat  the  mis- 
understanding has  been  mutual ;  and  after 
the  explanations  which  have  been  given  I 
should  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  will  have 
no  objection  to  state  himself  satisfied. 

Sir  Edtvard  Kerrison  :  As  I  should  cer- 
tainly have  thought  what  fell  from  the 
gallant  Colonel  opposite  to  have  been, 
without  explanation,  an  insult,  my  feelings 
upon  the  subject  would  have  been  the  same 
as  those  of  my  noble  Friend ;  but  after 
the  matter  has  been  placed  in  so  clear  a 
light  as  it  has  been  by  you.  Sir,  I  do  hope 
he  will  get  up  and  at  once  dedare  that  the 
matter  is  settled  to  his  satisfiu^ion. 

Mr.  Edtvard  L.  Bulwer :  I  would  b^ 
to  suggest  that  my  noble  Friend,  if  he  wiu 
allt)W  me  so  to  call  him,  did  say  that  he 
did  not  mean  anything  personally  offensive 
to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend*  I  am  cer« 
tain  that  it  coon  not  hav^  been  liie '  n^ble 
Lord's  intention  to  toy  anything  pertonally 
eflSmsive,  and  everybody  who  knows  him 
must  have  die  same  conviction.  Sueh  being 
the  case,  and  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
having  stated  that  his  words  applied  to  an- 
other ease  than  the  actual  one,  I  do  not 
think  the  noble  Lord  will  hesitate  to  declare 
himself  satisfied  [renenfed  cries  for  **  Lord 
Mahon], 

Major  Fancourt :  A«  there  appears  to  be 
great  doubt  whether  die  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  did  or  did  not 
pot  an  hypothetical  case,  perhaps  he  will 
be  good  enough  to  say  how  the  hct  is. 

Mr.  Finn :  I  beard  the  hon.  and  ffailant 
Member  distinctly,  and  the  case  he  put 
was  oertainly  bypothettoal. 

.  Colonel  Ldih  Hay :  Whether  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  put  the  case  hypothe- 
tically  or  not  isrenderad,  by  what  followed, 
of  little  consequence;  for  the*noble  Lord 
stated  that  he  liad  not  the  slightest  inten- 
tion of  saying  anything  personaUy  offen- 
sive. Then  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster  stated  what  he  meant  to 
say,  and  what  I  believe  he  said  in  a  man- 
ner perfectly  hypothetical.  Such  being  the 
state  of  the  facts,  1  do  not  think  it  more 
than  what  the  House  has  a  right  to  expect 


that  the  noUe  Lord  should  be  catted  uptm 
to  disavow  personal  imputations.  The  no« 
bleLord  could  say,  that  af^  the  eiqdana^ 
tkm  of  my  gallant  Friend,  he  conaidm  the 
expresuon  to  have  been  used  originally  in 
a  hypothetical  sense,  and  is  therefore  per- 
fecdy  satisfied. 

Lord  Mahon  :  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
the  explanation  I  have  already  given.'  That 
explanation  is  before  the  House,  and  has^ 
Sir,  been  rightly  ocnstnied  by  you.  I  have 
yet  to  learn  whether  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Colonel  Evans)  did  or  did  not 
use  the  expressions  which  others  as  well  as 
myself  conceived  him  to  have  used* 

C(donel  Evans :  The  House  will  clearly 
see  that  in  the  terms  used  by  the  noble 
Lord,  although  he  has  completely  ex- 
onerated me  from  any  dishonouraUe 
motive,  and  has,  indeed  paid  me  some  com- 
pliments, yet  from  some  confusion  of  ex- 
pression I  was  led  to  apprehend  that  he 
imputed  dishonourable  motives  to  the  offi- 
cers with  whom  f  am  associated.  Under 
tljSLt  impression  I  made  use  of  the  expres- 
sions I  did.  If  dishonourable  motives  were 
imputed  to  those  offlcers  I  could  not  under- 
stand the  distinction  whieh  freed  me  ftma 
them,  when  any  thing  applying  to  tfaeu 
must  apply  to  me  in  a  degree  so  mndi 
stronger.  And  at  all  events  I  waa  haaskd 
to  repudiate  any  disiespeet  to  my  oon* 
panions  in  arms.  But  now,  tHidentandlng 
frmn  the  noble  Lord  and  others  that  no 
improper  or  dishonourable  motives  were 
attributed  by  hhn  to  myself  or  the  offieers 
serving  with  me,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  I  did  not  wish  to  injure  tlie 
feelings  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  Mahon :  If  I  uilderBtand  the  hon* 
and  giallrfnt  Member  rightly,  he  formeily 
spoke  under  a  uistakett  hnpresBloii  of  wh^ 
I  had  said,  and  does  not  intend  to  apply  to 
me  the  terms  oi  contempt  and  dismt  he 
used*  I  have  no  hesitation,  thcMtOR^  in 
saying  that  I  am  perfectly  satisfied. 

Colonel  Evans:  Undoubtedly,  under, 
standing  the  noble  Lord  does  not  intend  to 
impute  dishonouraUe  or  improper  motives 
to  myself  or  those  with  whom  I  am  aaso- 
ciated,I  am  willing  to  have  my  eifdaaatkins 
so  taken. 

Lord  Mahon :  One  point  I  would  pram 
upon  the  noble  Lord  Uie  Seerctaiy  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  As  almost  every  Member 
who  has  spoken  from  either  side  of  the 
House  has  regretted  that  the  iahaUtants  of 
the  Basque  provinces  should  have  lost  their 
ancient  privileges,  he  will  perimpa  make  aone 
representation  in  their  fisvour. 
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COBFOBATZON  ReFOBM — COHMITTEE.^ 

On  moving  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
House  going  into  Committee  on  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  Reform  BilL 

Lord  John  Russell  stated^  that  he  was 
prepared  to  agree  to  the  Amendment  of 
which  the  lion.  Memher  for  East  Somerset, 
shire  (Mr.  W.  Miles)  had  given  notice,  re^ 
serving  to  all  persons  now  serving  under 
Indentures  ot  Apprenticeship  in  any 
horough  their  pecuniary  rights  and  privi* 
leges  as  freemen,  on  completing  their  ap- 
prenticeship. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  wished  to  Inow 
whether  the  existing  sons  of  freemen  were 
not  to  he  placed  in  the  same  situation  as 
apprentices  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in- 
terposed and  remarked,  that  all  such  in- 
quiries would  come  regularly  in  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  inconvenient  to  discuss 
them  now. 

On  the. question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair, 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  submitted  that  he 
was  strictly  in  omit  in  urging,  at  that 
time,  any  point  that  occurred  to  him  rela- 
tive to  die  Bill  in  question,  and  he  would 
therefore  take  that  opportunity  of  express- 
ing his  hope  that  when  the  noble  Lord 
should,  in  Committee,  propose  an  Amend- 
ment which,  could  go  to  respect  the  inchoate 
and  vested  rights  of  apprentices,  he  would 
extend  it  to  the  existing  sona  of  freemen, 
whose  claim  appeared  to  him  to  be  even 
stronger  than  that  of  apprentices,  and  num»* 
bers  of  whom  would,  in  point  of  fact,  have 
been  bound  appsentices  to  their  parents  or 
to  other  freemen,  but  that  as  being  bom 
free,  they  were  entitled  on  coming  to  age, 
to  aU  the  rights  and  privileges  which  ap- 
prenticeship could  confer. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on  the 
BUI. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  it  would  be 
better  for  him  to  state  at  once  all  the 
Amendments  which  he  had  to  propose  to 
this  Clause,  and  they  were  only  two— one 
was^  to  insert  after  the  words  ''  freeman, 
burgess,"  &c,  in  line  eight,  the  words  **  or 
inhabitant.'*  This  was  intended  to  pre. 
serve  to  the  inhabitants  the  rights  which 
they  enjoyed  by  inhabitancy.  In  line  nine 
he  intended  to  insert  the  words  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire, 
"  or  under  indentures  of  apprenticeship  in 
some  borough."  He  did  not  intend  to 
propoee  the  insertion  of  them  in  line  twelve. 


as  the  hon:  Member  for  Someiaetihixe  in^ 
tended,  because  the  Committee  would  see 
that  if  they  were  inserted  there,  they  would 
be  clearly  inoperative.  It  would  therefore 
be  necessary  for  him  to  propose  a  separate 
clause,  which  should  give  to  those  persons 
now  under  indentures  of  apprenticeship 
the  power  of  being  immediately  enrolled, 
and  then,  upon  their  being  put  upon  the 
burgess  roll,  the  power  of  being  put  in 
possession  of  all  the  rights  reserved  by  th  s 
Bill  to  the  burgesses.  With  regard  to 
freedom  by  right  of  birth,  he  thought  that 
it  did  not  stand  on  the  same  ground  as  the 
right  to  freedom  by  ^prenticeship.  It 
had  been  urged  with  regard  to  the  latter 
that  the  apprentices  had  either  paid  them- 
selves, or  tacir  friends  or  relations  had  paid 
for  them,  sums  of  money  in  the  expecta* 
tion  that  those  sums  of  money  would  be 
afterwards  repaid  to  them  by  means  of  the 
advantages  which  they  would  enjoy  on 
becoming  freemen  of>  the  borough*  It 
would  therefore  be  a  hardship  upon  them 
if  the  Hoose  was  to  dqirivie  them  of  those 
advantages  which  they  had  been  aocus. 
tomed  to.  expect  from  the  .-outlay  whieh 
they  had  made.  Aato  those  who,  by  thd 
accident  of  birth,  were  entitled  to  become 
freemen  on  their  coming  of  age,  it  was 
quite  dear  that  the  same  argument  did  not 
apply  to  them.  They  gave  nothing  for  the 
advantages  which  they  might  enjoy,  and 
therefore  had  no  reason  tQ  complain  c^  the 
operation  of  the  Clause  r 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  that  as  far  as 
the  noble  Lord's  Amendments  went,  they 
were  satisfactory  to  him,  and  he  was  grate- 
ful for  them,  and  the  more  so  as  they  ad« 
mitted  a  principle  which  must  ultimately 
be  extended  to  the  existing  sons  of  free- 
men* He  could  not  see  why  "  the  accident 
of  birth  *'  should  make  any  difference  in 
the  mode  of  treating  the  rights  of  those 
who  were  bom  free  nom  those  who  would 
become  free  by  apprenticeship,  unless^  in- 
deed, it  was  a  dinerence  in  favour  of  the 
former.  Many  persons. enjoyed  titles  and 
estates  by  "  the  accident  of  birth,'*  and  he 
did  not  see  why  these  poor  men  should  lose 
their  rights  as  freemen,  which  were  as  dear 
to  them  as  the  titles  and  estates  of  the  noble 
Lords  opposite,  merely  because  they  enjoyed 
them  only  by  *'  the  accident  of  birth."  But, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  sons  of  fnemen,  if  thlu 
deprived,  would,  in  numbers  of  instances, 
incur  the  loss  of  these  rights  and  privi- 
leges solely  by  reason  of  "  the  aoddent  of 
birth,"  which  ought  to  confirm  them,  foTi 
as. he  had  before  stated,  they  would  have 
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been  apprenticed,  and  bo  have  secured  them^ 
but  that  it  was  considered  unnecessary^  be- 
cause they  were  free  bom.  He  declared 
he  could  not,  for  the  life  of  him,  see  the 
justice  of  the  distinction  drawn  by  the 
noble  Lord;  and  if  the  Clause,  as  now 
amended  by  him,  should  be  carried,  and  no 
other  hon.  Member  should  take  up  the 
subject,  he  should  certainly  on  the  bringing 
up  of  the  Report^  propose  to  extend  the 
Amendment,  so  as  to  place  the  existing 
sons  of  freemen  in  the  same  situation  with 
those  persons  now  under  indentures  of  ap- 
prenticeship. 

Colonel  SiUhorp  was  not  inclined  to 
consider  these  Amendments  of  the  noble 
Lord  as  satisfactory.  They  were  merely 
proposed  to  induce  the  Committee  to 
swallow  this  bitter  pill  more  readily.  He 
complained  that  every  day  the  noble  Lord 
came  down  to  the  House  with  some  Amend- 
ment, eiiher  verbal  or  in  print ;  but  if  in 
print,  with  so  few  copies  of  the  print  that 
not  more  than  two  or  three  Members  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  it.  He  denounced 
this  as  a  most  unconstitutional  practice.  It 
only  showed  how  absurd  it  was  for  the 
Government  to  introduce  Bills,  of  which 
they  had  not  thoroughly  considered  the  de* 
tails.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford,  that  there  was  no  reason  for 
depriving  the  sons  of  freemen  of  the  rights 
which  were  continued  to  the  apprentices. 
He  had  the  honour  of  being  himself  a 
freeman,  and  he  was  proud  of  having  re- 
ceived that  honour  from  his  revered  father, 
who,  he  knew,  was  proud  of  having  trans- 
mitted it  to  him.  He  should  also  l^  proud 
to  transmit  the  same  honour  to  those  who 
came  after  him.  He  condemned  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  fickleness  of  purpose  which  he 
had  displayed  in  departing  from  the  solemn 
compact  which  he  had  made  with  the 
country  in  pasung  the  Reform  Bill.  What 
could  we  expect  mat  it  ?  That  we  should 
be  told,  at  some  day  not  very  distant,  that  our 
estates  should  be  confiscated,  because  the 
noble  Lord  willed  it,  and  that  they  should 
be  given  to  a  multitude  of  banditti  who 
were  all  ready  to  take  them.  He  protested 
against  that  He  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  recollect  now  he  had  lately 
been  kicked  out  of  Devon,  and  how  many 
sweet  promises  he  had  been  obliged  to 
make  to  gain  the  sweet  voices  of  the  ten- 
pounders  at  Stroud.  These  things  roiild 
not  last  long.  The  noble  Lord  would  Hnd 
that  the  man  who  praised  him  to-day,  for 
making  such  promises  would  hunt  him 
down  to*Qiorfow  if  he  did  not  make  pro- 


mises still  larger.  The  course  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  pursued  last  night  was  not 
calculated  to  do  him  much  honour.  The 
noble  Lord  would  have  done  himself  more 
honour  had  he  kept  to  the  promises  which 
he  made  to  the  House  when  he  said  that 
he  would  adhere  to  the  Reform  Bill  as  a 
solemn  compact.  The  noble  Lord  had 
often  boasted  that  that  B31  had  added  half 
a  million  of  electors  to  the  constituency ; 
but  now  with  another  Bill  he  was  pre- 
paring to  cut  that  constituency  short  in  a 
very  h>w  and  cunning  manner.  Even  this 
was  not  to  be  a  final  Act  The  hon.  Mem. 
her  for  Southwark  had  frankly  told  them 
that  he  only  looked  upon  it  as  a  step  to 
something  else.  There  was  to  be  a  mas- 
sacre he  supposed.  Of  one  thing  he  was 
convinced,  that  there  would  be  a  monopoly  of 
Church-property  as  long  as  there  could  be, 
and  that,  because  the  confiscation  of  Church 
would  touch  self.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  give 
something  to  their  country  from  their  own 
properties,  and  then  he  should  believe  them 
patriots.  He  diould  get  nothing  by  this, 
but  he  stood  up  on  this  occasion  for  a  set 
of  poor  men  against  those  who  had  un- 
justly attacked  and  vilified  them.  This 
was  an  insult  to  the  country,  and  as,  he 
believed,  most  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of 
a  liberal  and  patriotic  Sovereign. 

Mr.  Goulbum  suggested,  that  some  fur. 
ther  alteration  was  wanted  in  this  Clause. 
The  circumstances  of  the  different  boroughs 
were  so  various,  that  there  must  be  various 
modes  devised  for  dealing  with  them.  In 
some  boroughs  there  were  persons  connected 
with  them  who  were  neither  freemen,  nor 
burgesses,  nor  inhabitants.  For  instance, 
at  Morpeth  there  were  certain  persons 
called  free  brothers,  who  were  neither 
freemen,  nor  burgesses,  nor  inhabitants  of 
the  town.  They  formed,  however,  a  class 
out  of  which  the  burgesses  were  elected. 
They  were  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  pas- 
turage on  certain  lands,  a  privilege  whidi 
was  considered  to  be  worth  9^  a.year.  Now 
the  case  of  these  persons  was  not  at  all  pro- 
vided for  under  this  Clause,  even  as  the 
noble  Lord  had  amended  it 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  that  his 
Amendment  would  meet  all  cases ;  but  if 
it  were  necessary,  he  would  endeavour  to 
extend  it  so  as  to  meet  the  case  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  put  to  hint 

Mr.  Trevor  said,  that  his  objection  to 
this  Amendment  was,  that  it  was  only  a 
half-and-half  measure;  in  short,  that  it  was 
an  a«(gnivation  of  the  original  wrong. 

Pint  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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-   On  tlie  second  Amendment  being  put» 

Mr.  Esicouri  wished  to  know  if  the 
answer  that  had  been  made  to  his  hon. 
Friend  near  him  (Mr.  Edward  Peel,  we 
suppose)  applied  to  persons  acquiring  pro- 
TP&ctj,  not  only  by  apprenticeship  but  in 
other  modes,  by  inheritance,  for  instance  ? 
To  the  borough  of  Malmesbury  there  be- 
longed a  large  tract  of  land,  to  which  the 
freemen  had  a  right,  though  they  had  no 
elective  right  for  Members  of  Parliament 
They  had  possessed  it  for  centuries  by  in- 
heritance, and  their  progeny  had  the  same 
rights  to  possess  it  as  themselves.  Would 
the  Clause  deprive  them  of  those  rights  ? 

Lord  John  Russell:  The  Clause  did  not 
relate  to  what  the  hon.  Member  referred. 
It  was  not  yet  decided  how  property  by 
inheritance  could  be  dealt  with,  or  whether 
it  should  be  treated  like  the  common  case 
of  the  rights  of  burgesses  to  certain  lands. 
He  would  take  some  further  time  to  con. 
sider  the  question. 

Mr.  Esicouri  was  obliged  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  his  answer  to  the  question,  as  he 
intended  to  give  notice  of  an  Amendment 
respecting  the  rights  of  freemen  to  certain 
landed  property. 

Lord  J(An  Russell  would  be  ^lad  if  the 
bon*  Member  would  give  his  notice. 

Mr.  ffConneU  :  In  order  to  establish  the 
principle,  there  should  be  facts  to  sub- 
stantiate it  He  did  not  see  a  word  in  the 
Bill  that  tended  to  take  away  the  rights  of 
inheritance.  The  hon.  Member-  should 
bring  forward  his  facts,  and  place  them 
in  the  hands  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Esicouri  was  anxious  that  the  class 
of  persons  alluded  to  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  layine  the  facts  of  their  sevenJ 
cases  before  the  House.  If  they  really  did 
possess  such  facts,  he  should  ask  the  Com- 
mittee for  a  fair  opportunity  of  stating 
them  to  it  He  thought  the  Clause  inter- 
fered with  the  rights  ^uded  to,  and  at  any 
rate  they  ought  not  to  legislate  until  they 
had  the  facts  of  the  cases  of  those  persons 
before  them. 

Colonel  Sibihorp  expressed  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  Bill  would  take  away 
heritable  rights. 

Mr.  (ycSnnell:  Only  as  to  lands. 
Sir  Maiihew  WkUe  Ridlof  wished  to 
know  how  corporate  property,  after  the 
rights  of  the  present  holder  had  ceased, 
was  to  be  disposed  of  P 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  all  persons 

now  entitled  to  any  corporate  rights  would 

continue  to  enjoy  them ;  but  that  as  soon 

as   the  interests  of  those  persons  ceased, 
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their  proportion  would  go  to  the  general 
fund  of  the  borough. 

Mr.  Robinson  was  of  opinion  that  tho 
inchoate  rights  of  the  freemen  of  all  classes 
ought  to  be  as  tenderly  dealt  with  by  that 
House  as  the  rights  a£  the  nobility  them- 
selves. 

Sir  Rdberi  Peel  said,  it  was  desirable 
that  this  part  of  the  measure  should  be 
settled  upon  a  fixed  and  sound  principle. 
He  knew  it  was  difficult  to  suggest  any- 
thing in  which  it  might  not  be  possible  to 
show  that  some  part  of  it  was  not  in  strict 
conformity  with  a  general  principle.     But 
it  seemed  to  be  agreed  by  all  parties  that  it 
was  very  desirable  to  make  corporate  pro- 
perty available  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
monalty at  large.     There  might  be  special 
cases  in  which  the  property  had  been  given 
to  particular  individuals;  but  assuming  that, 
by  the  original  intention  of  the  donors,  the 
property  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  boroughs  at  large,  it  was  ad- 
mitted that,  by  very  long  prescription,  of 
which  they  could  scarcely  trace  the  origin, 
this  property  had  been  appropriated  to  oer« 
tain  descriptions  of  inhabitants  only,  and 
that  the  right  to  participate  in  it  was  now 
only  to  be  acquired  by  birth,  servitude,  or 
marriage.  It  appeared  to  him  that  it  would 
be  consistent  with  respect  to  the  original 
destination  of  this  property-*at  least  it 
would  be  as  near  an  approximation  to  its 
ori^nal  destination  as  it  was  possible  to 
arrive  at,  if  the  House  were  to  establish 
this  principle— namely,  that  those  who 
were  not  now  married  should  not  hereafter 
by  marriage  derive  any  right  to  participate 
in  this  property :  that  those  who  had  not 
yet  entered  into  servitude,  should  not  have 
any  such  right ;  but  that  those  who  had  so 
entered  into  servitude  should  be  considered 
as  havxDg  an  inchoate  right;  and  that  with 
respect  to  birth,  those  now  actually  bom 
should  be  put  upon  the  same  footing  as 
those  who  had  now  actually  entered  into 
servitude;  while  those  who  should  here- 
after be  bom  should  participate  in  the  pro- 
perty only  so  far  as  they  were  membera  of 
the  commonalty  at  large.    He  thought  this 
would  be  putting  corporate  property  into 
the  hands  c^  the  commonalty  as  speedily  as 
possibb,  conststent  with  justice  to  the  rights 
of  individuals.    He  would  respect  the  in- 
choate rights   of   those  who  were    now 
married,  those  who  were  now  bound,  and 
those  who  were  now  bora,  which  would 
be  respecting  the  rights  of  the  existing 
generation  at  the  expense  only  of  a  little 
delay.    That  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  ia^ 
2Q 


1 1 61      Corporatum  Rifirm  —     {  COMMONS} 


Cdmmiii0$, 


IMS 


telligent  principle  on  whidi  to  place  the 
question,  and  to  which  he  would  strongly 
advise  the  noble  Lord  to  accede;  otherwise 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  placed  in  a  situa* 
tion  of  great  difficulty  with  respect  to  the 
claims  by  birth  and  by  servitude.  If  this 
principle  should  be  adopted,  after  a  oertam 
period  the  whole  of  the  corporate  property 
would  become  the  property  of  the  com* 
monalty.  It  was  true  that  the  share  which 
these  freemen  claimed  was  comparatively 
small,  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  lower  the 
classes  were  who  claimed  it,  and  the  smaller 
their  rights  were,  the  more  bounden  was 
the  House  to  respect  those  rights.  If  in- 
deed they  were  dealing  with  a  Rail-road 
Bill,  for  instance,  then  the  language  to  be 
held  would  be  that  the  public  good  should 
take  place  of  private  interest;  but  when 
dealing  with  the  rights  of  the  humbler 
classes,  a  different  deling  ought  to  guide 
their  proceedings.  He  thought  that  the 
principle  he  recommended  would  be  the 
best  mode  of  conciliating  that  unanimity 
which  was  so  desirable  on  this  occasion^ 

Mr.  Blackhume  thought  the  Clause  as  it 
now  stood,  without  any  Amendment,  was 
one  better  able  to  be  supported  upon  prin- 
ciple than  any  Amendment  that  could  be 
suggested.  Bat  if  they  were  to  have  en 
Amendment,  ^en  he  perfectly  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  his  suggestion 
was  the  next  best  principle.  He  could  not 
understand  why  upon  principle  he  ought  to 
consider  the  inchoate  right  <^  an  apprentice 
before  the  right  of  any  other  person  what- 
soever ;  for  although  it  might  be  said  that 
a  person  on  entering  into  apprenticeship 
paid  a  certain  som  of  money  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  therefore  expected  all  the  advant- 
ages which  the  law  gave  to  him,  so  also 
might  it  be  said  of  the  man  who  purchased 
his  freedom;  and  the  House  was  aware 
that  there  were  a  great  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  freedom  was  purchased.  Cer. 
tainly  the  inevitable  consequence  of  this 
Bill  must  be  some  interference  with  pro- 
perty that  appeared,  at  least,  if  it  did  not 
really  belong  to  the  persons  who  were  now 
in  possession  of  it ;  ther^re  it  was  neoes. 
sary  to  take  care  to  act  upon  some  sound 
principle ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
sound  principle  not  to  attend  to  inchoate 
rights  at  all,  but  merely  to  preserve  the 
rights  of  those  who  are  now  in  possession. 
If,  however,  Parliament  should  attend  to 
inchoate  rights,  he  thought  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  the  one  that 
eame  the  nearest  to  the  principle  of  the 
Clause  proposed  by  the  noUe  Lord. 


The  Chancdlor  of  the  Etteheqmr  qutle 
concurred  with  thenig^t  hon*  Baronet,  that 
it  was  expedient  tlut  the  House  shonld 
deal  with  this  part  of  the  subject  upon  an 
intelliffible  and  plain  principle.  He  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
distinction  that  he  conceived  to  exist  ba. 
tween  the  right  of  property  acquired  in 
these  boroughs  by  means  of  servitude,  and 
the  right  acquired  by  birth.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  great 
object  in  view  was  to  make  this  corporate 
property  available  in  the  shortest  possibie 
period  to  the  interests  of  the  community  at 
large.  He  would  confine  his  arguments 
on  the  present  occasion  to  the  cases  of  right 
by  birth  and  right  by  servitude.  The  ri^t 
of  servitude  arose  from  contracts  enterad 
into  either  by  the  individual  himself,  or  by 
some  person  on  his  behalf,  frequently  in 
consideratton  of  the  payment  of  a  sum  of 
mon^,  in  exchange  for  which  he  expected 
to  derive  certain  pecuniary  advantages.  In 
the  case  of  a  right  acquired  by  birth,  none 
of  these  considerations  arooe ;  there  was  no 
contract  whatsoever;  these  was  no  pay** 
ment  of  a  fine  upon  the  indentures ;  tkm 
were,  in  short,  none  of  the  eksnents  wUdi 
peeuliarly  belonged  to  the  case  of  servitude. 
Gentlemen  most  oonsider»  that  if  the^f 
affirmed  the  question  which  had  been  raised 
relative  to  the  right  by  birthy  they  would 
postpone^— he  would  not  say  indefinitely, 
but  fi)r  a  very  hmg  period  indeed—- the  at- 
tainment of  that  ultimate  object  which  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Baxenet  opposite,  in  common 
with  himself,  considered  they  all  had  in 
view«— namdy,  the  realiaation  of  theae 
funds  for  the  common  interest.  There  waa 
no  contract  in  that  case ;  there  waa  no  pe* 
cunxary  consideration;  there  was  only  the 
right  which  had  accrued,  under  the  exist- 
ing  state  of  things,  whidi,  after  all  waa  a 
oorporate  ri^t;  which,  afrer4dl,  aoeoiiding 
to  the  statement  of  the  rig^t  honw  Gentle- 
man himself,  was  a  question  of  usage, 
grafted  on  the  original  estaUishmeot  of 
these  Corporations.  His  object  had  been 
to  show  the  great  distinction  which  existed 
between  the  rig^t  by  servitude  and  tihe 
right  by  birth,  and  he  trusted  he  hod 
succeeded. 

Mr.  Gau&urn  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  ChanoeUor  of  the  ExdM* 
quer,  to  have  argued,  that  the  present  was 
a  mere  question  of  property,  and  should, 
tfaerefi>rd,  be  considered  apart  from  the  eon- 
siderations  which  might  otherwise  have 
been  involved  in  its  discussion.  He  eon* 
tended  that  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
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i^t  bttu  OeDUemaa  was  one  of  a  moBt 
dniflerous  nature,  inasmuch  as  it  went  to 
astaolish  a  broad  distinction  between  tbe 
neunty  of  property  derired  from  inherit- 
aooe,  and  that  derived  from  purchase.  The 
light  hon*  Gentleman  had  said,  in  effect, 
'*  i  will  respect  the  right  of  the  apprentice, 
because  he  has  paid  a  pecuniary  considenu 
tioa  for  it;  but,  as  the  son  of  a  freeman 
hiheiits  a  right  which  the  other  acquired 
by  his  own  purdiase,  or  that  of  some  per~ 
son  on  his  behalf,  I  will  not  consider  his 
title  to  his  property  as  bang  equally  good, 
or  his  right  as  being  equally  strong. "  Now 
he  would  say,  that  by  drawing  such  dis- 
tinctions, and  deciding  upon  such  grounds, 
dwy  would  naturally  shake  the  stability  of 
proper^  in  this  country.  Mark  the  way 
in  which  the  principle  would  operate  if  the 
son  of  the  freeman  were  not  allowed  the 
same  advantages  as  the  apprentice.  In 
many  of  the  boroughs  under  discussion, 
only  the  eldest  sons  m  freemen  had  a  right 
to  their  fteedom  on  their  coming  of  age. 
In  thoib  boroughs  it  was  the  custom  for 
the  father  to  bind  his  second  son  iqiprentioe, 
with  die  view  of  enabling  him  to  gain  his 
fieeddm  by  servitude^  trusting  to  the  eldest 
son  acquiring  his  privilege  in  the  oidinary 
way  without  any  apprenticeship  at  all. 
What  would  be  die  state  of  evoy  family 
duis  droufflstanoed  if  the  Amendment  ci 
the  noble  Lord  alone  were  introdnoed? 
Why,  the  fither  would  be  compelled  un. 
willingly  to  disinherit  the  eldest  son,  be- 
OBiise  he  relied  upon  the  provisions  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  trusted  impliciUy  to  his 
aeqnSrine  his  freedom  without  i^prentioe* 
ship,  and  the  whole  benefit  would  be  tian»* 
flBrred  to  the  second  son. 

The  Qnestion  carried. 

Mr.  BMnmm  then  moved  the  addition 
of  the  following  words  to  the  Amendment; 
"And  also  to  the  sons  of  freemen  now 
bom,  who  are  at  present  entitled  to  their 
freedom  in  any  city  or  borough." 

Mr.  Moc/fon  b^ged  to  put  a  not  im- 
probable case,  of  which  he  thonght  the 
Committee  should  not  lose  sight  in  coming 
to  a  decision  upon  this  point.  A  man  in 
the  expectation  of  ii  fisunily,  frequently  pur- 
chased  his  own  ficeedom  with  the  view  of 
making  his  son  a  freeman ;  whereas,  if  he 
wished  him  to  obtain  his  freedom  by  ap- 
prsntioeship,  he  paid  for  his  indentures, 
in  the  first  case  he  obtained  no  benefit 
whatever  for  himself,  but  expended  a  sum 
of  money  to  [wocure  certain  privileges  for 
his  son.    There  were  many  charities  for 


wInvo  a  man  had  eig^  OK  niaeix  k  waaa» 
obfeet  of  great  importance  ta  him  to  obtaia 
an  education  for  them  at  as  little  expense) 
as  possible.  There  were  many  instances 
in  which  ia^viduals  had  made  themselves 
fiteemen  at  the  expense  of  a  nuKh  lar^ 
peenniuy  outlay  than  they  would  have  uu 
cuzred  Ittd  th^  acquired  die  right  for  their 
children  by  apfsrentioeship  for  the  express 
purpose  of  procuring  this  education.  The 
adoption  of  the  proposed  course  would  en- 
tail the  greatest  hardship  and  injustice 
upon  diese  persons^. 

Lord  John  RubsM  would  slate,  in  a 
very  few  words,  the  g^und  on  which  be 
anticipated  very  greai  danger  and  difficulty 
from  drawing  the  line  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Genllenuia  who  had  just  sat  down.  The 
hoou  Gentleman  bad  saidn-<and  he  said,  no 
doubt,  with  pofect  truth— 4hat  the  father 
of  a  family  would  frequently  pay  a  very 
large  sum  for  his  fireedom,  because  he 
knew  his  childzen  would  have  the  benefit 
of  being  the  sons  of  a  freeman ;  and  be- 
cause, in  the  event  of  Ids  having  eight  or 
nine  sons,  it  ¥rou]d  be  extranely  conveni- 
ent to  him  to  avail  hioMetf  of  die  corporate 
funds  in  dieir  eduoatioo.  Let  the  House 
consider  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  now 
proposed :  a  person  who  had  purchased  his 
freeiom  three  3rean  ago^  having  then  two 
aoos»  would  have  piud  a  large  sum  for 
their  education,  and  they  would  be  endded 
to  the  benefit  of  die  sdiools  to  which  the 
hon.  Gendeman  had  rderred,  but  die  other 
seven  sons  he  mi^t  have  afW wards,  would 
be  altogether  excluded  fiom  them.  The 
adoption  of  the  Clausei,  then,  would  be  pro. 
ducdve  of  die  great  hardshipi  that  a  man 
who  had  paid  a  valuable  consid««tion  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  educadon  for  his 
sonil,  would  not  obtain  die  benefit  for  se- 
curing which  he  had  expended  his  money. 
Tbe  prindide  now  sought  to  be  adopted 
had  been  laid  down  in  die  first  Seform 
Bill,  and  it  had  been  met  with  die  very 
objection  he  had  just  stated. 

Viscount  Homck  said,  it  was  perfeody 
dear  to  his  mind,  that  if  they  gave  way  to 
the  amendment  of  die  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  (Mr.  B(4>in8on)>  they  would 
open  a  door,  which  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  diut,  and  adopt  a  pruiople 
which  experience  proved  to  be  most  ill** 
advised  and  injunoos.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated,  he  thought  most  uih 
answemUy,  diat  it  was  of  the  greatest  pos- 
able  importance  that  die  property  of  the 
corporations  should,  at  as  early  a  period  as 


the  education  of  the  sons  of  freemen,  and  I  posrible  be  vested  in  the  community  at 
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large,  to  be  employed  for  parposes  in  which 
the  community  at  large  were  interested, 
instead  of  being  frittered  away,  as  at  pre. 
sent,  in  small  donations  to  individuals,  in 
a  manner,  he  knew  practically,  in  99  caseB 
out  of  100  conducive  neither  to  their  own 
interest,  the  public  interest,  nor  the  inter- 
est of   the    individuals   themselves.     He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Hudders. 
field,  whose  exertions  on  the  Municipal 
Corporation  Commission  had  been  so  un- 
remitting, and  attended  with    so    much 
benefit,  that  it  would  have  been  most  de- 
sirable to  retain  the  original  Clause  if  pos- 
sible ;  but  he  was  convinced  that  its  pra&- 
tical  effect  would  have  been  to  occasion 
hardships  which  it  would  be  quite  impos- 
sible for  the  House  to  prevent  or  remove. 
It  had  been  distinctly  proved,  that  in  some 
boroughs,  persons  on  entering  into  their 
apprenticeship,  were  compelled  to  pay,  not 
merely  the  ordinary  premium  to  the  master 
whom  they  served,  but  a  fee  of  30/.  into 
the  corporation  chest,  as  they  distinctly 
said,  with  a  view  to  the  pecuniary  benefits 
which  were  afterwards  to  result  to  them 
from  the  freedom  so  acquired.     In  these 
cases,  persons  having  actually  paid  for  their 
freedom,  it  would  he  quite  impossible  for 
that  House  to  deprive  Uiem  of  it.    It  was 
quite  impossible  to  distinguish  the  cases  in 
which  an  increased  premium  had  been  paid 
with  a  view  to  the  ulterior  advantages  to 
be  gained ;  *  from  what  he  had  just  sug- 
gested, and  as  in  all  cases  of  apprenticeship 
something  was  ftona^ySicfepaid—'Some  actual 
service  performed — with  a  view  to  pecuni- 
ary advantages,  he  thought  it  only  fair  that 
those  pecuniary  advantages  should  be  pre- 
served to  the  parties  interested.    On  strict 
legal  principles,  inchoate  rights  might  stand 
on  an  equal  footing  with  these;  but  morally 
speaking,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  a 
right  to  be  inherited,  and  which  was  in 
itself  a  great  abuse  and  an  usurpation, 
stood  on  very  different  munds  from  one 
acquired  by  servitude.    He  entreated  the 
Committee  to  consider  the  practical  effect 
of  the  Amendment.    They  must  remember 
that  they  were  not  only  dealing  with  the 
rights  of  land  and  common,  but  with  the 
right  of  exemption  from  toll;    and  they 
must  remember  that  that  exemption  was 
already  felt  as  a  great  inconvenience  and 
hardship.      There  were    two   notices  of 
amendments  in  the  printed  list  at  that  mo- 
ment* the  object  of  which  was  to  deprive 
even  the  existing  freemen  of  that  right  of 
exemption  from  tolls,  which   the  present 
iQeasure  proposed  to  preserve  so  far  as  they 


were  concerned.    He  admitted  diat  fkia 
would  not  be  an  act  of  justice ;    but  he 
contended,  nevertheless,  that  to  continue 
for  a  period  the  termination  of  whidi  no 
man  could  foresee,  the  exemption  of  a  cer* 
tain  class  of  men  from  the  tolls  paid  by 
their  fellow  citizens  was  an  inconvenience 
of  so  serious  a  description  that  the  House^ 
instead  of  increasing,  should  be  most  anxi- 
ous to  prevent  it.     It  was  well  known,  he 
believed,  that  in  the  town  of  Liverpool  one 
merchant  had  an  advantage  over  another 
merchant   in   precisely   sunilar    drcum. 
stances,  and  with  an   equal  amount   of 
capital,  of  not  less  than  1,400/. ;  yet  the 
strict  right,  of  these  individuals  was  the 
same.    The  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
had  drawn  a  distinction  between  the  right 
of  exemption  from  toll  and  the  right  of  com- 
mon.    Now,  in  his  opinion,  they  were  pre- 
cisely similar ;  both  were  originally  granted 
by  the  charter  for  the  common  benefit  of 
the   whole  population  of  the  town.     In 
course  of  time,  however,  these  privileges* 
which  had  been  conferred  upon  the  town 
for  the  benefit  of  all,  became  confined  to  a 
certain  privileged  class  of  the  inhafaitantB. 
Looking,  then,  at  the  extent  of  the  incon- 
venience incurred  by  preserving  to  peculiar 
persons  pecuniary  advantages  of  this  kind, 
and  so  depriving  the  public  of  funds  whidi 
might  be  ajmlied  in  a  much  more  useful 
manner,  he  did  not  think  tiiat  the  Houae 
would  be  justified  in  keeping  up-  the  pre- 
sent exemptions  from  toll  and  rights  of 
common  to  those  who  had  not  actually 
purchased  them  for  valuable  consideration ; 
and,  therefore,  he  could  see  no  gronnds  to 
justify  their  adopting  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester.    There 
was  another  point  of  view  in  which  the 
case  of  these  inchoate  rishts   might  be 
viewed.    It  was  clearly  the  right  of  the 
corporation  to  admit  an  unlimited  number 
of  new  burgesses.    Now,  if  this  right  were 
to  be  exercised  to  any  extent,  the  expectant 
to  the  privileaes  of  freedom  would  find  his 
prospective  advantages  reduced -to  an  in- 
finitely low  amount    Nay,    mate:   the 
corporation  might  resign  their  clmrter  alto* 
pether,  and  then  he  need  hardly  aav  tiwir 
inchoate  rights  would  be  totudly  annihikled. 

Sir  Robert  InglU  heard  with  great  sur- 
prise, the  arguments  just  advanced  by  tlie 
noble  Lord.  This  was  certainly  the  first 
time  that  he  (Rir  R.  Inglis)  had  heard  the 
application  of  property  used  as  an  aigo- 
ment  against  the  possession  of  it. 

Viscount  Honfick  must  beg  to  intemipi 
the  hon.  Baronet  for  one  moment     He 


1198 


Jteformr^       {J47K£  34} 


Committee. 


1194 


had  made  a  very  serious  charge  against 
him,  and  he  hcnped  he  might  he  permitted 
to  eacphiin  it.  What  he  had  said  was,  that 
he  ooncuTied  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  thinking  it  desirahle,  as  soon  as  it  could 
be  done  consistently  with  justice,  that  this 
property  should  be  brought  into  the  hands 
of  the  community  at  large.  To  show  the 
importance  of  such  a  proceeding,  he  had 
adverted  to  its  perversion  from  the  objects 
to  which  it  was  originally  intended  to  be 
applied,  and  to  the  uttle  benefit  its  expen- 
diture conferred  even  upon  the  individuals 
to  whose  use  it  was  chiefly  applied. 

Sir  Robert  IngUs  said,  that  in  many  in- 
stances property  in  expectancy  was  as 
much  a  matter  of  right  as  that  in  actual 
possession.  Expectancies  purchased  for  a 
valuable  consideration— -of  25^,  for  in- 
stance, were  fully  as  much  entitled  to  re- 
spect as  the  25^  itself  if  it  had  remained  in 
the  hands  of  the  purchaser,  or  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  himself.  He  believed  that 
there  was  scarcely  any  provision  in  this 
Bill  which  so  deeply,  and  in  so  important  a 
manner,  involved  the  rights  of  property  as 
the  Clause  now  under  consideration.  He 
disagreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
late  ChaaceUor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to 
the  opinion  he  had  stated,  that  the  funds 
attached  to  corporate  foundations  were 
disposable  generally  for  the  public  benefit. 
These  funds  had  been  bequeathed  and 
limited  for  certain  defined  local  and  per- 
sonal purposes,  and  no  one  had  a  right  to 
divest  them  from  the  expressed  purposes 
of  the  original  endowment.  He  held 
that  the  House  had  no  more  right,  on 
general  grounds  of  expediency,  to  divert  the 
funds  of  the  corporations  from  their  original 
source,  than  they  had  to  put  into  one  gene- 
ral hotch-potch  the  property  of  the  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  and  apply 
them  to  the  general  purposes  of  the  State. 

Sir  RobeH  Peel  did  not  go  the  full 
length  of  saying,  that  in  all  cases  the  in- 
terests of  individuals  should  be  sacrificed. 
He  expressed  an  opinion  on  reserved  cases 
which  should  be  taken  into  consideration, 
those  of  individuals  who  purchased  certain 
corporate  rights  and  privileges.  These  he 
was  of  opmion  should  be  respected.  But, 
generally,  he  admitted  that  most  of  the 
property  of  corporations  was  intended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  community  at  large ; 
and  it  would  be  desirable  that  the  com- 
munity should  recover  it  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  Blackbume  said,  he  for  one  did  not 
maintain  that  there  was  no  difference  be* 
tween  the  cases^  where  a  purchase  was 


made  by  individuals,  and  the  cases  of  en- 
dowments granted  for  the  genonal  purposes 
of  corporations.  Suppose  an  old  man  paid 
to  the  corporation  as  large  a  sum  as  his 
freedom  cost  him,  that  was  a  case  that 
should  be  respect^,  and  that  man's  right 
oueht  not  to  be  touched.  But  that  was 
different  from  the  diversion  of  endowments 
from  the  original  intent.  If  the  Bill  was 
frittered  away  by  one  consideration  and 
another,  they  could  never  get  on.  Let 
those  who  now  enjoy  rights  possess  them 
all  their  lives,  but  let  the  House  not  grant 
inchoate  rights. 

Mr.  Pcmett  Thomson  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  that 
where  money  was  left  for  particular  pur- 
poses the  right  should  be  reserved.  But 
where  funds  were  left  for  the  benefit  of  all 
it  was  unjust  they  should  be  monopolized 
by  individuals.  He  was  not  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford,  who  said 
there  should  be  no  diversion  of  any  fund 
from  the  parties  who  now  enjoyed  it  to  any 
other  purpose,  should  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. But  he  was  surprised  that  those 
who  thought  funds  were  now  appropriated 
to  purposes  difierent  from  the  original  in- 
tention should  vote  for  it.  There  was  no 
extent  to  which  the  Amendment  might  not 
be  carried.  If  inchoate  rights  by  marriage 
or  apprenticeship  were  allowed,  it  would 
apply  to  children  yet  unborn.  If  the  Com- 
mittee adopted  that  line,  there  would  be 
no  end  to  the  consequences.  He  would 
draw  another  line ;  but  he  differed  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  where 
the  line  should  end.  If  they  drew  the  line 
where  an  apprentice  gave  a  pecuniary  con. 
sideration,  or  made  a  contract,  though  no 
money  was  given,  they  would  act  fairly  to 
the  parties,  without  injuring  the  commu- 
nity. The  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
said  he  did  not  wish  to  continue  exclusion 
from  tolls.  QMr.  Robinson :  Exclusive 
trading.]  That  made  very  little  distinction. 
If  two  persons  set  up  in  trade  in  a  town, 
and  one  of  them  was  exempted  from  a  cer- 
tain tax,  and  the  other  not,  the  latter  could 
not  compete  with  the  former,  and  would 
suffer  in  his  business.  It  seemed  the  griev. 
ance  of  the  tolls  was  sought  to  be  perpetu- 
ated to  the  community  by  continuing  the 
exemption  to  children  unborn,  in  secula 
secuhrum*  In  Liverpool  he  heard  of  one 
Gentleman  whose  exemption  from  town 
fees  and  tolls  amounted  to  500^  a^year. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  seemed  to 
think  that  the  Clause  meant  to  injure  in- 
dividuals without  benefitting  society.  That 
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was  not  80.  For  to  reserve  a  benefit  to 
pemus  not  yet  bom,  would  be  to  deprive 
society  of  it.  He  (Mr.  Thomson)  would 
nther  benefit  than  injure  the  community 
^^e  would  ffuard  the  rights  of  property 
without  injunng  society. 

Mr.  WilHams  WynH  said,  the  genesal 
principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  of  not  allowing  a  descent  of 
ri^t  to  the  son,  was  opposed  to  every 
principle  of  law  and  property.  The  title 
of  the  son  was  oonfinned  to  him  by  kw, 
and  should  not  be  taken  away  without 
compensation.  The  person  on  whom  ui 
estate  was  settled  in  succession  had  as  good 
a  right  to  it  as  the  existing  owner.  That 
was  one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of 
the  Law  of  Property,  and  could  not  be 
violated  without  t2ie  grossest  outrage  on 
justice.  It  was  said,  *'  If  you  estabush  a 
case  of  perpetual  succession,  where  will 
you  end?"  But  Pariiament  and  the  law 
had  granted  the  right  to  him,  and  it  could 
not  be  taken  away  without  compensation. 
Parliament  certainly  could  intofere  with 
the  Law  of  Property ;  but  when,  he  wished 
to  know,  did  Par&ament  ever  deprive  a 
man  of  his  property  without  compensation  ? 
If  Parliament  once  established  the  principle, 
that  it  had  a  right  to  take  away  property 
of  any  description  by  the  mere  JuU  of  its 
will,  and  without  ^ving  in  lieu  thereof 
compensation  to  the  deprived  party,  such 
a  piinciple  would  go  far  to  shake  the 
foundations  of  all  property  whatsoever. 
Those  who  suroorted  the  inchoate  rights 
of  the  sons  of  memen  were  charged  with 
the  support  of  rights  originally  grounded 
in  abuse  and  usurpation ;  but  it  would  be 
very  difficult,  if  such  an  objection  were 
admitted,  to  save  any  property  in  the  land 
from  the  fate  which  was  likely  to  await 
the  rights  of  freemen.  What  property 
would  be  safe  if  they  looked  back  into  past 
centuries  for  its  origin?  What  was  the 
title  to  Abbey-lands  and  other  estates  ob- 
tained by  the  ancestors  of  their  present 
pos  essors,  SOO  years  since,  but  the  unjust 
attainders  or  confiscation  of  former  pro- 
prietors ?  Nay,  they  might  even  look  back 
to  Domesday.book,  and  examine  what 
would  be  the  vali^ty  of  title  to  all  that 
property  which  was  acquired  from  the 
Saxon  owners  by  Norman  plunderers,  if 
this  laxity  of  principle  were  admitted  in 
dealing  with  property?  The  argument 
really  applied  as  well  to  the  cases  he  had 
put,  as  to  that  now  under  discussion. 
Many  advanti^^es  had  been  conceded,  by 
testamentcry  te^uestf,  lo  the  freemen  j 


and  if  these  were  not  held  Kaei«d>  why 
should  other  property  continued  in  auooea- 
sion,  in  a  similar  manner,  be  held  sscted  by 
the  kws  of  the  land  ?  Much  also  had 
been  said  by  hon.  Memben  in  the  debale, 
on  the  subject  of  exemptiim  tram  tolls; 
and  it  had  been  argued,  that  it  was 
unfair^  that  one  class  of  men  should  be 
exempt  while  another  were  sobjeet; 
but  were  freemen  the  only  persona  who 
had  a  light  of  exemption  from  txdls? 
He  knew  of  many  instances,  where  cen- 
turies ago,  the  original  grantors  of  the  toDs 
had  reserved  to  the  occupiers  of-  Imd  in 
particular  townships,  which  were  their 
own  property,  a  perpetual  exemption  ttrom 
those  tolls.  These  lands  had  repeated^ 
been  sold,  and,  of  coui%,  commanded  a 
larger  price,  on  account  of  these  exewplMNia. 
Surely  it  would  be  most  unjust  to  lake 
away  property  thus  obtained ;  yet  how  was 
the  right  of  the  freeholder  to  he  meintahied 
if  that  of  the  freemen  were  destroyed?  Nor 
was  the  assertion  correct,  that  these  rights 
had  genendiy  been  acquired  by  usnrpatioa 
and  dbuse.  He  would  take,  for  instance,  the 
cases  of  which  he  knew  most,  the  borou^s 
in  Wales,  and  the  Marches.  In  these  it 
would  be  ^nd,  that  exemption  from  tall 
in  all  fairs  and  markets,  valnaUe  lands, 
common  of  pasture,  and  other  sunlar 
privileges,  were  granted  in  the  Cfaaiteit  of 
the  Kings  of  England  and  the  Lords 
Marchers,  as  an  inducement  to  EngluAaiea 
to  settle  under  the  walls  of  ^leir  OMtke, 
to  control  a  newly-oonqoered  and  hostile 
people.  These  had  been  transmitted  to 
the  descendants  and  successors  of  the  lint 
grantees,  and  seemed  to  him  to  be  h^  by 
a  title  as  firm  and  as  pure  as  any  property 
which  existed  in  the  kmsdom.  He  hoped 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  would  pause 
before  they  agreed  to  this  monstrous  pfo- 
position—-^at  they  would  not  onlyvespect 
existing  rights,  but  also  those  in  expectancy, 
for  both  the  one  and  the  other  were  squatty 
sacred  products  of  the  Law  of  Property. 

Mr.  George  F,  Younfr  conceived,  that  in 
any  case  where  the  Question  was  between 
inconvenience  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
subversion  of  the  rights  of  property  on  tiie 
other,  he  oould*  never  hesitate  on  which 
side  to  give  his  vote.  This  Qilestion  nu 
volved  the  most  sacred  rights  oi  property; 
and,  to  him,  it  appeared,  that  if  he  piv« 
chased  an  estate  last  year,  luid  gave  it  ibr 
an  equifalent  in  money,  he  had  as  good  n 
r^t  as,  or  better,  to  retain  his  estate^  and 
transmit  it,    than  had  the  Marraesa  of 

Tftviitock  to  vetriiii  Mid  tnuuoil  Ml    Hv 
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knew  no  other  title  to  property  than  that 
which  the  laws  of  the  land  confened ;  and 
fliliioiigh  he  was  wdl  aware  of  the  omnipO" 
tence  of  Parliament,  yet  he  could  not  hut 
think  ^t  the  holders  of  property  had  a 
right  to  expect  that  the  laws  of  the  land 
Aould  he  maintained.  He  should  therefore 
Tote  for  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
ike  Memher  for  Worcester. 

Mr.  Diveii  was  of  opinion^  that  the 
system  pursued  hy  CorporationB  was  but 
little  caiculated  for  the  presenration  of  the 
right  of  property.  On  the  contrary,  its 
tendency  was  moro  calculated  for  the  de- 
struction of  that  right.  Unless  the  Clause  as 
it  stood  was  agreed  to^there  would  be  twenty 
or  thirty  years  more  of  the  heart-burning 
which  at  present  existed.  The  rights  con- 
tended for  were  not  generally  nghis  for 
whidi  a  valuable  consideration  had  been 

g'ven,  hut  privileges  conferred  by  the 
rour  of  Corporations. 
Sir  ^e^Kmn/bf/e// understood  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  ttoUe  Lord  opposite  to  admit 
the  principle,  that  certain  persons  had 
vested  rights  in  property  which  ought  not 
to  be  d€»troyeiy  and  on  that  ground  he 
supposed  the  noble  Lord  was  now  prepared 
to  exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  Ckuse, 
not  only  existing  freemen,  but  all  those 
who  should  be  serring  their  apprenticeships 
on  a  certain  day.  Now,  if  this  principle 
were  once  fairly  established,  we  ought  in 
furtheranoe  of  it  to  exempt  all  persons 
having  at  this  moment  the  same  description 
of  vested  interests.  He  therefore  asked  the 
noble  Lord  to  preserve  every  existing  right 
r— «very  vested  interest  now  in  being  ;  but 
he  did  not  ask  him  to  go  beyond  that  point, 
which  fell  &irly  within  the  operation  of 
his  own  principle^  or  to  maintain  contingent 
interests,  as  in  the  case  of  parties  now 
unborn.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  it 
mattered  not  whether  such  interests  weie 
vested  in  parties  by  Inrth  or  purchase— in 
either  case  they  ought  to  be  preserved. 
He  was  aware  of  the  difficulty  of  drawing 
a  line,  but  put  it  to  the  Committee,  whether 
the  best  line  that  could  be  drawn  did  not 
eoanst  in  the  preservation  of  existing  vested 
interests?  What  was  the  distinction  be- 
tween an  apprentice  whose  right  was 
admitted  and  the  son  of  a  freeman  now 
bom  who  would  possess  the  same  right 
on  arriving  at  the  age  of  twenty^ne? 
The  right  hon.  Chanodbr  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said,  that  in  the  case  rf  apprentices  the 
vested  right  might  have  bera  purchased; 
hot  to  this  he  rq»lied|  that  in  many  cases 

ibeve  w«i  bo  fmikum,  the  appmtice 


having  been  taken  without  fee.  What 
preferable  claim  had  a  gratuitous  apprentice 
over  the  son  of  a  freeman  ?  Did  it  make 
any  difference  when  they  wero  dealing 
with  rights  of  property,  whether  the  pro- 
perty was  that  of  a  poor  or  of  a  rich  man— 
an  estate  of  20,000^  a-year,  or  a  right  to 
turn  out  a  few  head  of  cattle  on  a  common? 
The  right  hon.  Chancellor  o£  the  Exchequer 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  near  him  had 
observed  that  there  was  difficulty  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester — ^that  it  went  to  postpone  the 
time  of  applying  corporate  property  for  the 
benefit  ti  the  community.  Now  he  said, 
that  the  property  intended  to  be  applied  for 
the  advantage  of  the  public  under  this  Bill 
was  not,  generally  speaking,  that  species  of 
property  in  which  freemen  had  vested 
rights.  But  even  if  it  were  the  common 
practice,  the  principle  of  preserving  pro- 
perty for  the  cake  of  those  interested  in  it 
ought  to  counterbalance  any  inconvenience 
that  might  arise  from  respecting  existing 
vested  rights.  However,  he  contended  that 
no  inconvenience  could  occur  from  adhering 
to  the  principles  of  justice  in  thisxase,  for 
the  rights  of  fieemen  generally  arose  out  of 
bequests  of  property  left  in  trust  for  par. 
ticular  purposes,  and  were  quite  different 
from  those  funds  by  which  the  community 
could  be  benefited  under  the  present  Bill. 
What  he  meant  to  propose  by  way  of 
Amendment  to  the  Clause  would  be  sub- 
stantially this,  that  every  person  having  an 
actual  right  as  a  freeman  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  and  every  person  then 
having  an  inchoate  right  to  be  admitted  to 
his  freedom  by  birth  at  otherwise,  should 
have  the  same  rights  of  property  as  if  this 
Bill  had  not  passed.  As  to  exemption  from 
tolls,  that  might  be  a  public  inconvenience; 
notwithstanding  which,  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  he  cautious  how  it  took 
such  privil^s  away  firom  individuals.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  some  mode  might  be 
found  to  compensate  persons  having  vested 
interests  in  such  cases,  so  as  to  reconcile 
the  rights  of  individuals  with  public  oon« 
venience.  He  repeated  what  he  meant  to 
propose  was,  that  the  rigiits  of  property^ 
dbtinct  from  those  connected  with  tolls, 
should  be  preserved  to  existing  freemen, 
and  all  who  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Act  possessed  vested  inchoate  rights 
such  as  he  had  described.  He  had  no  wish 
to  preserve  exclusive  rights  of  trading.  He 
hoped  he  vns  correct  in  his  understanding 
of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment,  as  admit- 
ting the  principU  for  which  be  oontendedi 
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If  so^  probaUy  the  noUe  Lord  would  not 
object  to  insert  words  in  the  Clause  which 
would  set  the  question  at  rest ;  but  if  he 
were  mistaken  in  his  oonstructionj  or  if  the 
noble  Lord  now  declared  against  the  prin- 
ciple referred  to^  he  should  feel  bound  to 
more  an  Amendment  to  the  efiect  already 
stated,  and  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
upon  it. 

Lord  John  RusseU  said^  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  true  ground  on  which  this 
Clause  ought  to  be  debated  was  to  be  found 
in  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Memba:  for  Tamworth,  who  stated  that  he 
believed  the  application  of  common  lands 
and  other  property  to  the  use  and  advantage 
of  individuals  was  not  consistent  with  their 
original  purpose,  but  had  occurred  in  con- 
sequence of  usages  that  gradually  became 
established,  certainly  not  for  the  benefit  of 
the  community,  and  that  the  only  question 
for  the  House  to  consider  was,  at  what  time 
such  usages  could  be  abolished  consistently 
with  the  interests  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned. Going  that  on  principle,  he  found 
a  great  deal  of  what  had  been  said  as  to  the 
rights  of  property  to  be  in  fact  entirely 
beside  this  question.  If  corporate  property 
were  to  be  considered  in  the  same  light  as 
hereditary  property,  it  would  be  necessary 
not  only  to  preserve  it  to  existing  freemen 
and  their  sons,  but  to  all  their  future 
descendants;  but  this  was  wholly  incon- 
sistent with  the  principle  of  the  present 
Bin  However,  he  apprehended  he  might 
put  this  assumption  out  of  the  question. 
The  hon.  and  I^uned  Member's  was  a  dif- 
ferent proposition,  and  did  not  rest  on 
hereditary  rights,  but  on  rights  now  actually 
existing.  He  thought,  however,  that  there 
was  a  great  distinction  (though  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  did  not  seem  to  per- 
ceive it)  between  rishts  acquired  by  ap. 
prenticeship  and  by  buth;  the  one  might 
have  been  purchased,  the  other  was  accL 
dental,  and  in  the  latter  case,  although  an 
individual  might  be  entitled  by  law  to 
certain  privileges  on  attaining  the  age  i^ 
twenty-one,  no  one  could  say  that  his 
occupation  or  course  of  life  had  been  adopted 
in  consequence  or  contemplation  of  those 
rights.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  reason  in  the 
argument,  that  you  might  easily  draw  a 
line,  by  admitting  rights  now  existing  in 
reference  to  servitude  or  birth;  and  his 
main  reason  for  objecting  to  such  a  principle 
consisted  in  an  apprehension  of  the  danger 
of  being  drawn  on  from  one  step  to  another 
to  the  admission  of  more  than  could  be 


conceded  consistently  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  Bill  in  its  origpbal  design.  If  he 
could  believe,  that  the  House  was  ready  to 
adopt  some  settled  principle  of  this  )uxkd, 
such  as  was  involved  in  the  proportion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter, 
and  would  rest  there  without  attempting 
to  proceed  further,  he  should  be  disposed 
to  say,  "  Our  great  object  in  this  Bill  must 
be  to  establiw  provisions  for  the  Aituze 
maintenance  of  good  government,  and  we 
should  therefore  take  care  to  confer  no 
municipal  or  political  rights  inconsisteat 
with  that  object,  but  at  the  same  time  we 
ought  to  treat  all  existing  rights  of  property 
as  tenderly  as  possible,  and  if  we  commit 
any  error,  in  this  way  it  ought  rather  to  be 
the  fault  of  handling  such  privileges  too 
tenderly  or  permitting  them  to  continue 
too  long,  than  to  adopt  a  course  that  might 
be  attended  with  much  hardship  and  injury 
to  individuals."  Therefore,  if  he  could 
find  any  thing  like  a  general  consent  in  the 
House  on  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter,  reserving  the 
question  of  exemption  from  tolls,  he  would 
much  rather  yield  to  that  general  consent 
than  go  to  a  division  on  theother  proposition. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  that  there  was  another 
right,  that  of  marriage,  which  should  be 
preserved  if  the  rights  by  birth  were  pre. 
served,  as  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  went  to  effect. 
Marria^  with  a  freeman's  daughter,  espe- 
cially in  Bristol,  gave  the  husband  the 
rights  of  a  freeman.  The  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  sot  the  inch,  and  they  now 
wanted  the  elL  They  had  obtained  rights 
by  birthright,  by  servitude,  and  now  they 
should,  as  a  matter  of  course,  preserve  the 
rights  of  women. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  if  he 
was  right  in  his  construction  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  meaning,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  propose  an  amend* 
ment  which  should  maint,«in  the  rights 
only  of  persons  now  aUvev^[^tr  W.  FoUeU 
a««eii/eJ.3^Probably  the  best  course  he 
could  adopt  was  to  move  that  the  Chaiiman 
do  report  progress.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  could  inform  him  of  the  words 
which  he  proposed  to  introduce  into  the 
Clause,  and  he  (Lord  John  Russdl)  would 
consider  them. 

Mr.  Robinson  withdrew  his  Amendment. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit  agaiik 
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ftom  Nvenl  OoQgicgatioiM  at  BnrtoU  a^kimt  Allowing 
Beer  to  be  drunk  on  the  Premiaet  of  Beer-flhops. — By  Lord 
Bbouokam,  flrom  BxiitoU  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  aa 
Newqa^Mr  8<«mpa«^By  the  Dukes  of  Richmond  and 
BuocLBVSB*  and  the  Earl  of  Smjkibk,  ftooi  leveial 
Places,— for  (Urther  Aooommodation  in  Scotdi  Churdies. 
—By  the  Bishop  of  Licrvislo  and  CorKWTRT,  from  the 
Ckaegf  of  Dofiy,  Mafkiek,  te.^— Ibr  Proteetlon  to  the 
KstablUhed  Chuidi* 


Poob-Lawb  (IrbIiAnd).]  The  Duke  of 
Rtckttumd  presented  a  Petition  from  the 
inhahitants  of  Clare,  in  favour  of  the 
establishment  of  a  system  of  Poor-laws  in 
Ireland.  He  should  not  take  up  their 
Lordships*  time  by  entering  at  large  into 
this  subject ;  but  he  should  merely  say^ 
that  he  earnestly  hoped  to  see  the  law  of 
England  and  Ireland  assimilated  in  this 
respect.  The  supposed  difficulty  of  finding 
persons  by  whom  the  Poor-laws  were  to  be 
worked,  was  now  abandoned,  and  the  only 
question  was,  whether  the  introduction  of 
Poor-laws  would  be  beneficial  to  the  coun- 
try. For  himself,  he  was  convinced  that 
the  establishment  of  Poor-laws  for  that 
country  would  tend  much  to  the  comfort 
of  the  people,  and,  he  believed,  would  much 
diminish  Uie  number  of  offences  of  violence, 
now  unfortunately  so  common  in  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  Limerick  thanked  the  noble 
Duke  for  the  courtesy  of  giving  him  notice 
of  his  intention  to  present  this  petition. 
He  did  not  agree  with  the  noble  Duke  in 
his  opinions  on  this  subject.  The  noble 
Duke  thought  that  the  introduction  of 
Poor-laws  into  Ireland  would  be  of  advant- 
age to  Ireland,  and  that  the  laws  of  the 
two  countries  should  be  assimilated.  He 
would  to  God  that  the  situation  of  that 
country  would  allow  of  such  an  assimila- 
tion. But  he,  who  had  passed  the  greater 
part  of  a  long  life  in  that  country,  was  con- 
vinced that  there  was  no  man  who  had 
done  so,  but  must  feel  that  that  which 
would  suit  in  England  would  not  suit  in 
Ireland,  and  that  this  was  particularly  the 
case  with  respect  to  the  Poor  Jaws.  But 
with  respect  to  the  Poor-laws  in  this  coun- 
try, he  thought  that  they  had  exercised  a 
horrid  influence  here  —  they  had  nearly 
ruined  this  country ;  they  would  be  still 
worse  in  Ireland.  If  they  were  introduced 
there,  he  believed  that  they  would  do  away 
with  all  the  kindly  and  charitable  feelings 
that  now  existed  in  that  country.  Ireland, 
cursed  as  it  was  with  many  misfortunes, 
was  happily  distinguished  by  the  possession 
of  the  best  feelings  of  human  nature.  The 
affections  of  the  people  were  strong ;  and 
there  were  no  instances  of  a  pauper  not 
heing  relieved  by  the  inhabitants^  or  of  a 


poor  child  not  being  relieved  by  its  parents, 
or  of  poor  parents  not  being  relieved  by  their 
children.  That  would  no  longer  be  the 
case  if  the  PoorUaws  were  introduced  there, 
and  money  was  taken  by  force  of  law  from 
those  who  possessed  it,  for  the  relief  of  the 
needy.  He  should  content  himself  with 
saying  that  his  sentiments  on  this  subject 
remained  unchanged. 

The  Duke  of  Bichmond  presented  a  Pe- 
tition similar  to  the  last  from  TuUamore. 
He  knew  that  the  result  of  the  introduo- 
tion  of  the  Poor  Jaws  would  be  to  take 
money  by  force  of  law  from  the  rich  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor.  That  was  just  what  he 
wanted,  for  he  wished  that  there  should 
not  be  a  possibility  of  persons  starving  when 
relief  could  be  afforded  them.  He  wished 
to  see  introduced  into  Ireland  a  Poor-law, 
not  such  as  had  been  formerly  so  injurious 
to  this  country,  but  an  amended  system, 
which  he  thought  would  be  of  the  greatest 
advantage  to  Ireland.  The  noble  1^1  had 
spoken  of  the  relief  voluntarily  afforded  in 
Ireland  to  those  who  were  distressed.  He 
had  spoken,  also,  of  the  Poor-laws  ruining 
this  country.  When  Ireland  was  sufiering 
from  distress,  that  distress  was  relieved  not 
only  by  what  was  voluntarily  contributed 
in  that  country,  but  there  was  a  large  sub- 
scription of  money  in  this  country.  If  it 
was  true  that  England  had  been  nearly 
ruined,  surely  the  people  here  ought  not  to 
have  been  expected  to  subscribe  to  relieve 
distress  in  a  country  which  was  not  ruined 
by  a  system  of  Poor-laws.  The  noble  Earl 
said  that  charity  did  every  thing  in  Ireland. 
He  feared  that  whatever  it  might  be  on 
the  noble  Earl's  estate,  or  on  the  estates  of 
other  noble  Lords  who  resided  on  their 
property  in  Ireland,  it  was  not  so  every- 
where. His  feeling  was  so  strong  on  the 
subject,  that  he  should  have  proposed  a 
resolution  if  the  Government  had  not  taken 
up  the  matter  last  Session,  and  recom- 
mended a  Commission.  He  was  sorry  that 
the  Commissioners  had  not  made  a  Report 
at  this  moment ;  he  hoped  that  they  would 
do  so  this  Session,  and  that  they  would  ex- 
press their  opinion  as  to  the  practicability, 
and  as  to  the  expediency,  of  establishing 
Poor-laws.  He  hoped  that,  in  his  Ma- 
jesty's-Speech  next  year,  this  subject  would 
be  distinctly  recommended  to  the  consider- 
ation of  Parliament' 

The  Earl  of  Limerick  denied  that  the 
difficulty  of  finding  men  to  work  the  Poor- 
laws  in  Ireland  had  been  overcome.  On 
the  contrary,  the  difficulty  was  greater  than 
ever.  The  south  and  south-west  of  Irelandj 
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he  said  nothing  of  the  north,  had  fallen 
into  the  hands  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood.  If  the  Poor-laws  were  enacted 
they  were  the  persons  who  would  have  all 
the  power  that  those  laws  oould  confer— 
they  would  levy  the  taxes  and  the  imposts 
on  that  unfortunate  people*— then  would  he 
the  day  for  the  success  of  an  agitator,  and 
the  incomes  of  the  priesthood  would  he 
raised  higher  than  that  which  any  of  their 
Lordships  possessed.  That  unfortunate 
country  which  had  heen  more  subject  than 
any  other  country  in  Europe  to  confisca- 
tions would  then  sufier  more  than  ever 
ftofok  that  cause.  Instead  of  hoping  to  see 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners,  he  should 
he  glad  if  iteouldhekept  hack  to  the  Greek 
Ki&nds;  but  whenever  it  did  come,  he 
hoped  that  they  should  find  the  ohservatbns 
on  it  of  men  who  were  personally  acquainted 
with  the  country  and  its  habits. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Thb  Catholic  Pribsthoob  (Irb- 
IiAnd).!  The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  that 
before  he  presented  the  petition  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  he  wished  to  present 
another,  on  which  he  should  make  no  com- 
ment, though  it  was  a  petition  of  great  im- 
portance, but  should  move  that  it  be  read 
by  the  Ckrk  at  the  Table.  It  was  a  pe- 
tition from  the  reverend  Edward  Nangle, 
who  was  a  most  highly  respectable  clergy- 
roan  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  whose 
diocesan  (the  Archbishop  of  Tuam)  gave 
him  the  highest  character.  Mr.  Nangle 
stated  in  his  petition  the  efforts  he  had 
made  to  bring  into  a  state  of  cultivation 
the  island  of  AchUl,  and  to  benefit  the 
people  there,  especially  by  the  establishment 
of  a  school— efibrts  which  had  been  oh- 
served  by  Mr.  Commissions  Newport,  and 
approved  of  by  him,  though  not  mentioned 
in  hb  Report.  He  moved  that  the  petition 
he  read  at  length.  [The petition  was  then 
read.3  It  stated  that  the  petitioner,  who 
was  resident  Minister  in  the  island  of 
Achill,  when  he  came  to  the  island  in  July 
last  found  it  without  church  or  slebe  house 
or  resident  Minister.  He  built  the  first 
alated  house  whidi  had  been  seen  in  the 
island,  and  by  this  means  and  others  enabled 
the  poor  inhabitants  of  the  island  to  dothe 
their  naked  chDdren*  He  also  supplied 
them  with  schools  and  medicine,  and  hoped 
a  note  to  that  e£bct  would  appear  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Education 
Inquiry.  So  pleased  were  the  people  vrith 
his  exertions  diat  they  greeted  his  arrival 
on  the  idand  by  lightnig  Umfireoy  but  etiU 


his  attempts  to  senre  the  inhaHtants  were 
frustrated  by  the  denunciations  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests.  Week  after  wedc 
from  the  altars  of  their  dlimls  they  pro- 
nounced fiightful  imprecations  on  those 
who  either  sent  their  children  to  the 
schools,  or  assisted  in  the  works  which  he 
had  undertaken.  As  a  specimen  of  the 
sort  of  imprecation  was  the  following, 
uttered  on  a  Sunday  in  April  last,  against 
those  who  dared  to  disobey  the  injunctions 
of  the  priests  :-^<'  May  they  be  cUIdless  fay 
that  day  twelve  months,  and  at  their  dsathi 
may  they  have  no  hand  held  out  to  them/' 
The  priests  ftirther  desired  the  people  to 
have  their  pitdiforks  sharpened,  and  one 
man  to  stand  at  the  front  door,  and  the 
other  at  the  back,  in  the  event  of  the  pe« 
titioner  visiting  them,  so  as  that  there 
should  be  no  means  of  escape,  and  added 
a  prayer  that  if  they  did  not  "do  so,  th^ 
might  lose  the  power  of  their  hands.  Men 
came  to  the  labourers  who  were  at  work 
for  the  petitioner,  desiring  them  to  desiat, 
as  they  were  at  work  for  the  devil,  and 
adding,  that  if  they  came  to  thear  labour 
again  they  might  as  well  bring  their  coffins 
with  them.  These  circumstances  the  men 
were  ready  to  prove  on  oath.  The  parties 
were  indicted  at  the  petty  sessions,  and 
some  of  them  admitted  their  guilt,  de« 
daring  that  they  had  acted  on  the  insti- 
gation of  the  priests.  On  the  morning 
after  the  day  on  which  they  had  been  cited 
to  the  petty  sessions  one  of  them  upbraided 
the  priest  for  having  brought  him  into 
such  a  situation.  The  priest* s  reply  was— 
''Hold  your  tongue,  you  ruffian;  do  not 
mention  my  name  in  the  transaction,  and 
you  shall  have  one  of  the  ablest  lai^^ers 
in  Ireland  to  defend  you.''  In  additioa 
to  this,  the  children  who  attended  the 
schools  of  the  petitioner  were  beaten  by 
persons  total  strangers  to  them,  and  who 
had  no  right  whatsoever  to  interfere  with 
their  mode  of  education.  The  priest's 
schoolmaster  had  beaten  these  children^ 
and  yet  he  was  still  in  the  employment 
of  the  priest.  The  petitioner  complained 
that  in  consequence  of  this  t3rrannicBl  re- 
straint he  could  not  procure  labourers  to 
perform  his  necessary  bunness,  whereby 
he  sustained  material  injury.  It  further 
added,  witih  regard  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction,  thet 
the  population  was  described  in  the  Rfr« 
turns  as  156,  whilst  in  1831  it  was 
double  that  number.  Berides  ^lese  mmoy« 
ances  the  petitioner  had  been  described 
by  the  reverend  Jdm  M'Hde^  who  calMl 
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iuoM^  AvdiUshop  of  Tuara,  as  haying 
intiodaced  the  demon  of  fanatjriwn  into 
tiieialaBd. 

Lotd  Duttcannon  understood  £nnn  die 
Commiflnooen  who  had  vifltted  Achill,  that 
the  petttiuDuer  had  laboared  veiy  sealoualy 
^  ^  adnmtage  of  that  place.  Heoould 
notyhowever,  a^md  ohaemng  that  Aenodce 
far  the  day  was  of  a  petition  whidi  the 
right  reveraod  Prdate  had  long  had  in  his 
bnidi;  and  it  was  impoMiUe  not  to  see^ 
fnm  the  intvodaction  of  the  name  of  Mr. 
Newport,  the  Oommisaioner,  that  this  peti. 
tion  now  presented  was  intended  to  be 
conaeeted  with  the  complnmt  made  in  the 
odwr  petition  bf  Mr.  l^toney.  They  had, 
howefer,  nothinff  to  do  with  eadi  otter. 
The  only  oomplsmt  made  of  Mr.  Newport 
was,  thai  in  his  report  he  had  not  men- 
tbnied  the  sdiool.  If  the  petitioner  had 
waited  a  litde  longer,  he  would  have  seen 
that  the  report  now  presented  only  related 
to  the  ehnreh,  and  did  not  at  all  refer  to 
sf^Mols,  which  would  form  the  sulgect  of  a 
dUstinet  report,  as  voluminous  as  the  first. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  had  not  meant  to 
say  one  word  more  on  the  subject  of  this 
petitioB,  bat  he  was  compelled  to  do  so  by 
die  observadons  of  the  noble  Lord,  who 
had  certainly  miaspprehended  one  part  of  it 
and  niBunderstood  the  object  fi>r  whidi  it 
was  now  presented.  TIm  pedtioner  did 
not  intend  to  oompkun  of  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Newport,  with  whose  conduct,  on  the 
contrary,  he  was  highly  gradfied.  The  ped- 
tioner had  certainly  expected  that  his  labours 
would  ha've  been  nodced  by  that  gendeman, 
who,  when  upon  the  niot,  had  expressed 
his  Alii  sadsfacdon  with  what  he  saw. 
The  pedtioner  did  not  refer  to  theomisdon 
of  any  mention  of  the  school— 4he  Com- 
missioner had  seen  the  setdement,  and  the 
meansthere  taken  forhumaniaing,civiliaing, 
and  chriatianiBing  that  island,  and  those 
means  were  the  sohject  of  panegyric  by 
Mr.  NewpOTt,  and  the  peddoner  hoped  to 
have  seen  them  noticed  by  that  gendeman 
in  the  report.  He  repealed  that  the  ped. 
tioner  was  much  gndfied  widi  the  coridact 
of  Mr.  Newport,  and  with  his  observations 
when  he  visited  the  settlement.  He  wished 
to  add,  that  he  was  assured  that  the  ped* 
doner  was  not  only  a  pious  and  aidendy 
aeahias  man,  but  that  he  was  mild  and 
temperate  in  his  conduct,  so  as  not  to  be 
Kkely  to  provoke  such  treatment  as  he  com- 
flained  rf  in  this  petition. 

Loid  Famkam  knew  the  pedtioner,  and 
ft  more  zealous,  mild,  and  amiable  man  did 
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had  known  the  pedtioner  for  years,  and  he 
could  posidvely  say«  that  the  pedtftooar 
was  the  last  person  in  the  world  to  provoke 
the  outrages  of  which  he  had  complained. 

Lord  Dumcammm  admitted  that  the  petL 
tion  did  refer  to  the  establishment,  and  lie 
supposed  that  word  to  mean  the  school  and 
not  the  setdement. 

ComaaSIOBIBBS  OVPtTSLIoImTBUOZION 

(IbxIiANS).— Mr.  Stonbt.]  The  Bishop 
of  Exeter  dien  rose  to  present  the  Pedtion 
ima  Mr.  Stoney.  If  in  doing  so  he  tres- 
passed rather  longer  than  it  was  his  wish  to 
do  on  the  attention  of  their  Lordships, 
he  trusted  that  he  should  be  excused.  He 
must  mendon  one  circumstance  befiore  he 
entered  on  the  subject  of  the  peddon.  He 
had-  been  adced  1^  a  ndUe  Baron  whether 
the  petition  he  was  gobg  to  present  that 
night  was  the  same  as  that  widi  which  he 
had  been  originally  intrusted :  he  answered 
that  it  was  not ;  but^  he  asked  the  noble 
Baron,  at  the  same  dme,  whedier  he  had 
a  right  to  ask  the  question.  The  noUe 
Baron  admitted  that  he  had  not.  He  (the 
Bishop  of  Exeter)  had  mendoned  diis  dr- 
cnmstanee,  as  it  would  probably  be  referred 
to  in  the  course  of  die  discussion.  He 
should  state  the  changes  in  the  pedtion  as 
fiur  as  he  could  recollect  them,  and  he 
would  give  any  noble  Lord  who  desired 
it,  an  opportunity  of  oorreedng  his  state- 
ment, by  diowing  a  copy  of  the  original 
peddon.  If  it  was  supposed  that  it  was 
a  difeent  peddon  from  that  which  he 
had  to  present  when  Mr*  Newport  and 
another  gendeman  had  present^  them- 
selves by  their  peddon  to  the  House  a  few 
weeks  since,  the  suppondon  was  erroneous. 
No  alteration  had  been  made  in  it  since 
then.  The  peddon,  at  first,  did  include 
more  things  than  he  thought  it  was  de. 
drabk  to  lay  before  their  Lordships,  and 
he  had  therefore  sent  it  back  to  the  ped- 
tioner, widi  the  recommendadon  to  leave 
out  certain  parts  <si  it.  The  parts  wiiieh 
had  been  left  out  chiefly  respeeted  the 
schools.  Havinff  said  thus  mudi,  he  trusted 
that  he  should  be  considered  as  having 
disposed  of  the  preliminary  question.  The 
first  thing  he  should  now  do  would  be  to 
read  the  prayer  of  the  petition.  The  ped* 
don  implored  thdr  Loriships  to  take  atna 
to  protect  the  rdigioos  instructors  of  the 
people,  and  thetr  religioos  instruedon^ 
and  to  secure  the  religious  liberty  and 
personal  safety  of  those  tirho  incoU 
cated  in  Irdand  the  doctrines  of  d&e 
Church*    In  x/tiK  to  tec  whoUict  'div 
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cBBcatian  of  tin  Commiidon  under  whidi 
iSbey  aeted.  He  did  not  wish,  farther  tiian 
was  ftfasolutdf  neoessery,  to  hj  anything 
speoaDj  to  ihe  chai^  of  those  two  Com* 
nisflionen.  He  did  not  know  them,  and  he 
was  not  disposed  to  speak  of  any  part  of 
their  oondiict  more  har^y  than  his  duty 
(xnnpelled  him  to  do ;  and,  therefore, 
he  must  admowledge  that  when  they  re- 
fused to  enter  into  the  inquiry  which  was 
ui^ged  upon  them,  they  had  the  sanction, 
however  erroneous  that  might  he,  of  thehr 
ooQeagues  in  the  Commission.  It  appeared 
that  they  sent  certain  inquiries  round  into 
every  parish  respecting  the  increase  or  fall<< 
ing-offin  the  numbers  of  the  attendants  of 
the  Protestant  Church,  and  also  respecting 
the  increase  or  falling  off  in  the  numbers 
of  scholars  attending  the  Protestant  or 
Catholic  schools,  and  what  were  the  reasons 
of  such  increase  or  diminution.  Their 
Lordships  would  therefore  perceive  that  the 
Commissbners  when  they  began  the  in. 
quiry,  supposed  that  it  was  part  of  tiieir 
business  to  inquire  into  these  impartant 
particulars*  He  would  dien  proceed  to  state 
the  6\3ject  of  the  petition.  The  petitioner 
says,  ''  that  no  lan^piage  can  descsibe,  nor 
sny  petition  contain  within  xeasonaUe 
bounds,  the  various  ootra^  committed, 
and  the  dreadftd  istinidation  and  threat- 
enings  held  out  against  the  unoffending 
and  defenceless  Protestants,^>iheir  persons 
and  property  exposed  to  outrage  and  de«* 
struotion.  He  implores  your  Lordships  to 
take  such  steps,  as  shall  seem  fit  in  your 
wisdom,  to  protect  them  from  the  evil  con- 
sequences of  the  partial  and  unjust  pro- 
ceedings of  this  Religious  Instruction  In- 
auiry,  and  to  redress  the  grievances  in- 
flicted by  it,  as  well  as  generally  to  relieve 
the  members  of  the  Church  from  the  per- 
secution they  are  sofieitng ;  so  that  religiotts 
liberty  and  personal  safety  may  be  se^ired 
for  those  who  teach  and  incidoate  its  doc- 
trines, as  is  their  bounden  duty ;  and  that 
the  due  and  impartial  execution  of  the 
lawsy  or  the  exciters  to  violence  and  out- 
rage, may  repress  the  out-breakings  of 
crime,  and  insure  the  lives  and  pnqperties 
of  defenceless  Protestants.' '  When  the  Com- 
missioners were  at  Newport,  Mr.  Stoney, 
the  Reetor  of  Burridioole,  appeared  before 
^lem,  and  expressed  his  wish  to  give 
evidence  as  to  the  cause  of  the  diminution 
of  the  number  of  Protestants  in  his  parish, 
and  also  to  explain  the  falling-off  in  the 
attendance  at  the  Protestant  school  He 
was  prepared  to  show  that  this  had  resulted 
fkwnpersecutioD ;  and  yet  theCommissionen 


bad  refused  to  Bsten  te  wfait  he  had  to 
say.  The  petitioner  offisred  to  give  evideooa 
that  the  fiEdling-off  in  the  attendaaee  at  tiie 
school  arose  Sana  the  perseoation  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests,  andheofieredte 
adduce  evidence  that  the  priests  had  en* 
deavoured  to  intimidato  the  diiidren  fiom 
attending  the  school  by  using  a  horsewhip, 
by  throwing  stones  at  them,  and.  calling 
out  in  the  chapel  against  them,  and  tibus 
exposed  them  to  the  hatred  and  vengeance 
of  the  CathoHc   eongregation.    Whether 
these  things  were  so  ho  (the  Bishop  ef 
Exeter)  could  not  say,  but  the  petitioner 
ofoed  to  prove  them  either  before  the 
Commissioners  or  at  their  LcHdships'  bar. 
The  Commissioners  aoled  in  this  way  for 
reasons  which  he  wA  not  disposed  to  find 
fault  with— namely,  to  relieve  themselves 
from  the  difficulties  in  which  they  were 
placed.    These  gentlemen,  however,  had 
brought  forward  a  statement  in  answer  to 
what  they  supposed  to  be  the  eompiaint 
I^eferred  against*  them  by  the  petitioner. 
The  noble  Viscount  (Duncannon)  had  ysbm 
sented  a  petition  froos  them,  and  certa&iljr 
it  had  psodueed  great  eflEect  on  the  Houae^ 
and  he  confessed  also  on  himsdf.    On  that 
occasion  the  noUe  Lord  stated  in  the  oouiae 
of  hii  speech,-.*''  When  the  Comnuasioii 
was  first  sentto  Ireland,  the Gommissionefa 
sent  round  to  all  the  parishes  in  Ireland 
certain  queries  on  the  subjeot  of  the  Com* 
mission,  and  though  aU  the  answera  wevn 
not  perfectly  satisfactory,  yet  in  every  caan 
the  Commissioners  had  received  wtilten 
answers  except  in  the  case  of  the  rsvefend 
individual  in  question,  and  he  had  thooglit 
fit  to  print  his  answer,  and  to  dxculate  the 
answer  as  printed.    He  did  not  oonaidery 
therefore,  tiiat  that  individual  oonld 
plain  ii  tiie  answer  thus  printed  wen 
read  to  their Lordsh^.*'    ThenoUeLoid 
then    prooeeded   to   read  certain  of  ths 
answers  returned  by  the  petitioner  to  tha 
queries.    In  consequence  m  this  he  wiotn 
to  that  Gentleman,  and  expressed  strongly 
his  opinion  op  the  subject  of  his  '^'v^ggt, 
which  he  contidered  to  be  intemperate  and 
highly  improper,  and  above  all  in  retom* 
ing  a  printed  answer  to  the  queries  aena 
by  the  Commissbners.     To  his  uUer  aato. 
ishment  he  had  received  an  answer  fcons 
that  Grentieman,  to  which  he  was  anxiena 
to  direct  the  attention  of  their  Lordsfaipa» 
He  would,  however,  previously  obanrvc^ 
that  he  requested  the  noble  Lord  to  |Mit 
him  in  possession  of  the  paper  emtBining 
the  origmal  answer  to  tiie  queries.    The 
noUe  Mcd  laid  a  paper  on  the  TdAs  a  tmw 
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days  «go>  OQntaiiiiog  the  answers  he  had 
alluded  to,  but  on  his  (the  Bishop  of  £i^ 
eter'a)  inquiry   he  found  that  this  was 
not  the  Qriginal  answer  hut  a  copy.    The 
noble  Lord,  howoTer,  had  since  laid  the 
required    document  on  the  Table.    This 
document^  howeyer,  so  far  from  being  in 
print,  was  written.    The  letter  purported 
to  be  leoeiTed  on  the  28th  NoTember,  and 
was  directed  to  Mr.  Barrington,  Reoord- 
Offiee,  Dublin^  the  Secretary  of  the  Com- 
mission.   The  letter  he  had  received  from 
the  petitioner  indirectly  showed  that  he 
was  in  a  more  temperate  state  of  mind 
than  when  he  wrote  the  answer  to  the 
queries.    He  had  wished  to  believe  that 
diere  had  been  some  mistake  respecting  the 
answer  sent  by  the  petitioner.    That  Gen- 
tleman now  stated  that  he  had  been  sent 
a  list  of  printed  queries,  and  he  had  been 
requested  to  return  an  answer  by  post,  but 
he  had  not  sent,  as  alleged,  a  printed  an- 
swer. He  went  on  to  say,  that  his  memory 
had  been  refreshed  on  this  point  by  a 
person  he  had  to  assist  him,  as  derk,  in 
answering  the  questions.    He  then  added, 
that  he  afterwards  got  the  answers  that 
he  had  Aimidied  to  &e  Commissioners  cu> 
eulated  in  his  parish,  in  consequence  of  the 
attacks  made  onhim  by  the  reverend  Mr. 
Huffhes  the  parish  priest.    He  had  no  in- 
tention to  make  an  attack,  either  on  the 
Government  or  on  the  Commissioners,  but 
merdy  pursued  the  course  he  did  to  de- 
fend himself  from    the    char|;e   brought 
asninst  him  by  the  parish  pnest,  and  he 
mi  oedled  upon  to  expostulate  against  the 
Pomish  mass  being  called  divine  worship. 
The  writer  then  went  on  to  express  his 
regret  that  he  had  made  use  of  any  lan- 
guage which  could  give  offence  to  any  of 
their  Lordships.  He  added,  that  the  parish 
priest  had  ordered  the  people  attending  his 
chiqpel  to  wallop^this  was  the  priest's  ex. 
pxession,andnot  Mr.  Stoney's— any  person 
who  daied  to  collect  the  tithes  of  the  parish. 
He  also  stated,  in  addition  to  other  facts, 
ihftt  the  soldiers  who  attended  the  chapel 
were  withdrawn  by  the  officer  accompany. 
ing  them,  in  consequence  of  the  langpiage 
in  which  the  priest  had  harangued  them. 
Tiua  latter  was  by  no  means  a  rare  occurw 
renoe  in  Ireland;  for  it  appeared  that  on 
several  occasions  officers  who  had  attended 
cbepel  with  the  soldiers  had  withdrawn 
them  in  consequence  of  the  seditious  lan- 
guage of  the  priests.    One  remarkable  case 
of  tiiB  kind  was  mentioned  in  the  Tithe 
Report  of  1830,  where  it  was  stated  that  a 
lieutenant   had   withdrawn   a  party   of 


soldiers  from  a  chapel  in  consequence  of  the 
inflammatory  and  seditious  language  used 
by  the  celebrated  Father  Burke.  Another 
remarkable  case  was  where  a  number  of 
troops  were  withdrawn  from  a  chapel  at 
Ballina  by  the  officer  attending  there,  in 
consequence  of  the  seditious  laneuaffe  used 
by  Dr.  M'Hale,  who  now  called  himself 
Archbishop  of  Tuam.  The  officer  stated, 
on  that  occaaon,  that  he  should  have  con- 
ceived himself  acting  most  improperly  if  he 
had  not  withdrawn  the  troops  from  listen- 
ing to  such  inflammatory  language  as  was 
used  by  the  priest.  With  the  present  there 
were  three  instances,  and  in  none  of  those 
cases  had  any  slur  been  cast  on  the  officers. 
Such  was  the  character  of  the  priests  in 
Ireland,  that  it  was  necessary  ihat  the 
Catholic  soldiers  should  be  accompanied  to 
chapel  by  their  officers,  to  withdraw  them 
when  inflammatory  language  was  used. 
Much  had  been  nid  with  respect  to  the 
nature  of  the  answers  returned  l^  the 
petitioner.  He  regretted  that  the  reverend 
gentleman  had  so  far  forgotten  himself  on 
the  occaaon  in  question,  as  to  use  language 
highly  reprehensible.  He  thought  &at  it 
was  comparativdy  immaterial  whether  the 
answers  were  printed  or  written,  because 
the  language  was  still  intemperate.  Some 
of  the  answers  were  extremely  objection* 
aUe.  For  instance,  it  was  highly  unbe. 
coming  of  the  reverend  petitioner  to  use 
the  expression, — ''  The  Popish  national 
schools  are  upheld  and  supported  by  a 
Government  whose  authoriaei  fonnalitiei 
declare  the  Romish  mass  to  be  a  blas- 
phemous, false,  and  dangerous  deceit,  thua 
helping  to  build  up  the  superstitions  de* 
nounced  as  contrary  to  Gvod's  truth  by  the 
law  of  the  realm,  and  supporting  nurseriea 
for  rebellion,  sedition,  and  treason."  Aeain, 
another  expression  was  highly  reprdien«* 
sible,  about  the  new  Board  of  Education, 
when  he  said  that  '^  Salat  sat  there  diear« 
ing  God's  holy  word."  He  admitted  that 
there  were  many  other  expressions  equally 
censurable ;  but  in  saying  this,  he  did  not 
agree  in  iJl  the  censures  passed  on  the 
reverend  petitioner.  He  fiiUy  oonoufved 
with  him  in  saying,  that  he  **  could  not 
call  the  worship  of  wooden  crosses,  pictures;, 
relics,  and  wafers,  divine  service ;"  and  he 
(the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  thought  that  the 
CommissionerB  were  censurable  for  calHng 
the  ceremony  of  the  mass  divine  worship* 
In  one  of  the  Articles  of  the  Chuidi,  the 
mass  was  designated  as  iddatroua  and 
superstitiotts.  In  the  rubrio,  the  worship 
of  the  host  in  the  maai  wasealled  idolatcous, 
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which  no  Christian  should  tolerate.  He 
would  also  heg  their  Lordships  to  recollect 
that  the  great  majority  of  them  hud  sworn 
at  the  table  that  they  believed  the  worship 
of  the  mass  was  idolatrous  and  superstitious. 
The  Commiasioners,  therefore,  had  acted 
most  improperly  and  indiscreetly  in  calling 
it  divine  worship.  From  the  statement 
put  before  him,  he  felt  bound  to  say,  that 
the  CommissionerB  in  their  inquiry  at 
Newport,  acted  with  partial  views.  He 
had  no  wish,  however,  to  bring  any  charges, 
but  would  rather  wish  to  regard  the 
Question  as  one  of  a  general  nature,  and  as 
affecting  the  general  interests  of  the  people 
of  a  country  in  which  all  felt  so  deeply  in- 
terested. But  he  feared  if  he  abstained 
liom  bringing  forward  Mr.  Stoney's  state- 
ments, it  would  be  said,  that  he  had 
shrunk  from  them.  In  consequence  of 
the  charges  brought  against  the  pe- 
titioner,  he  felt  bound  to  specify  some 
of  the  points  urged  by  him.  The  re- 
verend Grentleman  stated,  ''that  he  was 
summoned  to  attend  the  Commissioners  of 
ReligioDfl  Inquiry  in  Irdand,  on  the  5rd 
of  March  last,  hdd  at  Newport  Pratt,  for 
the  parish  of  Borrishoole ;  that  the  priest 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  the  reverend  James 
Hufffaes,  was  there  with  a  large  concourse 
of  the  people  of  that  religion ;  that  the  said 
priest  objected  to  the  number  stated  on 
oath  of  the  parochial  Scripture  school  master 
to  be  in  attendance  on  his  school,andthe  peti- 
^nerolfered  to  ^ve  evidence  of  the  causeof 
the  diminution  being  violent  persecution  of 
thediildren.  The  CommissionerB  refused  to 
receive  sudi  evidence,  though  it  was  a  part 
of  their  instructions,  as  stated  in  the  printed 
Government  circulars,  to  inquire  into  the 
reasons  of  increase,  or  fallingnoff,  of  attend- 
ance on  sahools,  or  places  of  public  worship, 
for  the  last  five  years ;  and,  notwithstand- 
ing, your  petitioner,  in  answer  to  questions 
put  to  him  in  a  dicular  letter  by  the  Com- 
missioners, preparatory  to  the  Inquiry,  had 
apprised  them  of  this  persecution ;  and  in 
consequence  of  the  notification  given  to  him 
by  the  CommissionerB,  had  come  prepared 
to  prove  tiie  same/  In  the  statement  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  on  a  former  evening,  it 
was  alleged «» ''that  the  Cbmmisrionets 
eamestiy  requested  Mr.  Stoney  to  refrain 
from  such  observations  (respecting  intimi- 
dation and  persecution),  as  their  Inquiry 
was  restricted  to  statistical  facts,  and  did 
not  enter  into  the  causes  from  which  thev 

« 

proceeded."  In  contradiction  to  this  state- 
ment of  the  Commissioners,  He  was  in- 
ftmcted  to  say,  that  the  words  really  used 


by  the  Commissioners  were  to  this  efiect : 
— On  Mr.  Stoney's  pressing  them  to  in- 
quire into  the  causes  of  increase  or  diminu- 
tion of  attendance  at  schools  and  places  of 
worship,  and  respectfully  urging  it  as  part 
of  the  Government  instructions  to  them— 
they  replied,  *•  They  knew  it  was ;  but 
they  had  come  to  the  determination  not  to 
enter  into  such  part  of  the  inquiry,  as  it 
led  to  altercations.'*  He  had  hot  only  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Stoney,  but  of  another 
respectable  person  who  was  present,  for  the 
accuracy  of  this  statement,  which  that 
other  person  was  ready  to  attest  on  oath. 
He  must  therefore  conclude,  that  the  Com- 
misnoners  did  give  this  reason  for  refusing 
to  prosecute  this  inquiry.  Those  gentle, 
men  must  have  entertained  a  singular  no- 
tion  of  the  investigation  upon  which  they 
were  about  to  enter,  if  they  supposed  that 
it  would  be  all  plain  sailing — that  nothing 
like  collision  of  opinion  and  consequent  ill 
humour  was  likely  to  arise  out  of  it.  Such, 
however,  was  their  expectation ;  for  it  seems 
that,  as  soon  as  they  found  that  proof  waa 
ready  to  be  given  that  events  of  a  formi- 
dable nature,  and  scenes  of  tiie  most  ap- 
palling description,  had,  in  fact,  been  the 
causes  of  a  diminution  of  the  number  of 
children  attending  schools,  and  of  Pro- 
testants attending  Churches,  they  said  they 
could  not  inquire  into  those  points,  because 
they  would  lead  to  altercation.  But  the 
ease  of  hardship,  and  of  injustice,  towards 
Mr.  Stoney,  in  refusing  to  admit  him  to 
prove  the  case  which  he  had  been  invited 
by  the  original  queries  to  bring  forward, 
did  not  end  there.  Shortly  before  the  in- 
quiry at  Newport,  he  was  again  called  cm 
to  prove  his  case.  And  he  must  remark, 
that  the  Commissioners  did  not  give  Mr. 
Stoney  the  slightest  reason  to  suppose  that 
they  had  seen  anything  amiss  in  lus  answen 
to  the  queries,  which,  it  was  said,  were  sent 
in  the  form  of  a  printed  handhfll.  So  &r 
firom  it,  Mr.  GilxKm  Craig  spoke  in  these 
terms  of  them,  only  three  days  before  the 
holding  of  the  Commission,  in  the  letter 
summoning  Mr.  Stoney  to  attend:— ^ 
'  I  have  earneMly  to  request  your  attend* 
ance,  and  the  benefit  of  such  information  as 
you  can  afford  me,  in  rdation  to  the  several 
matters  connected  with  the  said  inquiry ; 
and  I  have  also  to  acquaint  you,  that  I  shall 
then  further  proceed  to  make  such  inquiries, 
with  reference  to  the  said  parishes,  as  may 
appear  necemmry.'  Mr.  Stoney,  therefbte, 
very  naturally, — supposed  that  he  yn%  to 
produce  the  evidence  which  he  had  pledged 
himself  to  bring  forward,  at  the  Bond 
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which  the  Commissioners'  had  announced 
their  intention  to  hold,  and,  therefore,  he 
had  great  reason  to  complain,  when  he  went 
with  his  witnesses  to  prove  that  schools 
and  churches  had  heen  thinned  hy  persecu- 
tion, that  he  was  turned  round  and  told 
that,  to  the  delicate  ears  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, forsooth,  the  word  '' persecution" 
sounded  harshly,  and  they  would  hear  no- 
thing on  the  suhject.  The  Commissioners 
would  admit  of  proof  upon  trivial  points, 
but  with  respect  to  the  grave  and  over- 
powering topic,  the  causes  of  the  diminished 
number  of  scholars  and  congregations,  they 
would  not  hear  a  siyllable.  The  petitioner 
went  on  to  state,  diat  the  jeers  and  insults 
of  the  mob  towards  him,  were  not  repressed 
by  the  Commissioners,  as  they  ought  to 
have  been ;  and  that  their  conduct  towards 
the  Roman  Catholic  Priest  was,  on  the  con. 
trary,  most  courteous  and  most  encouraging. 
He  would  not  multiply  instances  of  par- 
tiality, because  he  was  unwilling  to  trespass 
too  far  upon  their  Lordships'  patience ;  but 
without  uniting  the  motives  which  the  pe- 
titioner ascribed  to  the  Commissioners,  he 
must  say  it  appeared  to  him  that  they  were 
guilty  of  a  culpable  dereliction  of  du^  in 
refusing  to  enter  into  an  inquiry  which  they 
had  themselves  invited,  and  which  the  pe- 
titioner was  ready  and  anxious  to  pursue, 
and  to  confirm  his  own  statements  by  facts 
of  the  gravest  nature.  He  thought,  taking 
into  account  the  facts  stated  in  the  petition, 
that  a  strong  prima  facte  case  was  made  out. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  would  briefly  allude 
to  a  subject  which  had  recently  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  inhabitants  of  this 
great  metropolis,  and  which  could  not  but 
be  considered  as  having  an  immediate  and 
important  bearing  on  any  question  concern- 
ing religious  instruction  in  Ireland,  and 
especially  conoeminff  the  influence  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  on  the  character 
of  the  people.  He  aUuded  to  a  work  which 
had  recently  been  discovered  to  be  regarded 
by  the  highest  authorities  in  that  Church  in 
'Ireland  as  a  depository  of  the  real  principles 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  which 
was  especially  recommended  by  these  au- 
thorities as  the  fittest  book,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstancea  of  Ireland,  for  the 
study  of  the  priests.  He  had  examined 
that  work,  which  was  called  Den's  Theo- 
logy :  and  more  atrodous  principles  than 
were  set  forth  in  it,-— principles  more  in- 
consistent  with  the  security  of  a  Protestant 
Government,  and  with  the  rights,  liberty, 
— aye,  and  the  safety  of  a  Protestant  people- 
he  had  never  read,  even  when  lookinginto  the 
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most  intolerant  and  persecuting  dogmas  of 
Popes  or  councils,  in  the  worst  ages  of 
Popery.  He  would  not  go  through  the 
particulars  of  this  work,  but  would  content 
himself  with  stating  that  in  it  Protestants 
were  described  as  worse  than  Pagans — they 
were  represented  as  being  subject  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  liable  not 
only  to  Ecclesiastical  punishmei^ts,  such  as 
excommunication,  and  other  spiritual  penal- 
ties, but  to  the  gravest  corporal  punish- 
ment. The  property  of  the  Protestants  was 
declared  to  be  ipso  f ado  confiscated :  their 
persons  were  held  liable  to  incarceration,  to 
exile,  to  death  itself,  as  the  punishment  of 
their  heresy.  The  book  which  contained 
all  this,  and  more  than  all  this,  was  set 
forth  on  the  authority  of  no  less  a  person 
than  Dr.  Murray, who  was  called  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  one  of  his 
Majesty's  Commissioners  of  Education  in 
Ireland.  In  an  official  publication,—! 
The  Annual  Calendar  and  Directory  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Priesthood^  for  the  present 
year,  published  with  the  authority  of  Dr. 
Murray^^t  was  stated,  that  Den*s  Conu 
plete  Body  of  Theology  was  declared,  li^ 
the  Prelates  of  1708,  to  be  the  best  book 
that  could  be  republished.  That  was  not 
all ;  not  only  baa  this  book  been  ordered  to 
be  published  for  theedification  of  the  priests 
in  Ireland,  as  containing  the  most  secure 
guidance  for  them  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  that  country,  but  Dr.  Murray, 
and  three  other  Prelates  with  him,  had  fur~ 
ther  directed  that  it  should  be  used  as  a  text 
book  within  the  province  of  Leinster,  in 
the  conferences  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  of  Ireland  were  required  to  hold 
four  times  in  the  year.  Such  was  the  sanc- 
tion given  to  this  work  by  the  living  heads 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Communion  in  Ire* 
land.  More  on  the  subject,  he  need  not 
say*  But  thanking  their  Lordships  for  the 
patience  with  which  they  had  heard  him, 
he  would  move  that  this  petition  do  lie  on 
the  Table. 

Lord  Duncannon  could  not  deny  that,  in 
the  first  instance,  certain  queries  were  sent 
round  to  the  clergy  of  sdl  denominations, 
one  of  which  required  them  to  state  the 
causes  of  the  increase  or  diminution  of  the 
attendance  at  schools  and  churches;  but 
before  the  Commissioners  left  Dublin,  they 
received  instructions  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  they  were  to  conduct  the  inquiry. 
He  would  quote  one  sentence  of  the  instruc- 
tions. *  It  will  also  be  observed,  that  the 
Commission  only  requires  a  statement  of  the 
bare  fact,  whether  the  numben  att^ding 
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haTe  been  stalionary  or  not  for  the  last  five 
years^  without  noticing  the  numerical  ex. 
tent  of  the  Tariation.  The  Commissioner 
need  not,  therefore,  ascertain  the  fact.  He 
\17ill  also  be  careful  to  exclude  all  evidence 
respecting  the  cause  of  any  such  variation. 
-In  respect  to  education,  the  inquiry  is 
limited  to  the  statirticsl  facts  expressly 
mentioned  in  the  Commission.  The 
^Commissioner  should,  therefore,  be  careful 
Jiot  to  seek  for  or  receive  evidence  in 
req)ect  to  the  defectiveness  or  partiality 
of  any  particular  system — the  conduct  of 
school-masters  and  others  —  the  misappli- 
cation of  funds — the  religion  to  which 
the  different  children  belong — the  nume- 
rical extent  of  any  inerease  or  decrease 
that  may  have  taken  place  in  their  num. 
bers— the  cause  of  such  increase  or  de- 
crease —  or  other  similar  circumstances 
not  necessary  for  the  establishment  of 
•those  statistical  facts;  accordingly  he 
should  studiously  avoid  entering  upon  an 
inquiry  into  any  of  these  subjects.'  He 
differed  from  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
88  to  the  [propriety  of  entering  into  the 
inquiries  whidi  were  suggested  by  the  first 
list  of  queries.  The  Commissioners,  on 
leaving  Dublin,  were  properly  directed 
not  to  enter  into  inquiries  as  to  the 
causes  of  the  diminution  ci  the  Protes- 
tants? If  any  thing  were  wanting  to 
prove  the  wisdom  of  that  determination, 
it  would  be  found  in  such  conduct  as 
that  of  Mr.  Stoney.  When  the  Commi»- 
«ioner  arrived  at  his  parish,  and  informed 
him  that  they  did  not  mean  to  inquire  into 
the  cause  of  the  diminution  of  Protestants, 
he  protested  against  their  proceedings  in  no 
mild  manner.  He  did  not  countenance 
the  violent  proceedings  of  the  Catholic 
f»iest,  neither  could  he  approve  of  the 
violence  of  Mr.  Stoney.  Both  were  violent 
men,  and  their  quarrels  kept  the  parish  in 
an  uproar.  There  were  various  points 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  right 
reverend  Prelate,  to  which  he  was  not 
prepared  to  give  an  answer.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  children  at  the  school 
had  gone  out,  as  had  been  alleged,  to  meet 
the  Bishop  with  green  boughs  in  their 
iiands  or  not;  but  even  if  they  did,  that 
was  not  to  interfere  with  the  nature  of  the 
schools.  It  was  not  to  be  supposed  that 
the  children  were  always  in  school  and 
under  the  superintendence  of  their  masters. 
They  formed  a  part  of  the  population ;  and 
if  the  populace  went  out  with  green  boughs 
to  meet  Dr.  Machale,  which^  ftom  his 
popular  character,  they  very  probably  did. 


it  was  very  likely  that  the  diOdxen  aeoom* 
panied  them  with  boughs  also.  With 
respect  to  the  answers  given  by  Mr.Ston^ 
to  the  Commissionera,  they  were  the  subject 
of  controversy,  not  to  say  that  they  had 
been  proved  to  be  false:  He  was  informed 
that  by  the  return  made  by  Mr.  Stoney, 
the  number  of  his  congregation  was  snid  to 
be  300.  This  return  was  originally  obu 
jected  to  as  incorrect.  Mr*  Gillespie  said 
that  the  number  was  no  more  than  150. 
Mr.  Dogherty  had  counted  the  congre- 
gation on  three  several  Sundays,  and  on 
the  first  Sunday  the  number  was  150;  on 
the  second  180;  and  on  the  third  150. 
Captain  Stewart  had  also  given  it  as  hia 
opinion  that  the  number  stated  by  Mr. 
Stoney  was  too  large ;  and  all  agreed  in 
assuring  him,  that,  as  regarded  the  Com^ 
missioners,  nothing  could  be  fairer  or  move 
impartial  than  their  conduct  during  the 
inquiry.  He  had  stated  on  a  former  day 
the  circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Stoney, 
after  some  violent  idtercation  had  taken 
place,  had  left  the  room  in  which  the  Cam*. 
missiotters  had  met  for  the  purpose  of  their 
inquiry.  He  should  not  now  traufale  their 
Ixnrdships  by  repeating  them.  He  oould 
only  say,  that  the  whde  isqairy  appeared 
to  him  to  have  been  conducted  with  the 
greatest  propriety,  and  that  in  no  case 
could  the  CommisnonerB  be  blamed  on  the 
score  of  partiality.  With  r^ard  to  the 
Comnussion  itself,  he  could  state  that  it 
would  never  have  been  issued  at  all  if  thoao 
who  recommended  to  his  Majesty  to  ianie 
it  had  not  sincerely  thought  that  it  would 
tend  to  the  furtherance  of  the  Protestant 
religion  in  Ireland,  and  not  to  its  overthmw. 
As  regarded  himself,  he  could  say  that  ha 
participated  with  the  ri§^t  reverend  Prelate 
in  his  wish  for  the  prosperity  of  the  Pio* 
testant  religion  and  its  furtherance.  He 
had  his  own  opinions  as  to  what  would 
tend  to  improve  the  state  of  the  Protertant 
Church  in  Ireland;  but  whether  he  did  or 
did  not  ame  in  opinion  with  the  right 
reverend  Prelate  as  to  the  means,  he  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  no  person  wea 
more  anxious  as  to  the  desired  end  than  he 
was.  He  did  not,  however,  think  dw 
maintenance  of  an  estaMishment  larger  then 
was  requisite  for  the  wants  of  the  Protest- 
ants one  way  of  promoting  the  suooes  of 
the  Protestant  religion.  Widi  respect  to 
what  the  right  reverend  Prelate  bid  said 
regarding  the  census  to  be  taken,  he  (Lord 
Duncannon)  could  not  understand  why  a 
question  of  sudi  great  importance,  and 
which  came  so  frequently  before  their  Lord. 
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skips  aad-Aa  other  House  of  ParBmen^ 
ahmild  not  bo  inquired  into,  .Ajieriioiui 
vnte  ooBtumally  made  on  one  sido  and 
coatimdicked  upon  tbe  other>  without  theie 
bong  any  meana  of  oomiiig  at  the  escad 
troth ;  he  therefore  thought  that  it  would 
be  best  that  they  dioi^  have  aothentie 
infbrmatian  upon  a  matter  which  waa  now 
ahnost  the  constant  aubject  of  diacu8sioB» 
both  in  their  Lordships*  House  and  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  A  census  of 
the  population  was  to  be  taken ;  and  what 
reason  there  could  be  why,  in  that  census^- 
the  number  of  Protestants  and  the  number 
of  Cathoiios  in  the  oountiy  should  not  be 
stated,  he  could  not  conceive.  He  could 
not  think  why  the  mere  statement  of  the 
numbers  should  bring  about  dissensians. 
The  ri^t  reverend  Prdatehad  complained 
that  the  CommissionerB  had  not  stated  their 
own  opinions ;  but  he  (Lord  Duncannon) 
was  not  sure  but  they  would  be  more 
Uameable  if  they  had  given  their  opinions 
to  their  Lordships  instead  of  submitting  to 
them  a  simple  statement  of  facts,  and  allow* 
iog  thnn  to  form  their  own  opinions  upon 
those  JMsts. 

Lord  Bronfkam  said,  he  would  trouble 
their  Loidshtps  with  a  few  remarks  upon 
this  subfeot;  not  that  his  noUe  Friend  had 
not  said  quite  enou^  to  repel  the  extn^ 
ordinary  obacm  brought  against  the  Com* 
missianers  in  the  most  extraorttinary  manner, 
but  because  those  who  were  attacked  in 
this  Petition  might  expect  that  something 
should  be  said  by  him  in  their  favour.  He 
did  not  mean  to  complain,  although  he 
mi^ht  well  do  it,  of  the  elaborate  charges 
whiidh  had  been  brought  forward  by  Sie 
ii§^t  reverend  Prelate,  both  against  the 
Government  and  against  individuals,  in  the 
most  tmusual  manner.  Had  it  often  hapu 
pened,  upon  the  presentation  of  the  petition 
of  an  iadividttal,  when  their  Lordships 
wMe  not  even  summoned  to  attend  the 
House,  that  elaborate  and  grave  charges 
against  the  Government,  and  not  only 
against  the  present  Government  but  the 
fbnoer  Government,  and  charges  against 
publia  individuals,  had  been  brou^t  for- 
wardf-^ohaxges  which,  in  the  merciful 
hands  of  the  zi^t  reverend  Prelate,  to 
he.  sure  had  dwindled  down  to  a  muj^ 
caseeCnere  malvenation  of  their  puUio 
duties;  but  still  grave  charges  were  fannight 
forwaad.  It  had  been  wid  that  the  Cm- 
misskmen  had  been  guiky  of  a  derelictkm 
of  duty  in  departing  from  the  instructions 
which  they  had  received.  Now,  he  had 
OBBefuUy  read  the  Commission }  indeed  he 


had  written  the  psinc^  part  of  i^  and 
attached  the  Great  Seal  to  it,  and  he  ^ould 
therefore  know  what  it  meant ;  but  he 
could  find  nothiiig   in   the   Commission 
which  required  the  Commissioners  to  enter 
upon  the  inquiry  which  they  were  now 
complaiAcd  of  for  not  entering  upon*    Th& 
right  revermd  Prelate  had  said,  that  it  was 
lamentable  that  the  Commissioners  had  not 
gone  into  this  inquiry.    Now  he  (Lord 
Brou^iam)  could  not  agree  with  the  right 
reverend  Prelate.     He  could  not  regret 
that  the  Con^missioners  bad  not  left  the 
clear  line  of  their  inquiry,  which  could 
}ead  to  no  disaensiona»  to  no  heartburnings 
amone  any  class  of  religionists,  to  travel 
into  aebateaUe  ground,  which  it  was  de» 
siraUe  should  evert  if  possible,  be  avoided, 
and  which  was  almost  sure  to  give  rise  to 
emotions  and  feelings,  and»  what  waa  worst 
of  all,  to  politio»*religious  feelinm,  which 
ought  to  be  lulled  botn  in  Ireland  and  iu 
th^  country.    Tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord 
contended,  that  as  regarded  the  charge  of 
partiaUty  which  had  been  brought  by  Mr* 
Stoney  against  the  CommiasioQersy  that 
charge  would  more  psoperly  have   been 
Ivouflht  against  them  by  Mr.  Hughes;  for 
tbe  (aot  was,  ^at  all  Mr.  Stoney's  charges 
against  Mr«  Hughes  were  fully  heard, 
while  Mr*  Hu^^  was  not  allowed  an 
opportunity  of  making  any  answer  to  them. 
Mr.  Stoney  was,  therefore,  the  last  man 
who  ought  to  covaplain  of  partiality  on  the 
part  of  the  Commissioners.    By  looking  at, 
the  answers  which  Mr*  Stoney  gave  to  the 
Commissioners'  queries,    their   Lordsbipa 
might  estimate  ^e  loss  which  bad  been 
sustained  by  the  same  line  of  inquiry  not 
having  been  carried  further.^     The  first 
query  was,  ^'  Has  the  number  of  Protestants 
been  stationary,  increasmg,  or  diminishing, 
within  the  last  five  years  ^  fmd,  if  increasing 
or  dimlnishiog,  to  what  extent,  and  what 
has  occasioned  sudi  increase  or  diminution  i" 
The  answer  to  this  question  showed  the 
advantages  which  might  have  been  exjpected 
to  flow  irom  a  course  of  investigation  tor  not 
proceeding  with  which  the  Commissiooers 
were  blamed  by  the  right  reverend  Prelate. 
Tbe  Rev.  Mr.  Ston^,  in  reply^  said,  "  The 
number  is  increaring  yearly,  and  would  be 
greater  than  the  church  would  hold,  only 
tor  Popish  pemcutipn.    The  parish  priest 
preaches  ia  bis  chapel  the  destruction  of 
those  who  read  the  Bible,  by  pitchforks, 
bogholes,  and  pavingHitones,  imd  is  oot 
as&mid  to  avow  it  on  oath  before  the 
magistrates  of  the  country*    Protestants 
are  threatened  to  bo  murd^rsdi  Tiol^ntly 
2R2 
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assaulted  and  beaten^  and  their  property 
destroyed;  their  remains  torn  from  the 
gra^e;  husbands  taught  to  beat  their 
wives^  and  wives  to  abandon  their  hu»- 
bands  and  children,  to  force  them  to  leave 
the  church  and  go  to  mass."  Another  of 
the  queries  was,  "  What  kind  of  instruc- 
tion is  afforded  therein  (the  schools)  to  the 
boys  and  girls  respectively  ?"  The  answer 
was, ''  The  instruction  given  in  the  Pq>ish 
schools  ofthisparish  is  still  worse.  Idolatry, 
rejection  of  the  second  commandment, 
praying  to  the  Virgin  Mary,  image  and 
saint  worship,  hatred  to  Protestants,  hunt- 
ing Scripture  readers  with  pitchforks  and 
stones,  and  shouting  after  them:"  and  Mr. 
Stoney  added, ''  far  the  young  cock  crows 
like  the  old  one."  Another  question-— 
"  Has  the  number  of  children  attending 
such  school  or  schools  respectively  been 
increasing,"  &c.?  The  answer  was,  '^  The 
last  question  needs  no  reply;  the  above 
ans^vers  will  do  for  most  of  the  parishes  in 
Ireland;  vdth  the  exception  of  the  num. 
bers,  ex  uno  disee  omnes.  The  persecuting 
haracter  of  the  priest  Hushes,  of  Newport, 
8  a  faithful  picture  of  ropish  priests  in 
general;  the  suffirings  to  which  Protestants 
are  exposed  are  nearly  alike  everywhere; 
and  the  abmninatbns  and  wickedness  of 
Popery  unchanged  and  unchangeable."— 

e'he  Bishop  of  Ex^er :  "  Hear  I  hearl'T 
e  was  to  gather  from  die  right  reverend 
Prelate's  cheer,  that  Popery  was  unchange- 
able. He  tmsted,  however,  that  they  might 
be  able  to  effect  an  improvement  even  in 
Popery,  though  if  they  were  to  educate 
Protestants  only,  he  could  not  see  how  the 
Papists  were  to  be  improved.  But  Popery 
was  a  great  deal  better  now  than  it  was 
200  or  500  years  ago.  Mr.  Stoney  was 
asked^  ''Of  the  children  so  attending  at 
each  such  school,  what  is  the  number  of 
Protestants  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
what  the  number  of  Roman  Catholics  and 
of  Presbyterians,  or  other  Protestant  Dis* 
senters  respectively?"  His  answer  was, 
"  Most  of  the  Protestant  children  of  the 
parish  attend  the  Sunday  and  daily  schools. 
The  Roman  Catholic  duldren  would,  and 
frequently  did,  attend ;  but  the  priest 
has  fixed  his  residence  dose  to  the  parochial 
school-house"— It  would  appear  from  this, 
that  the  priest  had  taken  up  a  military 
position  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  off  the 
scholars  as  they  approached  the  school. 
He  seemed  as  intemperate  a  Catholic  priest 
as  the  other  certainly  was  a  Protestant  one. 
He  would  give  their  Lordships  a  ^lecimen 
of  the  mild  and  digniM  language  employed 


by  Mr.  Stoney.  "  Hughes,  the  priest,"  he 
said,  ''persecutes  them,  hunts,  stones,  cud. 
gels,  cuffs,  horsewhips,  curses,  calls  out  m 
the  chapel,  and  tyrannizes  over  the  unhappy 
victims  of  his  fell  superstition,  so  that  they 
are  forced  to  stay  away  from  the  Scripture- 
school,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  both 
parents  and  children.  The  lash  of  the 
driver's  whip  was  never  more  terrific  to  a 
West-Indian  slave  than  the  priest's  whip 
and  curse  to  a  poor  Irish  peasant;  the 
desolating  slave-system  carried  on  in  Africa 
is  liberty  itself  when  compared  to  the  horrid 
t3rranny  of  Irish  priests,  and  the  inter- 
minable sufferings  they  inflict.  Some  of 
the  poor  children  are  robbed  of  their  books, 
some  welted  with  horsewhips,  some  farced 
to  run  into  the  rivers,  others  confined  to 
sick  beds  for  weeks  from  the  brutal  treat- 
ment they  receive ;  some  children  may  be 
seen  going  a  erc«t  deal  out  of  the  way  to 
avoid  the  infuriated  priest  and  his  croel 
whip."  That  certainly  was  a  luteal  answer 
to  the  inquiry  respecting  the  fallinffjoff  in 
the  attendance  of  chil£en  at  schoolB ;  but 
it  was  one  which  justified  theConunisBiosecs 
in  not  having  entered  into  any  examinatioii 
of  witnesses  with  respect  to  the  superior^/ 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  or  Protestant  dia* 
racter,  which  was  the  issue  directly  raised 
by  the  "  infuriated  priest"  on  the  one  sid^ 
and  the  equally  infuriated  Protestant  detgym 
man  on  the  other,  and  which  would  also 
have  been  raised  in  every  parish  in  hdaad 
where  such  men  as  priest  Hughes  and 
priest  Stoney  were  placed  over  it.  He 
could  figure  to  himself  nothing  more  &tal 
to  the  peace  of  Ireland— nothinff  more 
likely  to  excite  religious  dinrord  than  the 
Commissioners  sitting  to  try  an  issue  be. 
tween  a  Catholic  pnest  and  a  Proteiitant 
clergyman,  eadi  attended  with  a  crowd  of 
witnesses,  and  eager  to  support  his  own 
abominable  anti-Christian  fiseunffs  of  hatred 
to  his  fellow-creatores,  and  enmity  to  good* 
will  among  men ;  and  the  Comnrissioiiergy 
he  reputed,  did  wiselyin  abstaining  ficom  it. 
TheEarlof  ^^A:2tHv  said,  he  was  asloiKi 
ished  that  the  noble  and  learned  Locdspske 
of  being  particularly  interested  in  thb 
question  on  account  of  the  attack  which 
had  been  made  upon  the  commission,  be- 
cause he  himself  had  heard  the  noUe  sod 
learned  Lord  state  at  the  commenceoient  of 
the  session  that  he  did  not  bdoag  to  the 
commission,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  beyond  the  circamstanoe  of  havingaffixfld 
his  name  to  it  in  his  official  capacity. 
When  the  noUe  and  learned  Lord  could 
make  such  a  mistake  as  that,  it  is  not  vac/ 
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probable  that  he  could  have  given  hunaelf 
much  trouble  to  ascertain  the  nature  of 
the  duties  imposed  upon  the  Commissioners. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  was  not  sur- 
prising that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  condemn  so  strenuously  a  course  of 
inquiry  which  was  directed  to  be  pursued 
by  a  commission,  of  which  he  himself  was 
•the  head.  For  his  part,  he  was  glad  that 
that  line  of  inquiry  had  been  abandoned, 
but  he  was  a  little  surprised  that  its  mis- 
chievous tendency,  of  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  and  his  former  colleagues  were 
now  so  thorouehly  satisfied,  did  not  strike 
them,  when  Uiey,  in  the  first  instance, 
determined  that  it  should  be  pursued. 
It  appeared  from  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  that  the  character  of  the 
.inquiry  had  been  changed  by  the  Com. 
missioners.  This  was  an  extraordinary 
proceeding.  What  authority  had  two  Com. 
missioners  (all  of  whom  had  e^nal  power)  to 
alter  the  course  of  the  inquuy  originally 
agreed  upon  under  the  sanction  of  the  Go» 
vemment  ?  He  did  not  say  that  the  change 
was  not  proper.  He  thought  it  was ;  for  the 
inquiry  first  proposed  might  have  excited 
animosity,  and  the  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Commissioners  was,  at  least,  the  safest. 
He  had  no  acquaintance  with  the  rev.  Mr. 
Stoney,  and  could  have  no  private  cause 
liar  entering  into  the  discussion  of  this 
subject  un&r  any  feelings  of  undue  par. 
tiality.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  ready 
to  adinit  that  the  reply  df  that  Gentleman 
to  the  queries  submitted  to  him  was  not 
a  becoming  one  from  an  individual  in  lus 
situation.  On  the  contrary,  a  more  tem- 
perate style  would  have  been  much  more 
proper  on  the  occasion.  He  was,  however, 
happy  to  find  that  Mr.  Stoney  had  not 
committed  the  disrespect  (and  this  was  one 
of  the  most  serious  charges  raised  against 
him)  of  sending  his  answer  in  print  to  the 
Commissioners. 

Lord  Hatherton  said,  that  it  seemed  to 

bave  afiorded  matterof  complaint  against  the 

.Commissumersthat  they  should,  in  the  exe. 

cution  of  their  comprehensive  duties,  have 

.  demanded  information  in  writing  relative  to 

points  which  they  did  not  subsequently  pur- 

.sue,  and  which  written  information  they  did 

not  seem  disposed  to  make  use  of  as  materials 

.  in  the  composition  of  their  report.    Now  it 

appeared  to  him,  that  herein  they  had  exer. 

ciaed  a  sound  discretion,  and  had  best  ful- 

fUied  the  spirit  of  their  trust,  by  refusing 

to   sacrifice  the   statistical  points  of  the 

inquiry  to  the  speculative  ones.    He  was 

quite  willing  to  take  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 


assurance  that  the  petition  had  not  been 
changed  in  consequence  of  what  had  passed 
in  that  House  ais  he  had  previously  been 
led  to  suppose  was  the  case.    He  must  add 
his  testimony  to  what  had  been  previously 
adduced  in  favour  of  the  exemplary  man. 
ner  in  which  the  Commissioners  had  acted 
with  reference  to  the  origin  of  this  un. 
pleasant  controversy.    They,  in  common 
with  all  who  were  conversant  with  the  state 
of  parties  in  that  quarter  of  Ireland,  were 
well  aware  that  in  the  parish  of  Borrishoole 
the  most  rancorous  hostility  in  controversial 
topics  had  for  a  length  of  time  subsisted 
between  the  reverend  Messrs.  Stoney  and 
Hughes,  and  that  whenever  they  came  to 
that  parish,  in  the  course  of  their  progress 
as  CommissionerH,  they  might  expect  to 
elicit    the    most    contradictory    and    dis- 
agreeable feelings.     They  had,  therefore, 
refrained  as  mudk  as  possible  from  unneces- 
sarily  exciting  the  parties  to  additional 
enmity  by  discreetly  and  cautiously    ab- 
staining from  accepting  any  invitations  to 
enter  on  inquiries  that    involved   points 
of  theolf^cal  controversy  and  discord  in 
a  parish  already  sufficiently  agitated    on 
that  score.     Mr.  Stoney's  character  was  so 
fully  established  as  a  violent  religious  and 
political  partisan    that  it  was  impossible 
his   evidence  alone  could  be  received  as 
competent   and  satisfactory  on   questions 
which  affected  his  feelines  and  prejudices. 
The  fact  was,  that  his  feelings  had  been 
so  warped  by   religious  excitement  that 
it  was  impossible  to  place  reliance  on  what 
he  asserted  when  under  the  influence  of 
his  exuberant  seal.      There  was  another 
topic  on  which  he  felt  it  necessary   to 
trouble  their  Lordships,  and  he  did  it  with 
considerable  reluctance,  under  the  circum- 
stance of  his  recent  admission  to  the  honour 
of   a   seat   in  that   House.     During  the 
twenty  months  that  he  had  been  previously 
intrusted  with  the  performance  of  official 
duties,  while  a  member  of  the  other  House, 
it  had   been  the  invariable  habit  there, 
previous  to  the  presentation  of  any  petition 
relative  to  affiiirs  within  his  jurisdiction,  to 
transmit  him  a  copy,  and  give  him  a  week's 
time  at  least  to  write  to  the  spot,  to  make 
inquiries,  and    be    prepared  with  useful 
information  on  the  public  presentation  of 
the  petition,  and  he  must  say,  if  on  the 
occasion  a  similar  courtesy  had  been  shown 
him  with  respect  to  petitions  against  the 
manner  in  which  the  Commissioners  had 
executed  their  work  throughout  Ireland,  it 
ought   to   be   known  that,  out  of  2,500 
parishes,  only  five  had  complained«->a  strong 


1227  CommuOoners  of  InUrwiwn    (LORDS)      {trttandJ-^Mr.  SOmey.       122S 


proof  of  the  fUfness  and  impMrtiftlity  which 
had  chanutarieed  their  proceedings.  He 
hoped,  if  an  J  other  petition  should  be  re-* 
oeived  on  this  subject  he  should  be  favoured 
with  a  timelj  notice  of  the  day  on  \ivhich  it 
ifoold  be  presented^  that  the  statement  and 
the  reply  mi^t  have  an  opportunity  of  being 
iicsrd  and  going  forth  together.  In  eonclu- 
mm,  he  b^ged  leave  to  express  his  sincere 
gratifioation  at  the  progress  which  had  been 
made  in  the  investigatbn  of  the  educational 
and  Bodesiastical  revenues  of  Ireland^  and 
hoped  it  would^  ere  long^  be  perfected^  so 
that  it  might  be  ascertained  to  the  satis* 
faction  of  all  how  far  each  parish  was  a 
•inecare^  or  how  far  the  Church  Establish- 
Buent  was  itself  a  sinecure.  '*  I  am  (said 
the  noWe  hoiA)  **  proud  to  reckon  myself 
amongst  the  nrmest  supporters  of  that 
Churchy  and  one  most  anxious  to  resist  any 
encroachments  of  a  nature  that  might  tend 
to  injure  or  depreciate  her ;  and  I  feel  con- 
^dent  that  the  more  thoroughly  her  con- 
dition is  inquired  into,  and  the  causes  ascer- 
tained wnich  may  have  tended  to  interfere 
with  her  beneficial  influence^  the  more 
affective  and  secure  will  that  influence  be- 
come in  all  its  important  relations,  so 
deeply  bound  up  with  the  well-being  of 
Iieknd/' 

The  Bishop  of  Eretef,  in  explanation^  de- 
clared that  the  intended  appropriation  of 
the  property  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  (to 
which  the  noble  Lord  alluded  in  terms  of 
such  hope  and  approval)  was^  in  his  (the 
right  rev.  Prelate's)  opinion^  one  of  the 
most  wanton  and  outrageous  assaults  on 
property,  as  well  as  one  of  the  most  out- 
rageous insults  on  common  sense,  that  he 
httd  ever  known  to  be  contemplated  in 
a  British  House  of  Parliament.  With 
respect  to  the  support  and  the  security 
of  that  Establishment,  he  considered  the 
property  in  question  only  as  the  means; 
the  needful  temporal  means  whereby  her 
spiritual  efficacy  was  to  be  extended, 
diffused,  and  made  palpable  amongst  the 
multitudes  for  whose  instruction  that 
Church  was  established.  That  property 
Vnss  intrusted  to  her  sole  caro  and  use,  for 
the  common  benefit*  He  did  not  intend 
to  say  that  it  was  as  equally  or  advan. 
taeeoudy  distributed  as  it  might  be ;  but 
while  he  saw  a  proposition  made  that  what 
was  termed  the  extra  wealth  of  parishes 
should  be  applied  (not  to  remedy  the  defi- 
ciency which  existed  in  other  parishes  but) 
to  extraneous  and  irrelevant  purpoaea— he 
would  oppose  it  to  the  last— feding  that 

the  intermtoea  was  undertaken  in  the 


most  hostile  spirit  to  the  utility  of  the 
entire  Establishment.  He  must  also  eon-. 
scientiously  dedaro  that  this  project  of  ap^ 
propriation  was  of  a  character  that  directly 
mterfiNed  with  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Coronation  Oath  was  taken,  to  support  the 
rights  of  the  Church,  and  if  the  Royal 
sanction  wero  given,  it  would  decidedly 
be  a  violation  of  the  oath.  In  a  word,  he 
must  characterize  the  measure  as  afeul 
spoliation  contrary  both  to  the  oath  of  the 
Sovereign  and  the  Constitution  of  their 
country. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  that  he  felt  it 
to  be  only  a  matter  oi  justice  when  traii»- 
actions  like  the  present  took  place,  and 
charges  wero  made  against  public  officers 
to  investigate  the  character  of  the  oonft- 
plainantv  He  would  read  to  the  Houae  a 
document,  containing  a  portion  of  €be  pro^ 
oeedings  c€  the  Mayo  Central  Committee  of 
Charitable  Distribution  al  a  meeting  held 
at  Westport,  on  the  dth  of  May,  18S1,  8ir 
Francis  Lynch  Blosse,  Bart,  in  die  Chair, 
which  would  throw  some  light  on  the  cha- 
racter of  the  rev.  Mr.  Stoney.  [The  noUe 
Lord  then  read  a  resolution  of  the  meetine, 
declaratory  "  that  they  had  read  with  fell- 
ings of  the  greatest  disgust  and  reprohatioa 
a  published  letter  of  the  rev.  Mr.  Stonoy; 
that  the  statement  thoein  contained  was 
not  ftmnded  in  feet ;  and  that  it  w«  cal- 
culated to  injure  the  cause  of  liberality 
and  charity."  The  only  answer  that  the 
rov.  Gentleman  condescended  to  make  to 
this  resolution  was,  that  the  ''statement 
alluded  to  was  a  private  document,  and 
not  intended  for  publication.'']  After  such 
an  exhibition  could  their  Lordships  believe 
that  Mr.  Stoney's  character  vras  a  sufficwnt 
answer  to  any  charges  brought  against  him 
or  a  sufficient  guarantee  that  1^  must  be 
in  the  right.  He  must  say,  that  the  Con». 
missioners  fiir  Uieir  good  fiaeling  anddia- 
cretion  in  forbearing  to  awaken  in  thaa* 
progress  further  th«ol(^cal  controversy 
which  had  ever  been  the  curse  of  Irebna 
deserved  great  praise ;  and  he  much  retre^ 
ted  that  their  excdient  example  shouu  he 
lost  upon  a  Christian  Bishop,  who  had  lent 
himself  to  foment  its  regions  dissemnoasy 
and,  in  conjunction  with  the  noble  £ari« 
seemed  ready  to  foster  all  the  evil  pasBona. 
the  result  of  religious  animosity  whieh  had 
90  long  been  the  curse  of  Ireland. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  begged  leave  to 
contradict  most  emphatically  any  toeh 
intention.  He  concaved  that  he  had  eafy 
done  his  duty  in  bringing  the  matlet 
beforo  the  Hooiei 
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The  Earl  of  Wickhw  declared  tbat  no 
word  had  fallen  from  him  to  justify  the 
imputations  oast  on  him  by  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday^  June  25,  1835. 

MiKvnts.]  Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Handlby,  from 
Stalfocd,  in  &vour  of  the  Munici(«I  Corponttons*  Bill. — 
By  Mr.  Gisborns,  from  the  Deputies  of  the  Corporations 
of  England  Mid  Wales,  tothesameeSbct— By  Sir  Osonos 
ClMBM,  from  the  Cordwainen  ql  Edinlrargh,  against  the 
Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill.— By  Mr.  Har^kt,  from 
Harwich,  for  Stopping  the  Supplies  till  a  ftill  Measure  of 
Reform  be  granted.— By  Sir  Gsorob  Clsrk  and  Mr. 
Piuxoui,  from  the  Clergy  of  several  Places,— for  ProCec< 
tion  to  the  Church  of  Scodand.-'By  Mr.  Barnaad,  fhnn 
Deptford,  for  Allowing  the  Occupien  of  small  Houses  to 
Vote,  tluingh  the  Owners  may  have  Compounded  for  or 
Fanned  the  Rates  of  their  Houses.— By  Messrs.  Hums, 
Srkldow*  p.  M.  Stjbwaiit»  Tvntb,  and  Robinson. 
from  a  Number  of  Places,— for  0ie  Repeal  of  the  Stamp 
Duty  an  Newspapers.— By  Mr.  Fbctor,  from  Rochester, 
against  the  Municipal  Corporations'  BilL— By  Mr. 
AouoNBY,  from  the  Millowners  and  Othen  of  Keswii^, 
for  Amending  the  Factories  Regulation  Act — By  Dr. 
Bowamo,  from  Rutherglen,  against  the  Imprisonment 
for  Debt  BilL— By  Mr.  Bbthbxa.  from  Che  Clergy  of  the 
East  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  in  Support  of  the  Protestant 
Church  Establishment  of  Ireland.— By  Mr.  Hirrr  and  an 
Hon.  Hbmbbr,  from  Kingston-upon-Hull  and  Moldi— 
against  tcaDsferring  to  Doctors'  Commons  the  sole  Right  of 
granting  Probates  and  Adroinistratioos.'— By  Mr.  Finch, 
Acom  Stamford,  in  ikvour  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
BiU^— By  Lord  SANOONt  from  Liverpool,  against  any 
AltentlOB  In  the  Timber  Duties^— By  Mr.  Wiucs,  Mr.  J. 
PowBB,  and  an  Hon.  Mbvbbr,  from  several  Places, 
—against  Drunkenness.— By  Mr.  J.  Poitbr,  from  New 
Ross,  for  an  increased  Duty  on  Spirits  in  Ireland.— By  Mr. 
J.  PoiTBB  and  Mr.  Wkstbnba,  from  r  Number  of  Places, 
—against  Tithe. — By  Messrs.  Clat,  Aolionbt,  Colubr* 
and  Bainbb,  from  several  Places, — ^for  Remitting  the 
Sentenee  on  the  Dordiester  Labourers. — By  Mr.  C. 
Bbrxblbv,  from  the  Postmasters  Rnd  Coadiownera  of 
Cheltenham,  for  r  Reduction  in  the  Duty  on  their 
Servants  and  Carriages. 

Corporation  Reform  Bill.]]  Lord 
Sandon  rose  to  present  a  Petition  of  rather 
a  complicated  nature,  but  of  very  deep  im- 
portance. It  was  a  petition  from  the 
Mayor  and  Corporation  c^  Liverpool,  show- 
ing how  the  Corporation  Reform  Bill  now 
fac&re  the  House  would  affect  their  vested 
rights,  their  liabilities,  and  peculiar  cir* 
cumstances.  They  did  not  wish  to  offer 
any  oppodtion  to  the  progress  of  the  bill, 
but  merely  to  show  the  existence  of  cer- 
tain  local  regulations  and  peculiar  circum- 
stances, which  it  would  be  difficult  to  ao- 
oommodate  to  the  general  principles  of  that 
measure.  The  petition  first  recited  the 
amount  of  income  from  freehold  lands,  &c., 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Corporation,  and  then 
proceeded  to  show  the  amount  of  debts  and 
liabilities  which  they  had  incurred,  and 
which  they  had  secured  in  a  great  measure 
by  bonds.    In  reQ)ect  to  these  debts  the 

petitionen  hoped  tbat  tbe  House  wouU 
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make  some  proyision  by  law,  andrecom* 
mended  a  sinking  fund  for  that  purpose. 
Another  circumstance  was>  that  oontzacts 
to  a  large  amount  had  been  entered  into  by 
the  Corporation  for  the  improvement  of  the 
town,  and  these  improvements  were  now 
in  progress.  The  petitioners,  therefore, 
prayed  that  these  contracts  might  be  con« 
firmed,  as  well  for  the  benefit  of  the  towu 
as  out  of  justice  to  the  contractors.  There 
was  another  point  alluded  to  in  the  petii 
tion,  which  called  for  legislation,  whether 
in  a  separate  bill,  or  in  a  new  clause  in  the 
Municipal  Reform  Bill  itself,  the  petition- 
ers did  not  pretend  to  say.  They  alluded 
to  the  dock  estates  of  the  Corporation, 
which  were  very  extensive,  and  which  had 
hitherto  been  regulated  by  a  certain  num- 
ber of  the  Corporators,  selected  for  that 
purpose — a  system  which,  according  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Corporation  Reform  Bill 
could  be  pursued  no  longer.  The  peti- 
tioners, therefore,  prayed  that  some  new 
form  of  trust  might  be  appointed  by  Par- 
liament in  respect  to  these  dock  estates  in 
lieu  of  that  now  to  be  abolished.  The  pe- 
titioners enumerated  various  other  local 
acts  and  regulations  which  would  be  found 
practically  incompatible  with  the  bill 
brought  into  Parliament  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  but  into  those  details  the  noble 
Lord  said  he  would  not  enter  at  the  pre^. 
sent.  He  would  simply  move  that  the  pe- 
tition be  laid  on  the  Table,  and  also  that  it 
be  printed,  in  the  hope  that  it  would  re- 
ceive the  attention  it  deserved  at  the  hands 
of  the  House  on  some  future  day. 

Mr.  Etvart  said,  that  he  thought  the  fact 
stated  last  night  by  an  hon.  Member,  that 
in  Liverpool  a  merchant  was  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  1,400/.  above  his  feilow-merchant 
simply  because  he  did  not  happen  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Corporation,  was  argument 
sufficient  against  the  continuance  of  the  eiu 
elusive  privileges  which  the  Corporation 
had  hitherto  enjoyed  and  laid  daim  to* 
He  said  that  if  any  peculiar  provisions  were 
deemed  necessary  to  adapt  the  affiiirs  of  the 
Corporation  of  Liverpool  to  the  principles 
of  the  great  measure  of  Municipal  Reform 
they  should  be  brought  forward  in  a  sepa- 
rate bill  for  that  purpose.  But,  whatever 
was  done,  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
permit  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool  to 
escape  from  the  reforming  influence  of  the 
great  measure  now  so  largely  occupying  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  of  the  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  Thomeley  said,  that  although  it  was 
▼erf  true  the  Corpomloa  of  Liverpool 
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was  in  debt  to  the  amount  of  800,000/.,  it 
Vfaa  also  true  that  they  were  in  receipt  of 
an  annual  income  of  100,000/.  So,  also, 
there  was  a  debt  on  account  of  the  dock 
estates  of  400,000/.;  but  the  income  re. 
ceived  from  the  docks  was  about  200,000/. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  believe  that  any 
of  the  parties  interested  in  that  property 
ran  the  feast  risk  of  loss  from  the  operation 
of  the  Municipal  Reform  Bill*  He,  for 
one,  was  a  holder  of  dock  stock  to  a  con- 
siderable amount,  and  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  he  should  consider  that  pro- 
perty much  more  safe  when  the  Corpora- 
tion Reform  Bill  had  passed,  and  the  dues 
collected  by  the  Corporation  were  placed 
under    responsible    men,    than    he    did 

DOW. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Ipswich  Elbotion].  Mr  i/aip^j  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  John  Pilgrim,  con- 
fined in  Newgate  under  an  order  of  that 
House.  The  petitioner  stated  facts  in  his 
petition  which  required  to  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  House.  He  stat^  that  he 
bad  been  thirty-years,  preceding  this  trans- 
action, the  confidential  derk  of  Messrs. 
Sewell,  Blake,  and  Cov,  the  Solicitors  at 
Norwich ;  that  he  was  entirely  under  their 
control,  and  had  acted  throughout  under 
their  directions ;  that  when  he  left  England 
for  Calais  to  avoid  service  of  the  Speaker's 
warrant  he  was  asked  to  do  so  by  a  note 
from  Mr.  Keith  of  the  house  of  Sewell, 
Blake,  and  Co. ;  that  that  note  was  pro- 
cured as  a  colour  for  his  absence  from  Eng- 
land; that  he  received  20/.  from  that 
house  to  cover  his  expenses ;  that  after  he 
had  been  absent,he  felt  a  natural  wish  to 
return  to  his  family ;  that  on  his  arrival  at 
Norwich,  he  was  arrested  on  a  criminal 
charge  by  Sewell,  Blake,  and  Co. ;  and  that 
whatever  might  be  the  imputations  on  his 
character,  he  was  willing  to  be  brought  to 
the  Bar  of  the  House,  and  there  to  be  ex- 
amined, touching  every  thing  in  which  he 
was  concerned  in  reference  to  the  Ipswich 
election,  and  to  disclose  every  circumstance 
within  his  knowledge.  There  was  another 
very  strong  reason  stated  in  the  petition  as  a 
eround  why  the  House  should  interfere. 
Having  been  arrested  by  the  very  persons 
who  up  to  that  hour  never  raised  a  voice 
against  him,  when  he  returned  home,  it 
would  be  necessary  for  him  to  take  his  trial 
on  the  1st  of  August  next,  therefore  he  pray- 
ed that  the  clemency  of  the  house  might 
be  extended  to  him,  and  that  he  might 
be  discharged  in  order  that  he  might  have 


an  opportunity  to  prepare  for  his  defence. 
The  hon.  Member  thought  a  more  reason- 
able claim  could  not  be  made,  therefore  be 
begged  to  give  a  formal  notice  that  so  soon 
as  the  petition  should  be  read,  he  should 
move  that  Mr.  Pilgrim  be  brought  to  the 
bar  of  the  House  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Grote  moved  that  the  petttion  be 
read. 

Mr.  Hume  suggested  the  propriety  of 
having  the  petition  printed.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  men  of  respectability  and  character 
had  been  concerned  in  a  conspiracy  to  de- 
feat the  power  and  object  of  the  LegLsla- 
ture,  and  it  would  be  a  question  hereafter 
for  the  House  to  consider  whether  a  Com- 
mittee ought  not  to  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  circumstances.  There  were  not 
only  the  persons  mentioned  in  Mr.  Pilgrim's 
petition,  but  the  Magistrates  in  the  county 
of  Norfolk  who  had  become  veiy  deeply 
involved  in  this  transaction ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  there  ought  to  be 
the  fullest  investigation  into  the  circum- 
stances, that  eventually  blame  should  not 
be  cast  on  the  innocent. 

Mr.  Warburton  would  propose,  if  Mr» 
Pilgrim  were  to  be  brought  to  the  Bar  t(V> 
morrow  for  the  purpose  of  being  examined, 
that  the  House  should  sit  at  twelve  o'clock, 
and  that  he  should  be  examined  then,  w 
that  the  other  important  business  now  be- 
fore the  House  should  not  be  interfered 
with. 

Mr.  Hope  was  of  opinion  that  no  pro- 
ceedings should  be  taken  on  this  petitioa 
or  in  this  afikir  further  until  all  the  cir« 
cumstances  had  been  fully  investigated. 
With  respect  to  the  petitioner's  statement 
that  he  had  received  20/.  from  Sewell, 
Blake,  and  Co.  to  cover  his  travelling  ex- 
penses he  had  not  stated  one  syllable  of 
that  before  the  Committee.  He  had  per- 
sisted  before  the  Committee  also  that  it 
was  under  Mr.  Clipperton's  advice  he  had 
gone  away. 

Mr.  Hawe*  said,  that  by  his  petition 
Mr.  Pilgrim  declared  that  owing  to  the 
agitation  he  was  under  when  bcdfore  the 
Committee,  from  his  having  been  in  cu»« 
tody  by  virtue  of  Mr.  Speaker's  warrant, 
and  also  under  a  criminal  charge,  he  had 
not  had  presence  of  mind  sufficient  to  enable 
him  to  make  that  statement. 

Mr.  Gisborne  said,  that  if  the  House 
brought  Mr.  Pilgrim  up  to  be  examined 
at  the  Bar,  he  believed  it  would  be  adopt* 
ing  a  course  which  had  not  been  resorted 
to  on  any  former  oocasidn.  On  all  previ- 
ous occasions,  a  party  having  similarly  of* 
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fended  had  been  brought  to  the  bar,  sbsiply 
to  be  reprimanded  and  discharged.  He 
agreed  wiUi  the  hon.  Member,  that  it  was 
extremely  desirable  there  should  be  a  Com« 
mittee  ajnpointed  to  examine  into  the  whole 
of  the  amir.  He  had  only  received  the 
evidence  last  night  which  had  been  taken 
before  the  Committee^  and  had  not  had 
time  to  go  through  it.  He  should  apply 
himself  as  dilig^dtly  as  possible  to  it^  and  he 
hoped  that  in  uie  course  of  two  or  three  days 
he  should  be  able  to  state  what  the  course 
was  that  he  thought  ought  to  be  adopted. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  throw  any  obstruction 
in  Mr.  Pilgrim's  way ;  he  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth,  and  if  it  was  consi- 
dered right,  any  hon.  Member  might  to- 
morrow move  that  Mr.  Pilgrim  when 
brought  up  should  be  remanded. 

Mr.  Hawes  moved  that  John  Pilgrim  be 
called  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  to-morrow. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  press  such  a  Motion 
at  present. 

Mr.  Robert  Sleuart  said,  that  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  similar  petition  from  Mr.  Da- 
sent,  who  was  also  well  known  to  the  House. 
By  his  petition  he  confessed  his  crime, 
alluded  to  the  extent  of  his  punislunent, 
and  expressed  his  willingness  to  appear  at 
the  Bar,  and  answer  any  questions  the  House 
might  be  pleased  to  put  to  him.  Probably 
the  best,  easiest,  and  shortest  course  to 
arrive  at  justice  would  be  to  pursue  the  line 
which  had  been  adopted  in  the  Camelford 
case  in  1819>  In  that  case  the  period  of 
imprisonment  did  not  exceed  6ve  days,  a  d 
he  really  thought  the  fair  course  here 
would  be  to  have  the  parties  brought 
to  the  Bar,  that  they  might  be  reprimanded 
and  discharged,  on  their  deliberate  under- 
taking, as  in  the  Camelford  case,  to  return 
and  give  full  and  free  examination  when- 
ever they  might  be  required  to  do  so  at*  any 
future  time. 

Sir  George  Clerk  took  the  same  view  of 
the  question  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Had. 
dington  who  had  just  spoken.  He  would 
put  It  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  to  say 
whether  he  did  not  think  the  parties  had 
sufiered  punishment  sufficient  for  the  of- 
fence they  had  committed.  The  noble  Lord 
wuuld  find,  that  in  no  former  case  where 
parties  had  been  sent  to  Newoate  by  the 
House  for  a  similar  offence,  had  they  been 
subjected  to  so  long  an  imprisonment.  If 
th  were  now  to  be  called  to  the  Bar,  repri- 
manded, and  discharged,  it  would  still  be 
open  for  the  House  to  take  any  further 


proceedings  it  might  deem  it  expedient  to 
resort  ta 

Mr.  Kearsky  rose,  in  pursuance  of  the 
notice  he  had  given,  to  move  "  that  the 
persons  now  confined  in  Newgate  in  con- 
sequence of  the  report  of  the  Ipswich  elec 
tion  Committee  be  brought  to  die  Bar  of 
the  House."  After  what  had  passed,  he 
would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House. 
He  sincerely  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
not  refuse  to  accede  to  his  Motion,  but  that 
they  would  be  merciful  to  those  who 
were  now  in  affliction,  knowing,  as  they 
must,  how  much  they — how  very  mudi 
they  themselves  stood  in  need  of  mercy. 

Mr.  Hutne  apprehended  that  it  was  not 
competent  to  propose  any  measure  of  relief 
for  persons  who  had  been  committed  to  New. 
gate  by  that  House  for  an  ofience  agamst 
the  House  until  after  the  parties  themselves 
had  presented  petitions. 

Mr.  Wodehmise  said,  that  he  had  a  Peti- 
tion to  present  to  the  House  from  Messrs. 
Sewell,  Blake,  and  Co.,  but  that  from  an 
accident  he  had  it  not  with  him,  in  which 
they  distinctly  denied  the  alle^tions  made 
by  Mr.  Pilgrim  in  his  petition.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  permit  him  to  present  the 
petition  to.morrow. 

Lord  Henniker  said,  he  had  a  Petition 
in  his  hand  from  Mr.  Sparrow,  which  he 
had  been  requested  to  present. 

Mr.  WilUams  Wynn  said,  he  really 
thought  the  better  way  would  be  to  post- 
pone any  proceedings  for  the  present,  that 
all  the  parties  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  having  petitions  presented. 

Mr.  Robert  Steuart  said,  he  should  like 
very  much  that  the  whole  of  this  thing 
should  be  sifted  fully,  and  that  it  should 
be  made  public,  because  he  was  quite  sure 
that,  notwithstanding  the  long  investiga- 
tion which  had  taken  place  on  this  subject, 
there  was  still  much  that  remained  in 
mystery.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought 
that  the  parties  ought  to  be  brought  up 
and  discharged  in  the  manner  he  had  before 
pointed  out  had  been  done  in  the  Camel- 
ford case. 

Sir  John  WroHesley  could  not  accede  to 
the  Motion.  The  petition  should  be  printed, 
and  afterwards  the  House  ought  to  have 
twenty-four  hours  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Grole  thought,  that  the  discharge  of 
those  persons  should  be  preceded  by  the 
appoii^tment  of  that  Committee  of  which 
notice  had  been  given  for  an  inquiry  into 
all  those  facts  of  the  case  which  it  was  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  were  involved  in  the 
greatest  mystery* 
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IahA  Jukn  Russdl  said,  it  would  be  ad^ 
visable  that  all  the  petitions  now  in  the 
faandfl  of  hon.  Members,  as  well  as  any 
'Others  which  might  be  sent  by  to-morrow 
from  the  other  prisoners,  should  first  of  all 
be  presented  i  afterwards  any  order  might 
be  made  for  them  to  appear  immediately  at 
the  Bar,  and  the  House  might  take  any 
course  which  it  should  thii&  proper  to 

Mr.  WMiatM  Wynn  could  see  no  objec- 
tion to  the  House  now  making  a  simple 
order  for  the  attendance  of  the  prisoners  to* 
morrow  in  custody  of  the  keeper  of  New. 
gate;  and  they  might  then  determine  what 
course  should  be  pursued*  The  great  ob. 
ject  in  committing  them  had  already  been 
aooompUshed— -namely,  the  vindication  of 
the  hcmour  and  independence  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WtUcs  considered  it  impossible,  con^ 
sistently  with  the  claims  of  justice,  to 
make  an  order  for  the  attendance  of  the 
prisoners  to*morrow,  especially  after  the 
notice  which  had  been  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Wodehouse)  of 
the  petition  to  be  presented  from  Messrs. 
Sewell  and  Blake,  with  reference  to  the 
allegations  of  Pilgrim.  It  was  but  right 
that  both  sides  should  be  heard  before  any 
step  was  taken  towards  the  discharge  of 
that  individual.  In  the  present  state  of 
the  matter  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
take  care  that  it  was  not  precipitate  in  its 
proceedings. 

Sir  tM>ert  Peel  thought,  that  there 
would  be  considerable  difficulty  in  making 
any  order  for  the  prisoners  to  appear  to- 
morrow to  await  any  contingency  that  might 
occur.  The  mere  circumstance  of  their 
being  in  waiting  would  fetter  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House.  At  the  same  time 
there  would,  no  doubt,  be  considerable 
hardship  in  detaining  them  in  prison  till 
Monday,  if  the  House  should  ultimately  be 
of  opinion  that  they  ought  to  be  discharged 
to^monow.  He  ^ould  recommend  that 
the  whdie  of  the  petitions  be  now  presented, 
and  taken  into  consideration  immediately 
the  House  met  to-morrow,  and  if  the 
prevailing  opinion  was  that  the  petitioners 
ought  to  be  discharged,  they  would,  no 
doubt,  submit  to  the  inconvenience  of  in- 
terrupting the  debate  in  a  later  period  of 
the  evening,  in  order  to  have  their  imme- 
diate at  tendanoa  That  course,  he  thought, 
would  be  most  considerate  for  all  parties. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Thb  DoBOBEsna  Laboubbbs.]  Lord 
/ohn  BtuHll  aakod  the  hon.  Member  for 


Finsbury  whether  he  would  have  the 
goodness  to  postpone  his  Motkm,  whick 
stood  first  on  the  paper,  for  an  address  to 
his  Majesty  to  grant  the  pardon  and  order 
the  recall  of  the  Doichester  labouiers;. 
The  reason  he  addressed  this  request  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  the  House  mi^i 
go  at  once  into  Committee  on  the  Muni* 
dpal  Corporation  BiU.  He  would  avttl 
himself  of  this  opportunity  to  afford  the 
hon.  Grentleman  some  exphination  in  con- 
nexion with  this  subject  The  case  of  the 
Dorchester  labourers  was  one  to  which  he 
had  given  a  great  deal  of  attention,  and 
after  a  careful  consideration  of  all  the  ciiw 
cumstances,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  re- 
commend to  the  Crown  a  remission  of  the 
punishment  of  those  persons  to  a  eeiiaia 
extent.  The  extent  to  whidi  he  had  re* 
commended  a  remission  was  thia— that 
pardon  be  granted  to  the  whole  of  them, 
there  beine  rix,  on  the  condition  that  they 
remained  m  the  colonies— 4uch  being  the 
form  in  which  pardons  were  of^en  granted 
— and  with  respect  to  four  of  them,  he  re- 
commended that  at  the  end  of  two  years 
from  the  time  of  their  arrival  in  the  colony, 
provided  the  Governor  approved  their 
conduct  during  that  period,  and  no  offence 
was  attributed  to  them,  they  should  receive 
a  full  pardon,  which  would  enable  them  to 
return  to  this  country.  But  two  of  those 
persons  named  Loveless,  whom  he  con- 
sidered the  most  culpable,  and  who  in  fieict 
had  incited  the  others  to  the  commission  of 
the  offence,  would  not  be  allowed  to  return 
to  England.  Having  given  this  explanation, 
he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  would  press  his  Motion  now ;  and  he 
could  not  help  hoping  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  consider  it  necessary  to  do 
so  at  any  future  time,  inasmuch  as  the 
Motion  was  one  of  an  unusual  nature,  and 
involved  an  interference  with  a  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  namely,  the  exercise  d 
mercy. 

Mr.  Harvey  presented  a  petition  fiom 
an  attorney  at  Dorchester,  who  stated  that 
he  was  so  affected  by  the  arbitrary  and 
severe  course  pursued  by  the  Judge  on  the 
occasion  of  the  trial  of  these  men,  that  he 
could  not  remun  in  the  Court  to  witaeas 
the  remainder  of  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  WUUam  F.  S.  Pansot^  said,  he 
was  one  of  the  Grand  Jury  who  found  Uie 
bill,  and  there  was  no  difeenoe  of  opfaiioa 
amongst  them. 

Mr.  Thom&s  AUwood  hoped  the  Crovm 
would  extend  its  demency,  and  pbee  die 

whole  Qf  tfieae  wsa  on  ea  e^ual  footing. 
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Mr.  Orentt  PMam  said,  the  Motion  of 
the  lion.  Member  for  Finsbuxy  oould  hardly 
be  Gonflidered  an  interferenoe  with  the 
King's  preragattTe  of  mercy  any  more  than 
it  was  an  interferenoe  of  that  description 
to  petition  the  Crown  for  mercy^  which  was 
often  done  with  saccess. 

The  Attorneys-General  said,  that  after  a 
great  deal  of  deliberation  on  the  case,  it 
mieared  to  be  the  opuiion  of  all  petsons 
that  tfaeae  unfortanate  men  had  ▼ibhted 
the  law. 

Mr.  ffConnell  fdt  called  an  to  make  a 
lemarit  or  two  after  what  had  jast  fallen 
from  the  Attomey-GeneraL  When  the 
indictment  against  tiiese  men  was  first 
found,  faiB  impression  was  that  the  oon- 
"viction  was  lUegaL  He  had  no  hesitation 
in  amwing  that  he  dianged  his  opinion  on 
ihe  snbject  after  hearing  what  fell  ftom  the 
Attorney-General,  respect  for  whose  judg- 
ment led  him,  indined  as  he  always  was  to 
defer  to  it,  to  doubt  his  own.  He  had 
aioce  that  time  gifen  tJie  case  much  oon- 
aiderataon,  and  the  opinion  he  now  enter- 
tained was  that  the  oonviction  was  not 
aoatainafale. 

Mr.  Roebuck  reminded  the  House,  that 
these  unibrtunate  men  were  so  hurried  out 
of  the  ccmntry,  that  there  was  no  oppor- 
tunity of  leaniing  what  they  eould  say  in 
tileir  own  behalf. 

Mr.  Word  said,  when  it  was  eeen  how 
much  dKfierenoe  of  opinion  existed  as  to  this 
ease,  he  thought  a  Tcry  strong  claim  was 
made  on  behalf  of  these  men  for  mercy. 
All  the  puiposes  of  this  prosecution  had 
been  answered;  it  had  prored  to  the 
labouring  dasses  the  dai^r  of  secret  asso- 
ciations, and  had  put  a  stop  to  similar  com- 
hinstums. 

Mr.  Hnme  wished  to  press  on  the  noble 
Lord's  consideration  that  what  appeared  to 
be  the  general  wish  was  that  all  six  of  the 
anen  should  be  placed  on  the  footing  of  the 
four  to  whom  the  noble  Lord  poposed  to 
extend  the  mercy  of  the  Crown.  The 
noble  Lord  could  scarcely  be  aware  of  the 
anxiety  whidi  existed  amongst  all  cla«»s 
of  the  community  on  this  snbject ;  but  it 
was  particulariy  strong  in  that  dass  with 
ivhidi  he  was  most  anxious  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  stand  weU.  The  prevailing 
feeling  was  that  the  punishment  of  these 
inen  was  a  personal  injustice.  He  would 
not  now  enter  into  the  question  of  whether 
it  was  80  ornot ;  but  he  would  express  his 
wish  that  the  noble  Lord  would  hdd  out 
amne  hopes  that  the  diftrence  between  what 

mo»  gnumd  mi  mka^  mm  refused  would 


be  bonoeded,  in  order  that  they  might  not 
be  obliged  to  enter  into  what  might  pro* 
bably  l^  an  unpleasant  discussion.  Thcmgh 
Us  hon.  Friend  had  eiven  a  pledge  to  bring 
the  question  forwara^  he  was  inclined  to 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  postpone  his  Motion 
for  fourteen  daya^  to  give  time  to  the 
Government  to  take  the  case  again  into 
consideration.  There  were  the  names  of 
half  a  million  of  petitioners  upon  the  TaUe 
of  the  House,  and  three  times  as  many 
more  would  have  been  sent  if  sufficient 
time  had  been  given. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  state  at  onee 
the  answer  he  had  to  make  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex.  What  he  had  to 
say  wasE|  that  in  this  case,  as  in  any  other 
that  might  be  brought  before  him,  whether 
in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  he  did  not  hold 
himself  precluded  from  entering  upon  the 
consideration  of  any  facts  or  circumstances 
which  might  come  to  his  knowledge,  and 
forming  a  judgment  upon  them  without 
reserve ;  but  he  begged  to  add,  that  he  had 
considered  most  deeply  the  case  of  the  Dozw 
Chester  labourers,  and  it  did  appear  to  him, 
on  looking  into  what  had  been  the  conduct 
of  two  of  the  parties,  he  meant  the  two 
Lovelesses,  that  in  the  extension  of  mercy 
towards  them,  they  ought  to  be  distinguished 
from  the  others.  His  opinion  was,  that  the 
four  had  been  the  dupes  of  the  two  he  had 
named.  With  respect  to  these  two,  then, 
his  conviction  at  the  moment  he  was  speak- 
ing was,  that  if  he  recommended,  either  on 
his  own  authority  or  in  consequence  of  any 
proceedings  in  this  House,  the  Crown  to 
extend  ftirther  mercy  to  them,  he  should  be 
lending  himself  to  weaken  the  authority  of 
the  law,  and  to  impair  the  influence  which 
that  great  institution.  Trial  by  Judge  and 
Jury,  ought  to  have  in  this  country. 

Mr.  nakley  said,  that  if  the  two  men 
had  been  Created  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
other  four^  he  should  have  been  di^osed  to 
be  content.  He  was  prepared  to  prove  that 
those  persons  were  innocent;  nay  more^ 
he  could  diow  diat  they  ought  not  to  have 
been  prosecuted  at  all.  The  learned  At- 
torney-General said  the  prosecution  was  a 
just  one ;  but  he  begged  to  aric  the  faoo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  under  what  Act  of 
Parliament  the  prisoners  were  prosecuted? 
If  the  Attorney-General  could  not  tell,  how 
should  poor  ignorant  men,  living  in  remote 
districts  of  the  country,  know  any  thing 
about  it.  If  the  noble  Lord  would  reeon* 
sider  the  question,  he  would  defer  his  Mo« 
tioa  till  aome  day  next  week|  elberwise  be 
must  fating  it  foiwefd* 
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Lord  John  Ruseell  said,  it  seemed  to 
bim,  that  after  what  he  said,  and  what  had 
fallen  fix)m  the  hon.  Member^  that  it  would 
be  better  for  the  hon.  Member  to  bring 
forward  the  Motion  at  once. 

Mr.  Wakky  then  rose,  and  in  bringing 
forward  his  Motion  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing his  astonishment  that  the  foreman^ 
of  the  Grand  Jury,  a  gentleman  in  that 
House,  should  endravour,  even  before  the 
case  was  heard  there,  to  interpose  between 
the  sufierers  and  the  seat  of  mercy,  and  he 
hoped  that  if  any  other  hon.  Member  was 
connected  with  the  prosecution  he  would, 
at  least,  hear  the  discussion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dorsetshire  was  himself  the 
Foreman  of  the  Grand  Jury,  and  be,  upon 
an  eX'parte  statement,  having  found  a  true 
biU  against  the  unfortunate  men,  came 
forward  in  the  House,  and,  before  he  had 
made  his  statement,  repeated  the  evidence 
given  in  [a  Court  of  Justice.  Now  under 
what  circumstances  were  those  men  pro- 
secuted ?  He  begged  the  attention  of  the 
House,  for  if  he  should  fail  in  his  object 
he  could  only  say  that  the  people  of  England 
would  hereafter  look  in  vain  for  justice  at 
the  hands  of  that  assembly.  He  believed 
that  every  one  in  the  House  well  knew 
that  the  Trades'  Unions  were  instituted  in 
London  in  July  1835.  When  was  the 
union  of  Tolpuddle  instituted?  In  the 
November  of  that  year,  after  the  Trades' 
Union  had  been  established  in  London  for 
four  months.  Hundreds  of  men  belonged 
to  them,  and  Government  permitted,  at 
least  hail  not  interfered  with,  them.  No 
party  was  prosecuted,  and  thus,  by  aoqui- 
eKoence,  at  least.  Government  gave  thdr 
sanction  to  those  Unions.  It  could  be 
proved  that  in  numberless  instances  police- 
officers,  in  plain  clothes,  belonged  to  them, 
and  if  any  one  would  read  the  evidence 
given  before  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
it  would  be  at  once  inferred  that  the  in- 
formation of  those  police^fficers  was  re- 
gularly transmitted  to  the  Home  Office. 
The  Dorsetshire  labourers  having  received 
notice  (pray  let  Gentlemen  mark  this)  that 
theur  wages  were  to  be  reduced  from  7«. 
a.week  to  &.,  they  having  wives  and 
families,  they  wrote  to  their  brothers  in 
London  and  communicated  to  them  their 
distressed  condition.  What  was  the  reply  ? 
**  We  have  established  the  Unions  for  our 
protection  here,  we  are  given  to  understand 
that  they  are  strictly  legal,  we  walk  in 
TOOoession  in  this  metropolis,  and  neither 
rolice  Magistrates,  nor  uie  Ministers,  nor 
the  Judges  of  the  liindj  interfere  with  our 


operations.  We  recommend  you  to  do  the 
same."  The  men  of  Dorset  seeing  that  there 
was  a  protecting  power  in  those  Unions  in 
the  metropolis,imnMBdiately  set  to  work  to  es- 
tablish one  there,  and  it  was  not  established 
in  those  distant  villages  until  sudi  Unions 
had  existed  for  four  months  unmolested 
in  London.  He  asked  hon.  GenUemen 
whether  it  was  possible  for  them  to  believe 
that  those  men  imagined  they  were  com. 
mitdng  any  offence  against  the  law  in 
establishing  such  an  Union?  An  hon. 
Member  had  stated,  that  a  placard  eon* 
taining  extracts  from  certain  Acts  of  Par- 
liament relating  to  Unions  was  found  in 
the  pocket  of  one  of  the  men.  That  was 
true :  but  when  did  the  poor  man  obtain 
possession  of  them  ?  Why,  on  theSundaj 
previous  to  the  day  of  his  being  taken  into 
custody,— the  individual  obtaining  eogni- 
zance  of  the  nature  of  his  offisnoe  (if  he  had 
committed  any)  only  after  the  offence  had 
been  perpetrated*  These  men  were  ac- 
tually goine  to  break  up  the  Union  in  «aii- 
sequenoe  of  seeing  that  paper— 4nit  they 
had  not  time  to  accomplish  its  dissolotioo. 
A  prosecution  was  determined  on  by  the 
magistrates  of  Dorset,  and  one  afternoon, 
a  constable  called  at  the  cottages  of  the 
men  tclting  them  there  was  a  criminal 
charge  agaust  them.  So  great  was  their 
conviction  of  their  innocence  that  they 
went,  with  only  one  officer,  all  the  way  to 
Dorchester,  under  the  impression  that  diey 
were  to  return  the  next  day.  On  their 
arrival  they  were  examined  by  the  magia. 
trates,  and  remanded  to  the  gaoL  The 
next  morning  the  magistrates  actually,  in- 
stead of  bringing  them  into  open  court, 
visited  them  in  the  gaol,  took  the  remainder 
of  their  depositions  in  private,  and  made 
out  their  commitment  in  the  gaoL  £ven 
the  witnesses  were  committed  to  gaol,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  compelled  to  give 
the  required  evidence  at  the  trial  ai  the 
accused.  And  who  was  the  chief  witnes 
whom  it  was  necessary  to  imprison,  ia 
order  to  secure  his  testimony  ?  Why,  the 
son  <^  the  gardener  who  was  in  the  em. 
ployment  of  that  very  magistrate  whe 
caused  the  labourers  to  be  appc<^eAded. 
In  fact,  the  whole  matter  looked  like  a 
conspiracy  to  entrap  the  accused.  He  ad«> 
mitted  that  societies  bound  t(^ther  by 
secret  oaths  ought  not  to  be  tiderated,  hit 
DO  objection  to  them  in  point  of  law  ia 
this  case  could  exist,  as  combinations  for  the 
protection  of  wages  were  strictly  l^gidL 
Besides  he  oontendiBd  that  mea  should  not 
be  punished  for  alleged  ofibnoes,  the  law 
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against  which  had  not  been  dearly  defined 
and  settled.  The  proceedings  connected 
with  their  oommitment  and  trial  were 
equally  unfair.  On  the  Sunday  before  the 
trial  an  officer  connected  with  the  county 
court,  visited  Tolpuddle,  and  other  neigh- 
bouring Tillages,  in  order  to  make  inquiries 
relative  to  the  characters  of  the  individuals 
who  were  to  be  summoned  as  jurors  on  the 
trial  of  the  Isibourers,  and  the  neighbours 
were  asked  who  would  be  safe  persons  to 
pat  into  the  jury-box'  on  that  occasion  ? 
In  pursuance  of  the  objects  sought  to  be 
obtained  by  this  unjust  inquisition,  a  trades- 
man, of  the  name  of  Bridle,  a  linen-draper 
at  Bere  Rms,  was  challenged  by  the  Crown, 
and  turned  out  of  the  jury-box,  his  dis. 
qualifying  ofieoces  being,  that  he  was  not 
a  farmer,  and  that  he  had  occasionally 
heard  one  of  the  Lovelesses  preach  in  the 
Methodist  chapel  of  Bere  Regis.  Now, 
seeing  such  a  determination  on  the  part  of 
t^  magistrates  and  the  prosecutors,  was  it 
likely  that  the  men  would  have  a  fair  and 
impartial  trial  ?  The  House  would  imagine 
what  were  the  feelings  of  the  Judge  and 
the  Jury  when  they  heard  the  charae  d&> 
liveced  by  the  former  to  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  county— 

'*  Gentlemen,  (said  Mr.  Baron  Williams) 
there  is  only  one  other  subject  on  which  1 
flball  presume  to  give  you  information ;  it  is 
the  case  at  the  conclusion  of  your  calendar 
-—the  charge  of  administering  secret,  or  as 
they  are  cauedr— and  properly  called— secret 
and  unlawful  oaths.  Gentlemen,  you  are 
probably  aware  that  the  Act  37  Geo.  3rd, 
c.  123,  seems  to  allude  particularly  to  se. 
^tious  societies  and  confederacies;  but, 
though  it  does  so,  it  has  been  decided  that 
the  combination,  or  confederacy,  be  it 
which  it  may,  need  not  be  for  a  seditious 
purpose,  but  that  other  unlawful  purposes 
of  combination  are  embraced  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament ;  if,  therefore,  you  diould  have 
evidence  that  a  person  or  persons  had  ad. 
nsniBtared  an  oath  to  buid  to  secrecy, 
though  there  should  be  no  evidence  to 
ssitisfy  you  that  it  was  connected  with 
mutinous  and  seditious  purposes,  yet  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  it  woi]dd  come  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act.  Gentlemen, 
haviiig  had  my  attention  called  to  it,  I 
eennot  refrain  from  making  some  objierva. 
tions  on  the  nature  and  quality  of  these 
ofiences.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  no  light 
matter  to  receive  an  oath  in  the  secret 
manner  alluded  to,  especially  if  it  should 
api^ear  to  be  for  iUegal  purposes,  as  it  is 
disparaging  and  bringing  into  discredit  the 


administratibn  of  oaths  altc^ther,  thereby  ' 
affecting  that  which  is  essential  to  the 
purity  of  judicial  oaths,  upon  the  obliga- 
tion ai  which  the  administration  of  justice 
depends.  It  has  been  observed  by  moralists 
(among  whom  I  may  mention  Dr.  Paley), 
that  a  frequent  and  familiar  administration 
of  an  oath,  even  for  purposes  of  justice,  is 
much  to  be  regretted,  and  if  there  be  any 
truth  in  such  an  observation,  how  much 
more  applicable  is  it  where  the  administra- 
tion of  an  oath,  which  places  the  party  in 
so  doubtful  a  state  of  morality,  that  a 
casuist  would  be  puzsled  to  decide  what 
course  the  party  ought  to  pursue  ?  Cer« 
tainly,  in  courts  of  law  we  could  not  allow 
of  his  acting  under  that  obligation,  but  how 
far  it  would  be  incumbent  on  him  to  dis- 
close anything  against  his  oath,  is  a  question 
of  doubtful  morality,  and  is  one  of  the 
baneful  efiects  resulting  from  the  adminis- 
tration of  an  oath,  which  puts  the  party  in 
such  a  predicament ;  openness  and  publicity 
of  conduct  have  hitherto  been  considered 
the  criterion  of  honesty,  and  I  fear  it  would 
be  an  evil  day  for  thb  country  if  the  dis- 
position for  such  openness  should  fail ;  all 
secret  societies  which  are  self-constituted,- 
self-elected,  are  calculated  to  shake  the 
foundations  of  society,  and  bring  the 
country  into  extremdy  perilous  circum* 
stances;  the  misery  of  these  particular 
cases  is  this— that  men  subject  themselves 
for  the  irresponsible  conduct  of  others,  who 
have  no  regard  for  the  individuals  over 
whom  they  exercise  this  authority,  and 
who  are  the  most  dangerous  persons  in  the 
world  to  be  intrusted  with  authority ;  the 
unhappy  men  who  have  been  thus  mided 
are  in  a  state  of  the  most  wretched  subject 
tion  and  debasement.  Gentlemen,  of  all 
the  persons  a£fected  by  it,  not  even  except- 
ing the  public,  the  unfortunate  persons 
themselves  who  are  brou^t  into  the  tram- 
meb  of  these  bonds,  and  have  had  an  oath 
of  this  kind  administered  to  them,  are 
afifected  the  worst.  Sure  I  am,  that  in  my 
own  experience,  I  have  known  that  they 
have  been  compiled,  by  forced  oaths,  to 
make  out  of  their  scanty  means  contributions 
to  so  large  an  amount,  as  would  not  be 
endured  if  demanded  by  Crovemment  for 
the  service  of  their  country.  The  arbitrary 
demands  made  on  them  have,  in  many 
instances,  exceeded  anything  before  known 
in  this  or  any  other  country ;  nor  does  the 
evil  rest  here,  for  when  men  unite  them- 
selves to  such  societies,  the  common  right 
of  labouring  for  whom  they  please  is  taken 
from  them;  thjs  is  undoubted^  a  very 
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88riou8  sulgeGty  aod  as  far  as  your  iaoAuence 
extenda»  I  doubt  not  that  every  means  will 
be  used  on  your  parts  for  the  prevention  of 
this  greaty  and  1  fear  prevalent,  mischief." 
Thus  the  Jury  were  led  to  infer  that  all 
secret  societies  were  illegal.     Now  after 
such  a  charge  as  that  coming  from  such 
high  authority^  it  was  impossible  to  expect 
that  the  men  should  have  a  fair  trials  the 
impression  made  upon  the  Jury  by  such 
language  as  that  would  be  that  the  parties 
had  committed  a  very   heinous    offence. 
Now,  what  was  the  evidence,  to  make  it 
iqipear  to  the  Jury  that  the  combination 
was  illegal?      The  rules  of  the  society 
were  laid  before  them,  and  there  was  not 
one  rule    among    them    which    he  (Mr. 
Waldey)    considered  illegal.        Yet    the 
illegality    of    the    association    was    the 
foundation,  in  all  the  counts  of  the  indict- 
ment,— ^for  sustaining  the  allegation  with 
regard  to  the  illegality  of  the  oath.      Had 
the  indictment  b^  framed  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  39th  of  Geo.  3rd— avowedly 
uamed  for  the  purpose  of  patting  down 
all  secret  assodations,  with  the  exception 
of  the  society  of  freemasons,  and  two  or 
thiee  other  societies  therein   specifieally 
named,-»4ihen,  indeed,  doubts  might  justly 
have  been  entertained  whether  these  men 
hid  not  offended  against  the  conditions  ci 
that  Statute,  notwithstanding  the  repeal 
of  the  combination4aws.     But  there  was 
a  motive  for  not  prosecuting  tfiem  under 
that  Statute.      The  poor  fellows  might 
then   have  been  proceeded  against  sum- 
marily before  the  magistiate,  and  been  com* 
mitted  to  prison  for  three  months  for  taking 
an  oath  not  required  or  authorised  by  law } 
ivheieas»  under  the  37th  of  Geo.  3rd,  the 
Judge,  upon  the  conviction  of  the  accused 
had  the  power  of  transporting  them  for 
the  term  i^  seven  years— a  power,  which 
he  could  not  esc^d,  and  whioh,  in  the 
dischai^  of  his  duty,  he  exercised  to  the 
very  uttermost.  It  was  true  that  the  society 
¥raB  secret,  and  proved  to  be  secxet,  but  hie 
denied  that  it  was  an  illegal  combination. 
He  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  Act  of  1 826»  an  extiaot  fxom  which  he 
would    read  to   the  House,  whidi   pro- 
vided that  workmen  of  the  country  might 
legally  combine  to  any  extent,  or  in  any 
fonn  they  pleased,  with  respect   to   the 
trades  in  which  they  were  engaged,  without 
subjecting    themsdves  to  any  legal  con. 
demnatioa,  and  if  he  should  succeed  in 
proving  tliat,  he  thou^^t  no  Gentleman 
would  say  that  the  merely  administering 


the  oadi  made  them  illegaL      The  Act  to 
which  he  vefeaed,  was  the,  see  4»Geew  4A^ 
cap.  129,  it  said.      ''  Provided  always  that 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  subject  any  per. 
sons   to  punishment,    whidb  shall  meet 
together  for   the    purpose  of  consulting 
upon   the   rate  of  wages,  or  the  prieea 
which  the  persons  present  at  suoh  mdetia^ 
shall  demand,  or  upon  the  time  for  whaek 
such  persons  should  work,  in  any  maoa* 
factur^     trade,     or    business,    or    who 
should  enter  into  any  engagement  vcfhalor 
written,  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  rates 
of  wages   which   the  said  parties   shall 
require  for  t^eir  work,  or  the  time  for 
which  the  said  persons  should  work,  at 
any  manufacture  trade,  or  business,  &c" 
Now  the  combination  of  those  men  was  So 
protect  themselves ;  they  had  notiee  of  a 
diminution  of  their  wages,  from  7^-  to  6su 
and  they  followed  the  example  set  thesft 
in    London,    to  protect    themselves  and 
their  families  from  a  diminution  in  their 
scanty    earnings,  which    was    to    them 
nothuig  less  than  starvation*    He  would 
refer  to  a  case  in  1816,  when  the  nnioiia 
did  not  create  such  agitation,  and  eaeiiad 
no  such  morbid  fsel^^  and  he  t^^tnght 
from   the   languid   then   used  hy    Mr. 
Justice  Hokoyd,  all  parties  most   admit 
that  he  considered  the  37th  of  GeOb  Svi 
did  not   apply   to  those  soeieties  rnilrm 
their  object  was  strictly  iUegal;  the  com. 
bination  in  that  case  was  one  rf  poacfaan 
who  went  out  at  night  with  hiarikeiied 
faces  to  kill  game.    He  would  quote  tiia 
charge   from    Carrington's    and    Painels 
Reports;    the  case  was  tried  at  Gloueester 
firing  Assiaes,  11th  April  1316,  the  m* 
dmtment  was  against  sixteen  pecsons  fist 
administering  unlawful  oaths;  the  lad 
Judge  summed  up  as  foUows.    ''  If  tha 
oath,  administerBd  by  the  prisooer  to  the 
poachers,    was   intended  to  aaka  them 
believe  themselves  under  an  engagamanty  it 
is  clearly  within  the  Cknse,  whether  tha 
book  was  the  Testament,  or  not.    As  to  tha 
assemUy  itself,  it  is  impossibia  that   the 
meeting  to  go  out  with  faces  '^■■p^T— ^^ 
can  be  other  than  an  ualawfiil  aswmhly, 
and  therefore  tha  oath  to  kaepit  seeoet  ia 
clearly  an  oath  prohibited  by  this  Act** 
That,  m  his  opinion,  decided  the  qnertsan 
as  to  the  oaths  which  oouU  only  be  eon* 
sidered  illegal,  if  the  society  woe  i&cfi^l* 
The  union  of  the  poadieiB  was  uaksml* 
but  the  union  of  the  labourers  was  legri^aftd 
the  Act  under  which  they  warn  puaiahsd, 
did  not  apply  to  their  case.   Under  thoaa 
ciicumstanoesy  was  it  possihle   that   tha 
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aoUe  Lokd  could  be  justified  in  oommaBd- 
mg  the  infliction  of  the  sentence  upon 
the  men?  He  (Mr.  Wakley)  had  asked 
ahnost  one  half  the  Barristers  in  the  House, 
and  none  could  tell  him  under  what 
precise  Act  those  men  were  condemned; 
or  who  could  say  that  the  conyiction  was 
legal,  or  that  the  prosecution  was  legal. 
He,  therefore,  appealed  to  that  sense  of 
justice  which  he  was  sure  the  noble  Lord 
possessed,  for  a  remission  of  the  sentence 
imposed  on  the  unfortunate  men.  If  they 
had  erred,  they  erred  in  ignorance,  he 
would  however  altogether  throw  aside 
the  question  of  law,  and  go  to  the  question 
of  facts,  to  the  character  and  conduct  of 
the  men.  Was  it  proved  in  the  Court  that 
any  of  the  men  had  been  guilty  of 
threatening  their  fellow  labourers,  or  in 
any  degree  given  ofience  to  their  neigh, 
hours?  He  had  evidence  on  the  oontrarv, 
that  six  better  labourers,  and  more  honest 
men  did  not  eaust  in  the  kingdom.  They 
were  most  exemplary  persons:— and  the 
two  men,  whom  the  noUe  Lord  was  to 
visit  with  the  last  sting  of  the  law's  severity 
»^those  men  who  had  never  been  any- 
thing during  their  lives  but  common 
labourers;  had  by  dint  of  study,  and 
application,  become  so  qualified  in  mental 
capacity  as  to  be  enabled  to  give  lectures 
in  the  neighbourhood  to  their  fellow 
labourers^  and  had  even  been  received  into 
the  Wesleyan  conference  as  preachers. 
He  (Mr.  Wakle^)  feared  very  much,  that 
that  was  their  great  oflfence;  he  feared 
there  was  someuiing  behind  the  scenes 
which  would  not,  but  which  ought,  to 
oome  out.  The  two  men  had  large  con*> 
gr^ations  atteadmg  them,  and  he  much 
feared  there  was  something  in  the  trans- 
action to  which  he  would  not  then  further 
advert.  George  Loveless,  at  the  age  of 
twenty.jeight,  with  a  salary  of  7*-  a  week 
had  sooeeeded  in  purdiasing  a  small  theolo- 
gical library  and  had  studied  with  so 
much  assiduity  that  there  was  no  man  in 
the  neighbourhood  who  could  compete 
with  him  in  point  of  theological  knowledge, 
but  he  eould  prove  that  in  political  dis- 
eussions  he  had  never  taken  part  in  his  liie. 
With  the  exception  of  one  individual  who 
bad  been  charged  when  a  boy  twelve  years 
of  age,  with  taking  a  piece  of  old  iron  from 
a  fiffm  yard,  valued  at  four.pence,  not  one 
of  the  individuals  was  ever  accused  of  the 
aUghtest  breach  4>f  the  law.  It  was  ad- 
mitted, in  fact,  by  all  persons  acquainted 
with  their  characters,  that  six  more  honest, 
peacetUe,  and  industrious  men  were  not  to 


be  found  b  the  couaty  of  Dorset.  Their 
employers  at  Tolpuddle  bore  one  and  all 
the  highest  testimony  to  their  good  conduct. 
He  had  received  a  note  from  a  lady  who 
had  employed  four  of  the  men  for  several 
years.  That  lady  said,  — *  *'  George 
Loveless,  James  Loveless^  Thomas  Stand- 
field,  and  John  StandfieU^  were  agrieultural 
labourers  of  mine  for  many  years.  I  most 
wilUngly  comply  with  your  request,  and 
now  state,  that  they  were  all  honest  and  in- 
dustrious men." — Under  date  April  28th, 
1835.  The  lady's  name  was  Northover. 
Whot,  then,  could  describe  the  cruelty  of 
the  sentence  passed  on  these  meritorious 
men  ?  He  blushed  for  the  character  of  his 
country  while  he  related  the  particulars  of 
such  a  barbarous  transaetioa.  To  shew  the 
stamp  of  mind,  and  the  estimable  character 
of  George  Loveless,  he  would  read  an 
extract  from  a  letter  written  by  htm  from 
on  board  the  hulk  in  which  he  was  con- 
fined immediately  after  his  convictioni  and 
previous  to  leaving  this  country^  The 
letter  was  addressed  to  bis  wife  in  all  the 
confidence  of  matrimonial  attachment,  end 
unrestrained  domestic  intercourse;  never 
expecting  that  it  would  be  seen  by  anjF 
individual— except  the  oljeet  of  his  anxi^ua 
sdidtude  at  home — least  of  all  did  he  ever 
expect  that  any  portion  of  his  letter  would 
ever  be  read  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  might  observe,  that  when  he 
asked  Loveless's  wife  whether  die  had  re? 
ceived  any  letters  from  her  husband  that 
would  enable  him  to  judge  of  his  charaoter 
by  the  tone  and  temper  of  his  language, 
this  letter,  and  others  which  she  handed  to 
him,  had  been  in  her  possession  within  a  few 
days  of  twelve  months.  Never,  should  he 
forget  with  what  trembling  hands  she  gave 
him  those  documents,  her  countenance  d&< 
noting  almost  insupportable  agony,  scarcely 
mitigated  by  an  unceaongflowof  tear^  and 
her  Uttle  children  witnessing  and  partaking 
of  the  sorrows  of  the  scene.  The  letter  was 
dated  from  Spithead,  May  SSth^  18M>  and 
was  remarkable  as  containing  not  one  word 
expressive  of  indignation  or  oomplnint 
against  his  prosecutors ;  it  wasas  foUows:-** 
"  I  thank  you«  my  dear  wife,  for  the  kind 
attention  you  have  ever  paid  to  me,  and  yon 
may  safely  rely  upon  it,  that  as  long  as  I  lifie 
it  will  be  my  constant  endeavour  to  return 
that  kindness  in  every  possible  way,  and 
hope  to  send  to  you  as  soon  as  we  reach  our 
place  of  destiny,  and  that  I  shall  never 
forget  the  promise  made  at  the  altar ;  and 
though  we  may  part  awhile,  I  shall  coo- 
rider  mysdf  undor  the  saiae  obligatiai  aa 
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though  living  in  your  immediate  presence.* 
What  Member  of  this  House  coulA  have 
expressed  himself  to  the  object  of  his  affec- 
tions in  more  delicate  or  refined  terms? 
How  undying  and  unalterable  was  the 
force  of  his  attachment  to  a  deeply  affec- 
tionate wife!  In  a  portion  of  another 
letter  which  he  would  read,  this  virtuous 
man— stigmatised  as  a  common  criminal — 
was  anxious  that  the  moral  and  spiritual 
education  of  his  children  should  not  be 
neglected  during  his  absence.  Really,  to 
see  such  a  man  as  this  torn  from  his  wife 
and  infant  offspring,  —  dragged  from  his 
l^ends  and  country  on  grounds  so  slight, 
doubtful,  and  suspicious, — was  enough  to 
drive  the  working  millions  of  this  country 
into  madness  and  revenge.  In  the  letter 
to  which  he  had  referred.  Loveless  said,-— 
''  Be  satisfied,  my  dear  Betsy,  on  my  ac- 
count Depend  upon  it  it  will  work  to- 
gether for  good,  and  we  shall  yet  rejoice 
together.  I  hope  you  will  pay  particular 
attention  to  the  morals  and  spiritual  in- 
terests oi  the  children.  Don't  send  me  any 
money  to  distiess  yourself:  I  shall  do  well, 
for  He  who  is  Lord  of  the  winds  and  waves 
will  be  my  support  in  life  and  death."  Poor 
feUow,  he  needed  the  support  of  the  Lord 
who  ruled  over  the  winds  and  the  waves, 
for  he  had  found  only  cruelty  and  persecu- 
tion in  the  decrees  of  the  great  men  of  the 
earth.  Was  it  fitting,  was  it  just,  that 
such  a  man  as  this,  for  a  doubtful  offence, 
should  be  torn  from  his  loved  family,  and 
expatriated  for  the  lengthened  period  of 
seven  years  ?  *  This  excellent  man  and  his 
brother  were  the  two  selected  to  be  left  in 
New  South  Wales  after  they  had  been  par- 
doned, which  was  a  most  harsh  and  un- 
warrantable proceeding.  There  had  not 
been  a  just  consideration  shown  to  this  case, 
—no  adequate  discussion  and  examination 
into  its  merits,—- no  ordinary  adherence  to 
the  dictates  of  justice.  The  prosecution 
was  one  uniform  and  unmitigated  act  of 
tyranny.  The  husband  was  torn  firom  his 
wife,  and  the  son  from  his  mother,  and  no 
distinction  whatever  was  made  between  the 
case  of  a  man  who  had  reached  the  age  of 
fiflty-seven  years,  and  a  boy  of  twenty. 
The  two  Stanfields  were  father  and  son— 
the  one  a  man,  the  other  almost  a  child. 
"And  hear  it,"  said  the  hon.  Member, 
apostrophising  the  House, ''  Ye  Grentlemen 
of  England,  who  are  husbands,  and  fathers, 
and  brothers, — who  have  wives  and  chil- 
dren of  your  own  -,  —  one  woman, — ah  I 
poor  creature^  how  painfully  is  she  figured 
in  my  mind  at  thu  moment,— -having  a 


husband  and  sdx  children,  had  taken  from 
her  her  two  brothers,  her  husband,  and  ber 
eldest  son,  all  at '  one  fell  swoop,'  and  this^ 
my  Lord,  (addressing  Lord  John  Russell) 
is  your  boasted  England!  This  is  your 
country  of  equal  laws  and  equal  justice.     I 

do  appeal  to  your  Lordship "    [TThe 

Speaker :  Order !  Order !]  He  was  aware 
that  he  was  out  of  order  in  addressing  the 
noble  Lord  persona]ly,yet  he  trusted  he  would 
receive  the  appeal  personsdly,  for  personal  it 
was  intended  to  be.  The  cause  of  the 
sufierers  came  not  within  the  limits  of  an3r 
ordinary  rules,  and  the  pain  which  it  excited 
was  calculated  to  lead  to  a  divergence  from 
ordinary  arrangements.  He  called  upon  the 
noble  Lord  to  extend  justice — mercy — ^to 
those  individuals ;  and  ir  they  were  allowed 
to  return  home,  he  would  himself  give  per- 
sonal or  pecuniary  security  for  ttie  good 
behaviour  of  the  two  Lovelesses.  He  im- 
plored the  House,  he  entreated  the  noble 
Lord,  to  take  this  fitting  opportunity  of 
extending  mercy  to  the  men,  thereby  gmti- 
fying  thousands  of  the  labouring  chines  who 
had  appeared  before  the  House  as  peti- 
tioners. Enough  had  already  been  done  to 
deter  others  from  following  thdr  example, 
and  there  was  no  longer  reason  why  mercy 
shoald  not  be  extended  to  these  poor 
men. 

"  The  quali^  of  mercy  is  not  strained ; 
It  droppetn  as  the  g;entle  rain  from  heaven. 
Upon  the  place  beneath.    It  is  twice  bleoed  ; 
It  bleeseth  him  that  gives,  and  him  that  takes.*' 

He  lamented  that  the  labouring  classes  of 
England  had  no  representatives  here.  A  few 
of  mem,  by  birth  and  servitude  in  borough 
towns,  enjoyed — and  would,  he  hoped,  con- 
tinue to  enjoy,  the  ririit  of  voting  for  repre- 
sentatives in  the  L^udatore ;  though  it  bad 
been  decided  otherwise  in  that  House,  un- 
justly and  unwisely  in  his  opinion.  He  had 
no  desire  to  press  the  Motion  to  a  divinon : 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  see  the  pro. 
priety  of  bringing  the  men  back  to  f^eir 
country.  As  to  remaining  in  the  colony,  the 
hand  of  persecution  had  reached  the  poor  men 
even  there ;  would  the  House  bel^ve  that 
the  two  brothers  had  been  separated ;  that 
George  Loveless  was  in  a  hut,  250  miles 
from  the  sea-shore,  and  James  was  in  a  part 
of  the  country  in  which  the  men  were  acu 
tually  dying  of  famine,  and  in  want  of 
work?  So  long  as  George  and  James 
Loveless  were  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
were  confined  there  against  their  will,  they 
would  be  neither  more  nor  less  than  trans* 
ported  men,  sufTenng  all  the  miseries  oon* 
comitant  to  a  forced  separation  hom  th^ 
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penons  whom  they  dearly  loved^  and  whose 
happiness  constituted  a  part  of  their  exist- 
ence* The  noble  Lord  shall  judge  whe- 
ther Georoe  and  James  Loveless  would  feel 
their  continuance  in  New  South  Wales^ 
under  any  circumstances,  to  be  less  than  a 
forced  transportation,  by  an  extract,  which 
he  would  read  from  a  letter  that,  within 
the  last  fortnight,  had  been  received  from 
George  Loveless: — ^Trom  what  I  can  ob- 
serve (he  says)  of  this  country,  it  is  not 
such  a  paradise  as  is  generally  supposed  by 
the  people  of  England.  Bread  is  uncom- 
monly dear,  more  than  double  the  price  of 
bread  in  England,  and  other  provisions  in 
proportion.  Clothing  is  dearer  than  provL 
sions, — thousands  of  people  are  actually 
starving  in  this  country,  as  many  cannot 
get  employment,  and  many  are  too  idle  to 
work.  As  yet,  I  see  nothing  to  attract  my 
attention  to  make  me  stop  in  the  country 
one  day  after  I  obtain  my  liberty,  and  have 
the  means  to  return;  in  fact,  at  present 
I  despair  of  ever  getting  money  to  go  to 
Englfuxd,  and  yet  nothing  would  yield  me 
so  much  satisfaction,  nay,  nothing  in  this 
world  will  satisfy  me,  until  I  return  to  you 
and  the  children/  What  mitigation  of 
punishment  would  that  be  which  was  at- 
tended with  such  a  reservation  as  a  five 
years'  domiciliation  in  such  a  country  under 
such  afflicting  circumstances  ?  His  prayer 
to  the  House  was  for  the  restoration  of  all 
the  prisoners  to  their  families.  He  be- 
seeched  them  to  concede  the  favour — ^to 
gratify  the  humane  wishes  of  the  working 
people  of  England  who  had  implored  the 
House  for  mercy  to  their  fellow-labourers. 
The  people  of  England,  he  could  assure  the 
House  felt  deeply  on  the  subject*  To  the 
working  classes  especially  it  was  a  con- 
stant subject  of  agitation,  and  iwless  the 
men  were  restored,  that  agitation  would 
continually  increase.  The  society  was  legal 
with  the  sin^e  exception  of  the  oath ;  and 
when  the  object  was  legal,  the  oath  alone 
could  not  nmke  the  society  illegal.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  interpose  its  au- 
thority; it  wzB  nothing  to  say  diere  was  no 
precedent ;  let  them  make  one  as  soon  as 
they  could,  for  as  it  was  well  said  yesterday 
night  they  did  not  need  one  to  do  right.  He 
had noobject in  bringingforward  the  Motion, 
but  the  interests  of  the  working  classes.  He 
trusted  there  would  be  no  misinterpretation 
of  his  motives,  he  had  entered  the  Motion 
two  months  ago,  in  hopes  that  the  men 
would  be  restored  without  his  bringing 
it  forward  ;  that  the  entering  the  Motion 
on  the  books  would  lead  to  investigation, 
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and  that  investigation  would  lead  to  a  con- 
viction that  the  men  had  committed  no 
offence  whatever  in  a  moral  point  of  view  ; 
the  laws  had  been  vindicated  by  the  trans- 
portation ;  the  power  of  the  law  had  been 
displayed ;  it  had  been  made  evident  that 
the  Unions  would  be  repudiated  and  con- 
demned, and  he  was  convinced  that  no  evil 
would  arise  from  the  restoration  of  l^ose 
individuals  to  their  native  country.  He 
therefore  moved,  ''That  an  Humble  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  the  King  praying 
that  his  Majesty  would  be  pleased  to  grant 
a  pardon  to,  and  direct  the  recall  oC  the 
six  Dorchester  Labourers  who  were  con- 
victed at  the  assizes  held  at  Dorchester,  in 
the  Spring  of  18S4>,  on  a  charge  of  having 
administered  oaths  not  required  by  law, 
and  who  were,  thereupon,  sentenced  to 
transportation  for  a  term  of  seven  years." 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  Motion,  and 
said  he  was  anxious  to  do  so,  because  he 
was  one  of  those  who  took  a  part  in  fram- 
ing the  Act  of  1 826,  respecting  the  combi- 
nation of  workmen.  He  was  happy  the 
noble  Lord  had  determined  to  re-consider 
the  subject.  The  objects  of  these  poor 
labourers  were  justifiable,  and  only  directed 
to  protect  their  interests  against  an  attempt 
made  by  their  employers  to  reduce  the 
wages  of  thehr  labour  one-seventh.  He 
strongly  recommended  their  cases  to  the 
noble  Lord»  who,  he  hoped,  would  not 
sanction  an  opinion  rather  prevalent,  that 
their  impiovol  information  and  peculiar 
religious  opinions  had,  in  some  degree,  been 
permitted  to  aggravate  their  unwitting  of- 
fences against  an  obsolete  law.  He  ap- 
pealed, therefore,  to  the  noble  Lord,  if  they 
even  had  committed  a  fault,  whether  they 
had  not  amply  atoned  for  it  ?  He  entreated 
the  noble  Lord  to  consider  the  number  of 
persons  who  had  petitioned  for  a  remission 
of  the  sentence  passed  on  these  men,  and 
the  excitement  which  the  severity  of  their 
punishment  had  caused  throughout  the 
country.  To  one  petition  alone  there 
were  upwards  of  21,000  signatures;  and 
he  believed  the  entire  number  of  persons  ' 
who  had  petitioned  in  their  favour  ex- 
ceeded 800,000.  If  this  boon  were  granted 
to  these  unfortunate  persons  it  would  im- 
press a  conviction  throughout  the  popula- 
tion of  the  country,  that  although  it  might 
he  delayed,  justice  in  the  end  was  sure  to 
prevail  in  England. 

Lord  John  RiisseU  said,  that  it  was  with 
the  deepest  regret  he  saw  such  a  Motion  as 
the  present  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  yet  he  confessed  that  as  far  ((s 
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regarded  the  manner  of  bringing  it  forward 
hj  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsburv  he  had 
no  fault  to  find.    He  was  perfectly  willing 
to   bear  his  testimony  to   the  temperate 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
appealed  to  the  House  and  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  further  extension  of  mercy  to 
those  men  of  whose  cause  he  was  the  advo- 
cate.    He  said  a  further  extension  because 
he  was  free  to  admit  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider this  a  ease  from  which  mercy  ought  to 
be  exduded-^whiley  at  the  same  time,  he 
looked  upon    it    as  a  case  that  required 
punishment    for    example    sake.      There 
were  some  cases  that  deserved  punishment 
on  account  of  the  moral  guill  that  attached 
to  tbem,  while  other  cases  rei^uired  to  be 
punished  for  the  sake  of  pubhc  example. 
In  the  latter  cases,  the  persons  offending 
might  have  very  good  views  as  to  the  end 
and  object  of  their  proceeding,  while  at  the 
same  time  they  were  committing  a  crime 
against  the  well-being  of  society.     The 
latter  species  of  guilt,  he  believed,  attached 
to  the  persons  who  were  the  objects  of  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  and  upon  this 
ground  he  considered  them  not  unworthy  of 
some  extension  of  mercy.    But,  however, 
innocent  or  even  good  the  ultimate  views  of 
persons  thus  offending  might  hew  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Judges  and  the  Government 
to  see  that,  by  the  operation  of  the  laws, 
the  peace  and   interests  of  society  were 
preserved.    In  the  year  1833>  Unions  were 
established  throughout  the  couzttry,  for  the 
purpose  of  destroying  or  preventing  those 
voluntary    engagements   between  masters 
and  workmen  t&t  are  so  essentially  bene, 
ficial  and  necessary  to  the  interest  of  both. 
The  object  of  these  Unions  was,  by  a  forced 
and  compulsory  system,  and  by  an  unjust 
combination,  to  direct  the  terms  on  which 
labourers  and  artisans  should  receive  em- 
ployment ;  and  he  thought  it  was  a  fortu. 
nate  event---an  event  for  which  Lord  Grey 
was  at  the  time  well  entitled  to  take  credit; 
that  all  the  dangers  which  such  a  state  of 
things  threatened  to  inflict  on  society  were 
overcome  without  the  necessity  of  resorting 
to  coercive  measures^  and  the  suppression  of 
which  was  left  to  the  mere  ordinary  opera- 
tion  of  the  laws  without  any  strong  inter., 
position  on  the  part  of  Government  or  the 
adoption  of  any  new  system  of  legislation. 
It  was  not,  he  contended,  any  exception  to 
the  forbearance  which  was  then  observed  by 
the  Government  that  the  Dorchester  La- 
bourers had  been  declared  guilty  of  a  viola« 
tion  of  the  law.    Ho  was  satisfied  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  brought  forward  the 


question  in  so  calm  and  judioiona  a  ttamier 
did  not  suppose  that  these  men  wet*  gail^ 
of  any  intentional  breach  of  the  laws ;  but 
he  was  sorry  that  he  or  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  should  have  declared,  and 
the  latter  expressly  pronounced  it  as  his 
opinion,  that  these  men  were  guilty  of  no 
offence  whatever-— that  they  had  met  for 
legal  purposes,  and  that  no  proceedings 
shDuld  have  been  instituted  a^nst  them. 
He  said,  that  he  regretted  this,  because,  if 
he  had  not  wished  that  these  individuals 
should  be  treated  with  all  due  olemency, 
if  he  had  not  in  fact  already  advised  the 
Crown  to  extend  its  meroy  to  them,  it  might 
be  supposed,  had  he  ^ven  that  reeommen- 
dation  after  and  not  before  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member,  that  these  persons  were 
not  guilty  at  all— -that  they  were  the  vio- 
timsof  an  unjust  proceeding**-that  all  tluwe 
who  took  up  the  defence  of  the  ease  of 
these  persons,  as  a  general  and  political 
question,  would  be  considered  to  have  at- 
tained a  great  triumph  over  those  whom 
they  look^  on  in  the  light  of  opponentSL 
It  would,  no  doubt,  be  readily  beUeved, 
too,  that  the  tardy  pardon  which  had  been 
awarded  to  the  Dorohester  Labonren  would 
justify  those  who  mi^t  be  desiroiis  to  &L 
low  their  example  in  evecuting  that  whAeh, 
these  men  had  done  without  being  liMe 
to  be  checked  by  any  just  interference  on 
the  nart  of  the  law.    He  ooold  onl^  aay  cm 
the  law  of  the  question,  that  it  was  not  fat 
him  to  give  any  interpretation  of  Uie  Aet 
under   which   these  men  had  been  oen* 
tenced.    The  opinion  of  the  Irad  ttibonals 
of  the  country  was  the  only  guide  which  he 
could  have  for  his  deoision<     Ho  knew  that 
the  Attorney-General  of  the  time  had  emw 
firmed  the  legality  of  the  i^Iicadon  of  the 
Act— that  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentleauni, 
the  Member  for  Dublin,  in  the  diaeuoioii 
which  took  place  last  year,  admitted  the 
legality  of  the  sentence— that  the  learned 
Jud^  who  presided  on  the  trial  earefbllj 
considered  the  case,  and  read  Uie  partieakr 
seaion  of  the  Act  under  which  these  petw 
sons  were  charged,  to  the  Jury-^-^hat  thej 
were  declared  guilty  by  that  Jury,  wad  that 
no  one  of  the  numerous  bodies  by  wfaieli 
their  cause  was^  espoused  thought  it  expe* 
dient  to  bring  the  question  at  the  tinte  nnder 
the  cognisance  of  the  twelve  Judges.    He 
did  not  see,  then,  how,  sueb  being  the  state 
of  the  authorities  on  this  subject,  any  mma 
'4puld  dispute  the  law  as  it  was  then  laid 
down.     Well,  then,  he  next  came  to  the 
question  how  far  these  men  had  infringed 
what  ought  to  be  the  general  policy  of  Ae 
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law  ef  tbii  eoimtvy  s  end  on  tbis  point  tho 
koii.  Member  for  Fiasbuiyi  fo  far  from 
deoyine,  appeared  fuUj  to  admit,  that  the 
9tate  01  tba  law  ought  not  to  allow  of  the 
enttenoe  of  seciet  societiesj  bound  together 
hy  secret  oatluu  He  might  be  permitted 
to  state,  in  addition  to  what  the  House 
bad  already  heard  on  this  subject  that 
one  of  the  regulations  of  these  societies 
was*  that  the  Members  on  entrance  bound 
themselves  by  oath,  that  they  would  not 
give  evidence  with  regard  to  their  asso- 
ciates, and  that  they  would  maintain  in* 
violate  all  the  rules  and  regulations  by 
which  their  society  was  bound  together. 
The  purpose  for  which  such  a  society  was 
instituted  was  no  doubt  an  innocent  one  in 
the  minds  of  those  by  whom  it  had  been 
originally  formed ;  bot  that  it  was  harm- 
less in  its  effects  he  entirely  and  unequi- 
vocally denied.  He  thought  be  should 
be  able  to  establish  the  justness  of  khe  view 
which  he  took  oi  such  combinations,  by  in- 
forming the  House  of  the  substance  of  one 
or  two  of  the  rules  which  they  laid  down 
At  the  conduct  of  their  proc^dings.  By 
fule  SOf  if  any  maater  should  attempt  to 
fieduoa  the  wages  of  his  wodLmen,  the  fact 
was  to  be  communicated  to  the  Grand 
Lodge,  in  order  that  they  should  receive 
jupport  from  that  body  whilst  they  re., 
snained  away  from  employment  By  an- 
•other  (No.  22.)  if  a  Member  of  the 
Older  should  divulge  any  of  the  aecrets, 
or  violate  any  of  the  obligations  of  the 
same,  it  was  directed  that  the  name  and  a 
description  of  the  person,  and  the  crime 
4if  which  he  had  been  guilty,  should  be 
communicated  to  all  the  Lodges  throughout 
the  county  in  which  the  society  was  estab* 
lished,  in  order  that  wherever  such  per- 
sons got  work,  all  the  labourers  in  that  em« 
pbyment  should  instantly  refuse  to  co- 
operate' with  them*  Was  such  a  system, 
under  which  the  persons  who  composed 
such  societies  were  denounced  as  criminals, 
if  they  divulged  the  secrets  of  them,  to  be 
tolentedina  country  pretending  to  any* 
thing  like  freedom.  However  innocent  the 
intentions  of  persons  forming  such  societies, 
the  societjes  themselves  governed  by  such 
rules  and  riagulatioQa  must  be  dangerous ; 
6u  certainly  it  was  contrary  to  law,  and 
to  the  spirit  of  our  institutions,  that  men 
should  take  such  power  into  dieir  own 
hands.  No  doubt  e^try  roan  had  a  right 
to  put  what  price  he  pleased  upau  nis 
own  labour,  but  he  had  no  right  to  die* 
tate  his  price  to  another.  What  was  to 
become  d  the  industry  and  capital  of  the 


oountiy,  if  men  were  not  to  be  allowed  t9 
make  their  own  bargain  for  the  sale  of  their 
labour  at  what  they  might  think  a  fair  price? 
If  men  who  entered  into  such  combinations 
were  to  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
the  law,  when  fairly  brought  oefore  the 
tribunals  of  the  country,  or  if  the  Govem« 
ment  were  to  be  easily  released  from  those 
obligations  imposed  upon  them  by  the  de^ 
cisions  of  these  tribunals,  the  inevitable  r&- 
suit  of  such  a  relaxation  would  be,  that 
instead  of  the  flourishing  and  prosperous 
condition  which  the  industry  of  the  manu- 
facturing districts  in  many  instances  ex^ 
hibited,  those  persons  possessed  c^  capital, 
and  who  sought  to  employ  it,  would  trans- 
fer that  capital  to  other  countries,  where 
they  might  be  at  liberty  to  strike  their  own 
baigains  with  those  whom  they  employed, 
without  having  their  workmen  denounced 
as  criminals  for  observing  the  terms  of  the 
contract,  into  which  iJbey  had  entered- 
However  innocent  these  two  persons  of  the 
name  of  Loveless  might  have  considered 
such  proceedings,  they  must  be  regarded 
by  every  person  of  proper  judgment  ^a 
most  dangerous  to  the  community ;  and  if 
those  societies  had  spread  through  the 
county  of  Sorseti  and  through  the  other 
counties  of  England,  their  suppression 
would  have  required  not  the  transporta- 
tion of  six  men  for  seven  years,  but  would 
have  called  for  the  strong  interposition  of 
the  Legislature,  and  demanded  u  far  greater 
extension  of  severity  than  the  puniSiment 
which  had  been  visited  on  the  Dorchester 
labourers.  With  regard  to  the  two  persons 
named  Lovelen^  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  they  deserved  some  greater  degree  of 
punishment  than  that  inflicted  on  those 
who  were  associated  with  them*  He  con- 
sidered the  very  fact  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbniy  relied— namely,  their 
intelligenoe-<-as  an  aggravation  of  their  of- 
fence, inasmuch  as  it  rendered  more  prob- 
able the  ^tension  of  their  principles.  He 
submitted  that  the  intelligence  of  these 
men  would  render  their  proceedings  more 
dangerous ;  and  of  itself  would  be  a  ground 
^  aggravation,  for  their  superior  intelli- 

g^nce  ought  to  have  made  them  see  the 
angerous  consequences  of  such  societies. 
All  these  circumstances  fully  justified  the 
Government,  in  the  first  instance,  in  allow- 
ing the  kw  to  take  its  course.  But  the  case 
was  now  somewhat  diflerent.  The  law  of 
the  land  had  in  a  great  degree  been  satis- 
fied ;  and  under  all  the  circumstances,  his 
Maje  ty  had  been  advised  to  mitigate  the 
sentence  to  a  considerable  degree.  The 
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Governor  of  Van  Diemen's  Land  liad  been 
written  to,  and  directions  bad  been  sent  to 
bim,  to  announce  to  tbese  men  tbattbey  were 
pardoned^  subject  to  tbe  conditions  he  bad 
already  mentioned.  It  was  objected  by  tbe 
bon.  Member  tbat  tbese  men  could  not  at 
present  leave  tbe  colony ;  but  in  this,  under 
tbeir  circumstances,  there  was  no  great 
severity  or  hardship.  Althooffb  they  re- 
ceived a  pardon,  be  might  be  told  tbat  they 
were  separated  from  their  homes  and  fami« 
lies ;  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  tbat 
they  were  allowed  their  freedom  in  a  coun- 
try,  which  so  far  from  being  a  desolate  and 
wretched  land,  was  a  place  to  which  numbers 
were  voluntarily  hastening  from  this  coun- 
try, as  being  more  likely  to  receive  there, 
than  if  they  remained  at  home,  the  proper 
reward  of  tbeir  industry.  But  still  it 
would  be  objected  that  they  were  sepa- 
rated from  their  wives  and  children.  In 
answer  to  that,  be  could  only  say,  tbat  at 
the  time  when  he  sent  those  orders,  com- 
manded by  his  Majesty,  he  made  inquiries 
as  to  the  usual  course  or  practice  pursued 
with  respect  to  the  wives  and  families  of 
convicts  who  had  received  their  pardon  at 
the  colony ;  and  without  stating  precisely 
what  were  tbe  exact  steps  which  he  wished 
to  be  taken,  be  did  not  hesitate  to  declare 
that  whatever  he  found  to  be  the  most 
lenient  course  he  was  willing  to  adopt,  and 
either  to  assist  the  wives  and  children  to 
go  out,  or  send  them  out  altogether  at  the 
expense  of  the  Government.  The  prisoners 
bad  now  been  gone  for  more  than  a  year, 
and  at  tbe  end  a(  two  years,  from  the  time 
of  their  going  out,  four  of  them  would  be 
at  liberty  to  return  to  this  country.  It 
would  have  been  more  grateful  to  his  own 
feelings  to  advise  tbe  full  extension  of  tbe 
Prerogative  of  the  Crown,  if  circumstances 
bad  appeared  to  justify  him  in  so  doing; 
but  at  the  same  time  be  must  consider  that 
if  he  advised  bis^  Majesty  to  grant  a  full 
pardon,  it  would  be  concluded  tbat  the 
sentence  was  illegal.  If  these  men  were 
now  wholly  pardoned,  it  would  be  con- 
sidered not  so  much  a  remission  of  tbe 
former  sentence  as  a  reparation  of  tbe  in- 
justice which  bad  been  done  them;  and 
tbeir  return  to  Dorchester  would,  so  far 
from  serving  as  a  check  for  preventing 
others  (which  bad  been  be  was  convinced 
the  effect  of  the  original  sentence)  from 
following  the  evil  courses  into  which  they 
bad  fdlen,  their  presence  would  be  only  a 
signal  for  the  spread  of  that  spirit  of  in- 
subordination, and  reliance  on  the  non- 
interference of  the  law^  wbicb  must  create 


a  necessity  for  fresh  trials,  haiiviher  ptmidi- 
ments,  and  greater  dangers  than  those 
which  had  been  already  overcome.  He 
hoped,  then,  that  the  House  would  not, 
under  tbe  circumstances,  sanction  a  pro- 
ceeding which,  in  an  unusual  manner, 
interfered  with  the  prerogative  of  mercy 
vested  in  the  Crown — a  power  the  exercise 
of  which,  while  it  enabled  us  to  preserve 
the  authority  of  the  Government  and  order 
in  society,  enabled  us  also  to  dispense  par- 
don humanely  and  mercifully  to  those  who 
had  ignorantly  fallen  into  the  commisaoit 
of  offences  For  his  own  part  it  had  always 
been  a  source  of  the  greatest  gratification 
to  him  to  have  it  in  bis  power  to  prevent  a 
severe  sentence  of  tbe  law  from  being 
carried  fully  into  effect ;  but  he  must  be 
allowed  to  say,  that  he  had  looked  into  this 
case  most  carefully,  and  that  tbe  oondosion 
at  which  his  mind  had  arrived  on  a  review 
of  all  tbe  facts  and  circumstances  of  it 
(though  there  might  be  some  with  wbadi 
he  was  not  yet  acquainted,  and  a  know. 
ledge  of  which  miebt  induce  him  to  alter 
his  opinion)  was,  Siat  it  was  not  safe  to 
grant  further  &vours  to  those  persons.  He 
entertained,  therefore,  tbe  sanguine  and 
earnest  expeetation,  tbat  the  House  would 
not,  by  agreeing  to  tbe  proposed  addxesa, 
act  in  a  manner  which  was  at  once  most 
inconsistent  and  inexpedient,  and  thus 
establish  a  precedent  which  must  be  con- 
sidered as  conveying  ihe  reproach  of  se- 
verity to  a  judge  who  admimstered  tbe 
law,  and  the  Government  which  sanctioned 
the  sentence. 

Mr.  Roebuck  contended,  that  tbe  Doiw 
Chester  labourers  were  perfectly  ifi;narant 
of  the  law  i  that  they  had  a  ngfat  to 
assemble  together  for  the  purpose  of  fixing 
a  certain  price  on  their  labour,  though,  in 
the  mode  in  which  they  did  so,  they  might 
have  been  guilty  of  some  ofience,  but  cer- 
tainly not  of  tbat  which  deserved  the 
severe  punisbment  of  transportation. 

Mr.  Aglionhy  ^d,  be  had  received  a 
number  of  petitions  fh)m  individuals  in  the 
borough  which  he  represented,  in  favour  of 
a  remission  of  the  sentence,  and  as  many  of 
these  persons  had  not  votes  for  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  consequently  were  nn- 
represented,  he  considered  it  a  duty  cmlj 
the  more  imperative  on  that  account  to 
represent  their  wishes  to  the  Houae*  The 
question  lay  in  a  narrow  oomnass,  and  he 
thought  that  any  Member  might  support 
the  Motion  of  the  bon  Member  for  Fins. 
bury,  though  at  the  same  time  he  disip- 
proved  of  tbe  conduct  of  tbe  men*    He  djd 
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not  impugn  the  conduct  of  the  Jury,  or 
the  summmg  up  of  the  Judge — ^he  would 
not  even  find  fault  with  the  law.  There 
was  no  point  even^ reserved  hy  the  counsel; 
but  still  it  was  very  clear  there  was  now 
some  doubt  as  to  the  legality  of  the  convic- 
tion. From  the  admissions  of  the  noble 
Lord  himself,  on  which  he  would  refer  the 
case  to  the  House,  it  might  be  fairly  con- 
cluded that  it  was  one  calling  for  some  in- 
terference. The  noble  Lord  admitted  that 
they  were  assembled  for  innocent  purposes. 
Their  object,  in  fact,  was  to  better  their 
condition  by  procuring  a  rise  of  wages,  and 
though  they  might  have  gone  farther  than 
the  law  allowed,  still  under  all  circum- 
stances he  thought  them  entitled  to  mercy. 
The  noble  Lord  said  too  that  the  object 
was  not  so  much  punishment  as  example, 
that,  with  respect  to  the  Lovelesses  they 
might  not  have  been  aware  that  they  were 
committing  a  moral  offence,  and  in  the 
third  place  the  noble  Lord  admitted  that 
the  law  was,  in  a  great  degree,  satisfied. 
Why  not,  then,  extend  full  pardon  to 
them  ?  [Lord  John  Russell :  "  They  are 
pardoned  in  the  colony."]]  He  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  go  still  further, 
and  recommend  to  the  Crown  to  grant  them 
full  pardon.  Such  clemency  would  have 
the  very  best  effects  on  the  working  classes. 
He  saw  nothing  in  the  case  of  the  Love- 
lesses  why  the  same  merciful  consideration 
should  not  be  extended  to  them  as  to  the 
others.  Men  who  could  write  such  letters 
as  were  read  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
brought  forward  the  Motion  must  be 
persons  alive  to  some  of  the  best  feelings 
of  human  nature,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that,  if  permitted  to  return  home  to  their 
families,  they  would  become  useful  and 
exemplary  members  of  society. 

Viscount  Howick  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  hsid  just 
spoken,  that  that  House  was  not  the  proper 
tribunal  for  the  decision  of  such  a  question 
as  the  present ;  and  that  if  there  was  any 
serious  doubt  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
sentence  passed  upon  the  individuals  in 
question,  the  matter  ought  to  be  submitted 
to  the  twelve  Judges.  His  noble  Friend 
(Lord  John  Russell)  was  represented  to 
have  said  that  the  Lovelesses  might  have 
thought  they  were  doing  what  was  for  the 

fx)d  of  society.  He  believed  his  noble 
riend,  in  anything  he  uttered  upon  this 
occasion,  did  not  admit,  and  could  not  have 
intended  to  admit,  that  these  men  did  not 
well  know  they  were  doing  what  was 
wrongs  but  even  if  Uiey  thought  other- 


wise it  would  be  no  justification.  If  the 
principle  wrs  to  be  admitted  that  there  was 
no  guilt  when  men  thought  they  were 
acting  for  the  good  of  society  it  would  go 
far  to  justify  every  crime.  Was  it  possible 
to  suppose  that  they  were  ignorant  that 
they  were  committing  a  crime  in  the  eye 
of  the  law  ?  Such  cases  were  not  unfre- 
quent.  When  persons  were  convicted  of 
high  treaso^  of  an  attempt  to  destroy  one 
form  of  government  and  to  establish  another, 
they  no  doubt  believed  they  were  acting  for 
the  good  of  society ;  but  they  were  aware 
that  they  were  committing  an  offence  against 
the  law.  The  unfortunate  men  who  were 
executed  on  the  occasion  of  the  two  last 
great  rebellions  in  1715  and  1745  were  no 
doubt  actuated  by  the  most  high  and 
honourable  feelings,  by  devoted  loyalty  to 
the  person  who  they  believed  was  entitled 
to  the  Crown ;  but  at  the  same  time  they 
were  quite  aware  that  their  conduct  was  a 
violation  of  the  law,  and  for  that  violation 
they  were  prepared  to  pay  the  penalty. 
The  same  might  be  said  of  recent  societies 
in  France  and  other  parts  of  Europe,  which 
attempted  to  overthrow  the  existing  state 
of  society  under  the  romantic  idea  that  they 
were  about  to  bring  back  the  golden  age, 
and  to  restore  mankind  to  primeval  happi* 
ness  and  innocence.  To  the  Unions  lately 
so  prevalent  the  same  observations  applied. 
Everybody  knew,  in  fact,  that  mistaken 
notions  of  this  kind  had  been  frequently 
entertained.  From  the  voluminous  corre- 
spondence which  had  come  under  his  notice, 
he  had  reason  to  believe  that  those  mistaken 
notions  very  generally  prevailed  among  the 
working  classes.  The  periodical  publica- 
tions circulated  among  them  had  greatly 
increased  the  evil.  That  the  members  of 
the  society  to  which  the  persons  in  question 
belonged  were  aware  that  they  were  vio- 
lating the  law,  and  rendering  themselves 
liable  to  punishment*  was  proved  by  the 
fact  that  they  not  only  held  their  meetings 
in  a  remote  and  secluded  place,  but  care- 
fully posted  sentinels  to  prevent  their  being 
interrupted  by  persons  who  were  charged 
with  tJie  administration  of  the  law.  It 
was  quite  evident,  therefore,  that  they 
were  aware  they  were  acting  contrary  to 
law,  although  they  might  not  know  what 
specific  Act  of  Parliament  they  were  vio- 
lating. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  brought 
forward  this  motion  in  a  manner  which 
was  highly  calculated  to  recommend  it  to 
attention,  a  manner  no  less  distinguished 
by  its  moderation  than  respect  for  the 
feelings  of  the  House,  said>  and  this  was 
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one  of  the  few  mistakes  into  which  he  fell, 
that  no  lawyer  whom  he  consulted  could 
exactly  point  out  to  him  the  precise  law 
under  which  these  men  were  convicted, 
and  that  it  eould  not  therrfore  be  e^tpected 
that  the  parties  were  acquainted  with  the 
eiistence  of  such  law.  The  same  observa- 
tions would  equally  apply  to  most  crimes 
and  offences.  He  did  not  know  that  he 
could  point  out,  or  name  the  s(»tute>  which 
made  murder  punishable  with  death,  though 
he  well  knew  that  there  was  such  a  law. 
He  believed  there  w^re  few  Gentlemen  in 
the  House  who  knew  what  laws  were 
applicable  to  the  rarious  crimes  and  of- 
fences, though  they  knew  generally  that 
such  and  such  acts  were  illegal  and  punish* 
able.  He  was  ready  to  admit  that  the 
great  object  of  punishment  Was  prevention ; 
and  surely  no  person  would  deny  that  the 
acts  of  these  men,  their  combinations,  and 
IncetingSj  accompanied  with  the  secret  ob- 
ligation of  an  oath^  were  such  as  ought 
to  be  put  down.  He  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  that 
a  combination  of  working  meil  to  raise 
their  Wages  without  any  violation  of  the 
law  was  quite  Justifiable.  But  here  there 
had  been  a  combination  to  raise  wages  by 
means  which  violated  the  law.  Last  year 
a  very  extensive  correspondence  connected 
with  this  subject  had  come  under  his  official 
notice.  There  was  one  case  of  the  grossest 
tyranny  and  hardship  which  he  had  ever 
heard  of,  connected  with  the  Huddersfleld 
Union,  and  which,  with  the  leave  of  the 
House,  he  would  state.  Two  individuals 
connected  with  one  of  the  Trades  Unions, 
and  members  of  the  committee,  quarrelled 
with  the  other  members  of  the  committee, 
and  were  expelled  from  the  Union.  They 
were  members  of  a  particular  trade,  which 
was  only  carried  on  in  certain  portions  of 
the  county  of  York.  They  were  immedi- 
ately placed  under  the  ban  of  the  society 
throughout  the  whole  of  that  part  of  York- 
shire to  which  they  belonged,  a  description 
of  their  persons  was  circulated  in  those 
districts,  and  no  master  dated  employ  them. 
Thus  these  men,  for  resisting  a  point  upon 
which  they  were  fully  entitled  to  exercise 
an  independent  discretion,  were  reduced  to 
a  state  of  absolute  starvation,  though  it 
was  admitted  that  they  were  good  and 
skilful  workmen.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  intimated  that  this  case  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  that  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  He  should, 
however,  show  that  the  cases  were 
analogous.     Societies   were  in  the  first 


instance  formed  for  proper  and  JusiifiaMe 
purposes ;  but  when  the  leaden  had  can-- 
trived  to  impose  oaths  of  secrecy  oh  the 
members,  they  drew  them  on  to  practices 
which  led  to  tyranny  and  oppression.    In 
all  the  inquiries  which  had  been  instittlted 
into  the  subjeet  by  the  Home  Office  last 
year,  it  was  found  that  the  existence  of 
these  oaths  of  secf^  was  the  immediate 
cause  of  the  oross  description  of  tyranny  to 
which  he  had  alluded.    It  appeal^,  tliere^ 
fore,  that  the  administration  of  tliese  octtlis 
was  not  only  a  legal  crime,  but  that  it  was 
a  practice  which,  for  the  good  of  society  at 
large,  and  for  the  welfare  of  the  woniog 
classes  themselves,  it  was  the  boutiden  duty 
ot  Government  to  endeavour  to  suppnssa. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  obsefved 
that  the  administration  of  oaths  of  secrecy 
had  been  allowed  with  impunity  in  London. 
That  was  true ;  but  the  practice  had  re. 
mained  unpunished  only  because  the  system 
was  so  perfect,  that  it  was  innposttble  to 
obtain  evidence  of  the  fact.    If  that  hmd 
not  been  the  case.  Government  would  not 
have  shrunk  from  the  duty  of  inflicting 
punishment  on  persons  by  whom  it  was  so 
richly   merited.    To  show    the   tfttomy 
exercised  by  these  societies  he  would  read 
the  article  in  the  constitution  of  One  of 
the  lodges  of  those  Unions,  whidi  had 
already  been  read   to  the  House  by  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.    [[The  noble  Lord 
read  the  rule,  declaring  that  if  any  member 
divulged  the  secrets  of  the  society  a  de- 
scription should  be  given  of  his  person  and 
of  his  offence  5  that  his  name  should  be 
communicated    to    all    the    lodges    and 
that    all    members    of    the    same    must 
decline  working   with  him.]    That  aitlk^ 
cle  contained    palpable  eviclence   of   the 
system  of  tyranny  which  existed ;   Tmo- 
scribing,  as  it  did,  individuals  whodiirored 
from  the  society,  and  communicating  th«t 
proscription  to  all  other  lodges,  so  that  no 
member  of  the  society  was  permitted  to 
Work  in  company  with  the  proscribed  in^ 
dividuals.     To  a  working  mannfkctnrffir 
such  a  proscription  amounted  to  an  absolute 
denial  of  the  means  of  getting  his  dailj 
bread.    It  was  the  duty  of  Government,  u 
was  the  duty  of  Parliametit,  by  every  means 
to  discourage  the  taking  ot  tbese  trolawftil 
oaths.    Now  he  asked  the  House  if  tlie 
course  which  was  proposed  by  the  hoU. 
Member  for  Finsbury  was  not  calculated 
to  deprive  the  countiPy  of  all  the  adv«nt« 
ages  which  had  been  derived  ftom  the 
pumshmentof  the  meA  in  question?    tf 
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th^  decirion  of  Government  on  the  subject 
were  overruled  by  a  vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons^  he  asked,  what  must  of  necessity 
be  the  effect }  Would  it  not  go  forth  to 
the  country  that  these  societies  were  so 
powerful — ^that  they  could  eet  up  so  many 
petitions  in  their  favour — mat  they  could 
apply  such  an  influence  over  the  House  of 
Commons— that  if  Government  did  not  give 
way  they  would  be  compelled  to  do  so? 
If,  therdfbre,  the  address  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  were  agreed  to 
by  the  House,  not  only  would  the  benefit 
of  the  punishment  which  had  already  been 
inflicted  be  lost  to  the  country,  but  a  blow 
would  be  given  to  the  authority  of  the 
law,  and  a  source  of  public  danger  would 
be  opened,  which  he  shuddered  to  contem- 
plate. Sdll  he  was  prepared  to  concur 
with  his  noble  Friend  in  saying,  that  there 
was  much  in  this  case  which  entitled  it  to 
consideration.  That  consideration,  how- 
ever, ought  to  be  left  to  his  noble  Friend, 
without  any  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
House.  These  individuals  were  already 
exempted  from  labour  in  the  Colony,  and 
their  families  were  perfectly  free  to  go  out 
to  them  if  they  pleased.  Undoubtedly  it 
might  not  be  ssSe  to  allow  these  persons  to 
return  to  that  part  of  the  country  to  which 
they  belonged ;  thereby  creating  a  general 
impression  either  that  the  sentence  which 
had  been  passed  upon  them  was  unjust,  or 
that  Government  was  afraid  to  carry  that 
sentence  into  execution.  He  concluded  by 
repeating  his  earnest  hope  that  the  House 
would  leave  this  question  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government,  and  would  not 
establish  a  precedent  fraught  with  the 
highest  danger  to  the  peace  of  the  country. 
Mr.  Brotherion  said,  that  having  pre- 
sented to  the  House  a  petition,  signea  by 
upwards  of  22,000  individuals  in  favour  of 
the  unfortunate  men  now  suffering  under 
a  sentence  of  transportation,  he  hoped  to 
be  allowed,  in  the  name  of  the  petitioners 
to  implore  the  House  and  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  use  their  influence  in  order 
that  mercy  might  be  extended  to  those  six 
unfortunate  individuals.  He  was  satisfied 
that  a  remission  of  their  sentence  would 
not  be  hailed  by  the  people  of  this  country 
as  a  triumpb  over  the  Government,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  would  be  received  by  millions 
with  thankfulness  and  gratitude.  He  was 
not  disposed  to  blame  the  noble  Lord  or 
the  Government  for  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued,  but  he  must  state,  that  there 
were  some  extenuating  circumstances  in 
the  case  which  had  weight  upon  liis  mind. 


The  law  had  been  vindicated,  andwith*- 
out  any  wish  to  discuss  the  legality  or  other- 
wise of  the  conviction,  he  clamied  on  behalf 
of  the  petitioners  who  had  addressed  the 
Legislature  an  extension  of  mercy  to  the 
objects  of  their  commiseration.  The  legality 
of  the  conviction  had,  however,  been  doubted 
by  many  high  legal  authorities,  and  he 
would  claim  the  benefit  of  those  doubts  in 
favour  of  those  now  suffering  the  punish- 
ment of  the  law.  In  point  of  good,  moral, 
industrious  character,  these  men  were  en- 
titled to  the  royal  clemency.  The  public 
mind,  too,  had  been  roused,  and  the  public 
sympathies  had  been  excited  in  their  be- 
half, and  the  law  he  held  would  ever  be 
inefficient  unless  supported  by  public  opin- 
ion. It  had  been  a  saying,  he  believed,  of 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  that  it  seldom  or 
never  happened  that  the  feeling  of  the 
common  people  of  the  land  was  wrong, 
and,  therefore,  that  their  feelings  upon  any 
subject  ought  to  meet  attention.  In  that 
sentiment  he  concurred,  and  on  all  these 
grounds  he  submitted  that  the  time  had . 
arrived  for  an  extension  of  mercy  to  those 
six  unfortunate  individuals. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  amidst  cries  of  "Ques- 
tion," which  rendered  the  hon.  Member 
nearly  inaudible,  observed  that,  during  the 
last  Session  he  had  presented  several  peti- 
tions on  this  subject,  and  had  examined 
into  all  the  allegations  and  statements 
bearing  upon  the  case,  and  which  had  been 
urged  against  the  legality  of  the  conviction, 
and  the  sentence  to  which  these  men  had 
been  condemned.  He  had,  by  that  ex- 
amination satisfied  himself  that  the  sen. 
tence  was  a  legal  sentence,  and  he  had, 
both  in  Parliament,  and  to  the  working 
classes  out  of  doors,  declared  such  to  be 
his  conviction.  He,  however,  must  now, 
as  he  had  done  before,  call  upon  the  Go« 
vemment  to  temper  justice  with  mercy. 
He  deprecated  as  much  as  any  man  the 
formation  of  these  unions,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  rescue  the  operative  classes  from 
that  tyranny  which  owed  its  origin  to  the 
selfish  views  of  one  or  two  individuals.  He 
differed  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick) 
in  the  opinion  he  had  expressed  as  to  what 
were  likely  to  be  the  feelings  of  the  people 
if  the  sentence  were  reversed.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  in  think- 
ing, that  an  extension  of  mercy  would  be 
received  by  the  people  with  gratitude. 

Mr.  Blackbume  did  not  wish  to  protract 
the  discussion,  but  merely  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  Government  would  again  take  the 
case  of  these  men  into  consideration  j  fo( 
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although  he  knew  that  a  decision  had  been 
pronounced  in  the  courts  of  law^  that  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament  thej  had  been  guilty 
of  the  offence  charged  to  them^  jet  he^  for 
one,  confessed  that  he  was  not  able  so  to 
construe  the  Clause  upon  which  the  in- 
dictment had  been  framed.  He,  however, 
concurred  in  thinking,  that  that  House  was 
not  the  proper  tribunal  for  discussing  that 
question  of  law.  Although  he  was  anxious 
that  the  Government  should  take  the  sub- 
ject into  consideration,  he  was  not  prepared 
by  voting  for  this  Motion,  to  take  from 
their  hands  a  power  which  properly  be. 
longed  to  them.  He  did  not  like  to  vote 
against  the  Motion  without  thus  stating 
the  reasons  why  he  should  do  so. 

The  Attomey^General  merely  rose  in 
consequence  of  what  had  fallen  from  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
truly  said,  that  this  House  was  not  a  Court 
of  Appeal  from  the  decision  of  a  Judge  of 
AssLee,  and  therefore  it  would  not  become 
him  (the  Attorney-General)  to  enter  into 
any  argument  upon  the  question  of  legality. 
He  was,  notwithstanding,  prepared  to  show 
by  sections  of  the  statute  in  question,  by 
decisions  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  and 
by  two  other  statutes  agreeing  with  the 
first  in  pari  malerid,  that  the  indictment 
was  valid  in  point  of  law,  and  that  there 
had  been  at  the  trial  evidence  abundantly 
sufficient  to  support  that  indictment.  He 
should,  however,  content  himself  with  de. 
daring  his  most  clear  and  decided  opinion 
that  the  conviction  had  been  strictly  legal. 
He  should  not  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
case,  but  rest  satisfied  with  expressing  a 
hope  that  the  House  would  not  consent  to 
interfere  with  the  exercise  of  the  strict 
prerogative  of  the  Crown  ? 

Mr.  Harvey  expressed  his  surprise  that 
any  impatience  should  be  manifested  during 
a  discussion  affecting  the  working  classes  of 
the  community,  who  had  so  few  direct 
Representatives  in  the  House,  That  class 
in  this  respect  were  unlike  either  the  agri. 
cultural  or  manufacturine  interests,  whose 
friends,  if  the  question  affected  them,  would 
crowd  all  sides  of  the  House,  and  secure 
the  utmost  attention.  He  should  have 
hoped,  that  on  this  occasion  there  would 
have  been  manifested  something  like  the 
appearance  of  impartiality,  even  though  this 
debate  had  been  extended  to  another  night 
He  should  have  hoped  that  the  intense 
anxiety  prevailing  out  of  doors,  and  the 
circumstance  of  nearly  half  a  million  of  pe- 
titioners having  approached  the  Legislature 


on  this  subject,  would  have  secured  some, 
thine  like  decency  in  its  discussnon.    When 
on  max  very  night  several  hon.  Members 
from  Suffolk  had  called  to  the  recolIectioQ  of 
the  House  the  deplorable  situation  of  some  six 
or  eight  gentlemen,  some  of  them  of  the  law, 
who  had  violated  the  best  safqeuards  of  the 
Constitution,  in  whose  behalf  he  doubted 
not  that  to.morrow  night  a  whole  army  of 
advocates  would  be  arrayed,  and  when  the 
suggestions  that  they  had  been  torn  fiom 
their  families  and  homes  (he  believed  for 
something  like  a  fortnight)  had  raised  such 
a  sympathy  in  their  favour,  he  had  anticL. 
pated  that  the  case  of  the  unfortunate  men 
of  Dorchester  would  have  received  some* 
thing  like  common  attention.     Their  case, 
however,  could  not  be  discussed,  even  for  a 
few  short  hours,  without  shouts  of  dis- 
content, and  expressed  demonstrations  of 
impatience.       The  Attorney-General,   in 
the  short  part  he  had  taken  in  this  discus- 
sion, had  drawn  very  largely  upon  his  very 
high  reputation,  and  had  seemel  to  suppose 
that  it  was  abundantly  suflicient  for  him  to 
place  his  hand  upon  a  mass  of  law  books, 
and  to  express  as  his  solemn  opinion,  that 
these  men  had  been  legally  convicted,  and 
that  the  sentence  pronounced  upon  them 
was  both  legal  and  just.    Now,  he  thought 
it  would  almost  have  been  worth  while  for 
the  Attorney-General  of  the  Crown  and  of 
the  people  to  have  condescended  in  a  few 
simple  popular  terms,  and  not  with   the 
dryness  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  just  to 
have  dispelled  the  impressions  prevailing  in 
the  minds  of  several  hon.  Members,  and 
other  ignorant  people,  that   the  sentence 
was  Ulegal.     It  would  have  been  well  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  gentleman  had  conde> 
scended  to  fortify  his  declaration  by  a  refer- 
ence to  the  statutes  and  to  the  decisions  of 
the  Courts  of  Law.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleifaan  had  not  done  so,  but  having  now 
beside  him  a  learned  CoUeague  (the  Solici- 
tor General)  9  who  was  equally  convcnant 
with  the  statutes,  and  who  would  be  able  to 
reply  to  him  (Mr.  Harvey),  he  would  state 
one  or  two  points  in  contravention  of  the 
declaration  of  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney-General.     He  had  been  furnished 
with  a  report  of  the  trial  of  these  unfortu- 
nate men  by  one  of  the  Counsel  engaged 
in  the  case,  and  the  report  contained  the 
opening  speech  of  the  Counsel  who  con- 
ducted the  prosecution.     In  that  learned 
Gentleman'fi  statement  to  the  Jurv,  he  add 
that  the  prisoners  were  arraigned  on  an  in* 
dictment  framed  under  the  provisions  of  the 
statute  37th  George  Srd.,  ch.  7,  and  he  had 
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made  no  mention  of  any  other  statute  at 
all.    Now^  what  was  that  statute  (because, 
after  all,  the  question  was  reducible  to  a 
question  of  common  sense)^  and  what  was 
the  indictment  P     A  copy  of  the  latter  he 
had  now  before  him^  in  a  return  obtained 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  and  a 
reference  to  it  would  show  that  every  count 
in  it  was  framed  exclusively  under  the 
statute  37th  George  3rd.,  and  it  was  a 
great  mistake  to  say*  that  because  these 
men  had  administered  an  illegal  oath,  the 
verdict  on  that  ground  alone  could  be  sus- 
tained in  point  of  law.     To  justify  the 
conviction,  two  distinct  and  separate  points 
must  be  established — first,  the  administrar 
tion  of  an  ill^al  oath ;  and  secondly,  that 
it  was  admiaistered  for  an  illeeal  purpose. 
He  knew  that  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney-General, in  one  of  those  displays  for 
which  he  was  remarkable  in  the  neighbour- 
ing Courts,  where  he  would  not  be  inter- 
rupted by  cries  of  "  Question,"  or  shouts 
of  *'  Spoke,'*  would  be  well  pleased  to  show 
that  these  parties  had  been  guilty  of  an 
illegal   combination.      He  had,   however, 
also  before  him  a  copy  of  the  objects  of  the 
combination.,  which  it  was  remarkable  had 
been  pressed  on  the  trial  from  the  counsel 
for  the  prosecution.      The    objects  were 
shown  in  the  rules  of  the  association  itself, 
which  were  given  in  evidence  on  the  trial, 
and  which  it  appeared  had  been  furnished 
by  the  turnkey  of  the  prison,  who  had  come 
into  possession  of  a  key  belonging  to  one  of 
the  prisoners,  which  opened  a  box  in  that 
prisoner's  house,  containing  the  document 
in  question.     He  roust  ask  whether  the 
labourers,    who   bad  an  interest  in  their 
labour,  had  not  as  much  right   to   meet, 
as  their  landlords,  who  had  an  interest 
in    keeping   up    enormous  rents,  had  to 
meet  to  promote  what  they  were  pleased 
to  call  the  agricultural  interest  >     Now, 
from  the  rules  of    this    society,    it  ap- 
peared that  "  this  society  was  to  be  called 
the  Friendly  Society  of  Agricultural  La- 
bourers."   Why  not  such  a  society  as  well 
as  a  Friendly  Society  of  Agricultural  Land- 
lords?     Another  rule   was,  '*  that  there 
was  to  be  in  the  society  no  drinking,  no 
immorality,  no  conversation  on  politics  or 
religion."     Now,  would  the  Attorney-Ge- 
neral contend  that  a  society  meeting  for 
such  purposes  was  in  itself  an  illegal  con- 
federacy and  combination?     If  he  would 
not,  then  where  was  the  illegal  oath  admi- 
nistered for  an  illegal    purpose?      The 
administering  an  illegal  oath  was  a  misde- 
meanour in  itself  punishable^  but  not  by 


transportation  for  seven  years.    The  ad- 
ministering an  iUegal  oath  for  an  illegal 
purpose  was  made  punishable  with  trans- 
portation by  this  Act.    But  when  was  this 
Act  passed,  and  for  what  purpose  ?     It  was 
passed  in  the  year  17979  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  individuals  from  being  seduced 
from  the  army  and  navy,  and  from  being 
afterwards  bound  in  secret   societies    by 
illegal  oaihs.     He  thought  that  this  state* 
ment  was  enough  to  prove  that  these  indi« 
viduals  had  not  been  legally  indicted  and 
convicted  under  this  statute.     He  hoped 
that  the  affecting  letters  which  had  been 
read  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  in 
the  course  of  his  speech,  which  did  so  much 
honour  to  the  individuals  who  had  written 
them,   and   which  had  produced   such  a 
strong  impression  upon  the  feelings  of  the 
House,  would  be  laid  before  his  Majesty 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  whose  amiable 
anxiety  to  temper  justice  with  mercy,  he 
could  speak  of  with  certainty  from  his  own 
communications  with  that  noble  personage. 
He  had  hoped,  but  in  that  hope  he  had 
been  disappointed,  that  the  noble  Lord,  on 
hearing  those  letters  read,  would  have  risen 
in   his  place  and  said^   "  Let  the  debate 
here  have  an  end,  and  give  me  further 
time  to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  so 
feelingly  depicted  by  these  artless  and  un- 
educated,    but     eloquent     and    affecting, 
writers."     He  concluded  by  declaring  his 
intention  to  support  the  Motion. 

The  Solicitor' General  said,  that  this 
debate  had  been  conducted  with  the  most 
perfect  calmness  and  propriety,  until  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  rose  to  take 
part  in  it.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
success  of  the  cause  which  that  hon.  Member 
advocated  would  not  be  much  promoted  by 
the  tone  which  he  had  assumed  in  the 
remarks  which  he  had  addressed  to  the 
House.  The  reason  why  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Attorney-General,  had 
spoken  so  shortly  on  this  Question,  was  to 
give  a  contradiction  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Huddersfield,  in 
terms  as  short  as  those  which  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  used  when  he  said, 
that  the  sentence  passed  on  these  indL 
viduals  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  strictly 
legal  It  would  be  tedious  were  he  to  go 
into  the  details  of  the  trial ;  but  he  thought 
that  he  could  state  very  shortly  reuoan 
sufficient  to  prove  the  complete  l^ality  of 
the  decision  to  which  the  Judges  came 
upon  this  indictment.  The  indictment  was 
framed  on  the  37th  George  Srd,  c.  7-  That 
Statute  made  it  a  felony  for  any  person  to 
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adnitiisler  to  imotlief  in  oalh  to  ftdmit  him 
kito  an  ttnodattim  for  muiinoug  and  sedi* 
tkms  jMirposesi  or  lo  obey  the  authority 
of  any  body  of  men  not  hsTing  legal  au« 
ihotirf  ffom  tho  Crown^  or  not  to  giTO 
evidence  against  any  member  of  their  a«a. 
dalion^  or  not  to  ^re  information  of  any 
ttnlawMcombinat&noroottfedemcy*  AflteN 
wards  another  Statute  was  passed  under 
whioh  this  association  in  Dorsetshire  evi- 
dently was  an  ill^al  association.  That 
Statute  was  the  49th  Geo.  Srd^  c  8Q.  It  de^ 
elared  every  society  which  administered  an 
oath  not  required  by  law  an  unlawful 
society*  Wai  it  necessary  for  him  to  say 
more  to  justify  the  proceedings  in  this  case  ? 
There  was  a  strong  ftimd  jaeie  cause  for 
supposing  that  the  Judges  who  triedi  and 
the  Comuel  who  conducted,  this  case  were 
tight,  and  he  therefore  trusted  that  the 
House  Would  not  take  npon  itself  the  duties 
of  a  Court  of  Appeal  against  the  opinions 
not  only  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Kin^s  Bench,  but  of  the  twelve  Judges, 
to  whom  the  Counsel  for  the  prisoners 
might  have  appealed,  had  they  been  dis- 
Sft&fied  with  the  opinions  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench. 

Mr.  T\ilk  considered,  that  in  whatever 
way  the  Question  was  decided,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  would  rest  satisfied 
that  he  had  done  his  duty,  and  would  have 
the  fiirther  satisfaetion  of  knowing  that 
the  cause  had  not  been  injured  by  his  con- 
duct. He  (Mr.  Tulk)  was  well  satisfied 
veith  the  manner  in  which  the  Question 
had  been  met  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  could 
not,  however,  help  regretting  that  he  had 
made  such  a  distinction  in  the  objects  of 
his  meicy:  be  could  not  say  that  he  be- 
lieved the  noble  Lord  had  made  out  a  case 
tiiat  the  two  Lovdesses  were  more  guilty 
than  the  other  four.  He  was  not  going 
then  to  enter  into  the  Question  of  the 
Justice  of  the  sentence  passed  on  them.  He 
thought  the  House  was  not  the  proper 
place  to  raise  that  Question ;  but  he  asked 
the  merciful  consideration  of  the  House, 
on  the  ground  that  the  men  were  ignorant. 
He  remembered  last  year,  the  late  hon. 
and  learned  Member  fbr  Hull  stated  that 
he  was  ignorant  of  the  Clause ;  and  that 
Undoubtedly  the  Clause  applied  to  him  in- 
asmuch as  being  a  member  of  a  club  he 
had  taken  a  secret  oath,  and  was,  therefore, 
as  mudi  an  object  of  justice  as  the  six 
nnibrtunate  labourers.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
b^  pressed  the  Motion  to  a  division,  he 
proposed  the  Members  should  vote  in  the 

fbUowing  nanner:  tfaftt  those  Gentlemeni 


who,  at  the  time  of  the  unfortunate  men's 
ofienoe,  were  aware  of  the  illegality  of  the 
oath,  should  vote  against  the  Motion,  bnt 
that  those  who  at  the  time  were  ignorant 
of  it  should  vote  for  it.  He  would  tell 
the  noble  Lord  that  the  effect  which  would 
be  produced  on  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
country  by  the  recal  of  the  labourers  would 
be  very  different  from  what  he  appro* 
bended;  they  would  see  that  the  Govern* 
ment  was  conducted  on  principles  of  reason, 
not  merely  by  force ;  and  acquainted  as  he 
(Mr.  Tulk)  was  with  the  working  dasses, 
he  knew  there  could  be  no  act  of  the 
Government  which  would  be  more  popular 
amonp  the  people,  and  better  calcolated 
to  bnng  around  them  the  affections  of  the 
great  body  of  the  population,  than  the 
pardon  of  the  Dorchester  labourers.  And 
he  could  not  help  expressing  a  hope  that 
the  noble  Lord,  upon  a  re-consideration  of 
the  Question,  would  see  the  propriety  of, 
in  this  instance,  administering  mercy. 

Mr.  (yConnell  hoped  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Finsbury,  before 
he  rose  to  reply,  would  remember  that  his 
first  duty  on  the  present  occasion  was  to 
be  useful  to  these  individuals.  It  would  re- 
quire the  exercise  of  all  his  hon.  Friend's 
judgment  to  decide  properly  on  the  course 
which  he  ought  now  to  pursue.  He  there^ 
fore  wished  his  hon.  Friend  to  take  his 
advice  on  the  course  which  it  was  most 
advisable  to  follow.  His  hon.  Friend  must 
know  that  the  House  of  Commons  was  an 
improper  place  for  an  appeal  from  the  de. 
cisions  of  the  Courts  of  Law.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers could  not  indulge  their  sympathies  on 
such  occasions  without  running  the  risk  of 
injuring  a  sreat  constitutional  principle. 
His  hon.  Fnend  had  heard  from  the  noUe 
Lord  the  manner  in  which  he  had  already 
mitigated  the  punishment  inflicted  by  the 
sentence  of  the  Court  He  had  remitted 
the  punishment  of  four  individoals  entirely, 
and  had  ordered  it  to  be  mitigated  so  far 
as  regarded  the  other  two.  If,  then,  there 
was  any  difference  between  the  noUe  Lord 
and  £is  hon.  Friend,  it  could  only  be  with 
regard  to  that  part  of  the  punishment  on  two 
individuals  which  still  remained  unremitted. 
Now,  in  pressing  this  Motion,  would  his 
hon.  Friend  leave  Ministers  in  that  situa- 
tion which  was  best  calculated  to  produce 
a  further  remission  of  the  sentence  ?  Would 
he  not,  if  Government  was  in  a  majorityj 
as  there  was  every  reason  to  expect  that 
they  would  be,  leave  the  Government 
under  the  impression  that  the  House  waa 
of  opinion  that  they  bad  alxeady  dotiQ 
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enougb  in  ^  mittoktian  of  the  putiiiii*' 
meat  ?  What  could  his  hon.  Friend  ^tpeot 
fttm  pressing  his  Motion  to  ft  division? 
He  had  produ<!6d  l^^  his  speeeh  Aat  night 
an  effeot  on  the  House  trhioh  he  had 
never  seen  exceeded  in  his  life«  The  letters 
which  he  had  tead,  and  whidh  did  honour 
to  die  l^linAS  of  the  writers  and  to  the 
oonntqr  which  prodaeed  among  its  peasantiy 
men  capable  of  sndi  feelings,  uinst  pfndnce 
an  effect  npon  the  publio  mind*  He  had 
frnmetly  stated  it  to  be  his  opinion  that 
the  sentence  passed  on  these  men  was 
illegal ;  but,  on  more  mature  conidderation^ 
he  was  inclined  to  think  that  opinion  was 
emmeous.  He  avowed  his  change  dP 
opinion  as  to  the  legality ^  but  not  as  to  the 
seventyi  of  the  sentence*  He  must,  there^ 
fore  pra»  his  hon.  Friend  to  withtoiw  his 
motion.  But  if  his  hon*  Friend  would 
not  take  his  advice,  he  should  vote  with 
his  hon.  Friend,  b^use  he  thought  that 
the  sentence  ought  not  to  be  carried  into 
full  execution.  He  was>  however,  of  opin- 
ion that  his  hon.  Friend  would  act  mote 
wisely  in  leaving  the  consideration  of  mercy 
in  the  hands  of  the  noble  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  in  giving  him  an 
opportunity  of  advising  his  Majesty  to 
exercise  towards  these  individuals  one  of 
the  most  valuable  and  dell^tful  preroga. 
tives  of  the  Grown. 

Sir  Rohert  Peel  said,  that  he  should 
give  his  vote  on  this  occasion  upon  a  great 
principle  which  excluded  any  reference  to 
the  individual  merits  of  the  case.  He 
thought  that  the  consideration  of  it  ought 
to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  those  who  were 
responsible  for  their  decision^^he  meant, 
in  the  hands  of  the  executive  Government. 
He  did  not  dispute'-^on  the  contrary,  he 
admitted^the  right  of  the  House,  if  it 
entertained  a  suspicion  that  the  course  of 
Justice  was  perverted  for  corrunt  purposes, 
to  interfere  for  the  purj^se  of  redressing 
so  great  a  wrong.  He  did  not,  however, 
see  that  there  was  any  allegation  or  even 
any  suspiciott  that  Oovemment  had  been 
actuated  by  an^  improper  motive  in  the 
consideration  of^this  case,  and  therefore,  he 
should  recommend  the  House  to  leave  the 
Question  in  the  hands  of  the  executive 
Govemment^*the  constitutional  party  by 
whom  the  punishment  ought  to  be  fixed. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  Govern^ 
ment  should  be  in  a  majority  in  resisting 
this  Question,  that  majority  ought  to  have 
no  influence  in  their  minds  with  respect  to 
their  ultimate  decision  re^>eGtin^  these  in- 
dividuals.   He  did^  not  give  his  vote  on 


the  principle  of  defending  unneoeswry 
severi^.  He  did  not  give  bis  vote  in  1^ 
fermee  to  the  m^ts  of  the  ease,  he  lefk 
that  eotifviy  In  the  hands  of  the  Oiovem- 
ment*  He  should  reeommend  the  noble 
Lotd,  whottowfllkd  theoAoe  whieh  he  him* 
self  had  formerly  had  the  honour  of  fUling^ 
to  eonsider  this  ease  oa  its  intrinsks  merits^ 
and  to  forget  what  passed  in  this  House. 
Havkig  ascertained  the  l^;a]ity  of  the  sen* 
tenee>  the  Government  ought  to  adhere  to 
this  prindplO)  that  no  proceedings  taken  in 
the  Hoase  of  Commons  should  influence 
their  Judgmenti  unless  the  House  went  the 
length  or  asserting  its  tighl--which  he  did 
not  deny^^-of  charging  the  Government 
with  improper  morives.  He  should  give 
his  vote  agamst  the  Motion. 

Mn  Sergeant  fViUe  sM,  that  he  hap-, 
pened  to  be  at  Dordliester  when  the  case  of 
these  men  came  on  for  trial*  He  was 
generally  intrusted  with  the  care  of  con* 
ducting  the  prosecutions  instituted  by  Go- 
vernment on  that  circuit ;  and  in  perform*, 
anoe  of  that  task  upon  that  occssion  he  had 
carefully  looked  into  the  statutes  against 
which  they  were  charged  to  have  offended, 
in  order  that  he  might  discharge  his  duty 
properly.  He  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
if  the  witnesses  should  prove  the  facts 
which  were  oommunieated  to  him  as  the 
groundwork  of  the  prosecution,  the  parties, 
whom  he  was  directed  to  prosecute,  had 
been  guilty  of  the  offence  mentioned  in 
those  acts  of  Pariiament  which  had  been 
quoted  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Solidtor^Greneral.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proceeded  at  some  length  to  argue 
the  legality  of  all  the  proceedings  in  this 
case ;  and  at  the  conclusion  of  his  argument 
floid  that  he  had  not  risen  to  offer  anv  ob- 

m 

jection  to  the  extension  of  mercy  to  these 
misguided  individuals.  He  thought,  how* 
ever,  that  any  doubt  as  to  the  Icgsility  of 
their  sentenee  formed  a  very  different  sub* 
ject  from  the  conrideratlon  of  their  daims 
to  mercy.  He  thought}  too,  that  it  was  a 
doubt  which  ought  to  be  disposed  of,  before 
the  claims  for  mercy  were  even  considered ; 
for  the  claims  of  Justice  were  the  first 
claims  which  ought  to  be  satisfied.  If  the 
parties  were  suffering  under  an  illegal 
sentence,  it  could  not  be  for  the  pumic 
good  that  they  should  any  longer  su&r  a 
punudiment  which  the  law  did  not  affix  to 
theirofienoe;  butif  they  were  legally  con* 
victed  of  an  offence  ck»rly  denounced  hy 
the  law,  then  it  was  not  usual  for  the 
House  to  interfere  with  the  exercise  of  the 
most  valuable  prerogative  of  tiie  CivwUf  * 
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Mr.  IVakletfs  in  reply,  said,  when  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  any  question  to 
propose  hon.  Members  showed  the  utmost 
forbearance  for  hours  ;  but  when  the  case 
of  poor  labourers  was  introduced  to  the 
House,  he  hoped  the  Representatives  of 
the  people  of  England  would  not  refuse 
some  time  to  them.  He  trusted  these 
wretched  sufferers  would  not  be  repulsed 
because  they  were  poor.  The  impatience 
which  had  been  displayed  by  some  hon. 
Members  during  the  consideration  of  the 
case  of  these  poor  and  unfortunate  indi- 
vidual8>  formed  an  instructive  contrast  to 
the  attentive  patience  which  had  been  paid 
to  a  recent  motion  which  affected  the 
honour  and  character  of  a  nobleman  of 
rank,  who  filled  the  situation  of  Lieutenant 
of  an  Irish  county.  He  would  not,  how- 
ever, prejudice  his  clients  by  exciting  un- 
pleasant feelings,  but  would  proce^  to 
notice  some  of  the  objections  made  to  his 
Motion.  And  first  with  regard  to  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  made  to  his  Motion, 
on  the  grpund  that  it  was  an  improper 
interference  with  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  he  had  only  to  observe,  that  he 
had  consulted  their  journals,  and  found 
more  than  one  instance  of  such  interference 
with  it  as  he  had  proposed.  One  instance 
was  of  so  extraordinary  a  character  that  he 
would  briefly  state  the  nature  of  it  to  the 
House.  In  the  year  1814,  the  noble 
Member  for  Devonshire  (Lord  Ebrington) 
moved  that  an  address  be  presented  to  the 
Crown  for  remission  of  part  of  the  sentence 
inflicted  by  the  Court  of  King  s  Bench  on 
Lord  Cochrane.  On  that  occasion  Mr. 
Michael  Angelo  Taylor  expressed  his  regret 
that  a  question  which  had  been  decided  by 
a  jury  should  be  brought  under  the  cogniz- 
ance of  that  House,  because  he  was  c(m. 
vinoed  that  that  was  not  the  place  in  which 
the  merits  of  a  proceedingof  the  kind  could 
with  propriety  be  tried.  The  best  and  safest 
way,  as  it  appeared  to  Mr.  M.  A.  Taylor, 
was  to  leave  the  prerogative  of  mercy  un- 
molested, where  the  constitution  had  placed 
it,  and  not  to  attempt  any  interference 
whatever.    To  this  argument  a  reply  was 

S'ven  by  an  hon.  Member,  whom  the 
ouse  acknowledged  to  be  high  authority 
in  all  cases  of  parliamentary  practice  and 
privilege— he  meant  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Montgomeryshire.  That  gentleman 
said  that — "  if  they  subscribed  to  the  doc- 
trine of  his  learned  Friend,  there  would  be 
at  once  an  abandonment  of  their  best  rights, 

Fivileges,  and  immunities.     His  learned 
riena  had  said  that  it  was  better  to  leave 


the  pren^tive  of  mercy  just  where  the 
constitution  had  placed  it ;  and  he  seemed 
to  think  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the 
constitution  to  interfere  with  it.  Now  he 
denied  that  there  was  any  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  which  that  House  had  not  a 
right  to  interfere  with,  so  far  as  to  give 
advice  with  respect  to  the  way  in  which  it 
ought  to  be  administered.  Not  only  did 
the  House  give  advice  in  the  two  cases 
cited  by  his  noble  Friend,  but  in  many 
others.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
House  were  not  bound  to  examine  the  par- 
ticular case  before  them,  and  every  other 
in  which  their  interference  was  called  for  ; 
but  he  could  not  allow  that  they  should  sit 
down  shorn  of  one  of  their  greatest  privi- 
leges. It  was  as  much  their  duty,  if  they 
thought  the  punishment  undeserved,  to 
come  forward  and  address  the  Crown  on 
the  subject,  as  it  was  that  of  the  Ministen 
of  State.  They  were  the  great  council  of 
the  nation :  Ministers  were  merely  the 
council  of  the  Prince."*  The  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  last,  told  the  House  that  he  was 
at  Dorchester  at  the  time  of  the  trial,  and 
that  he  had  a  brief.  He  could  not  attach 
much  value  to  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  in  this  case,  for  lawyers  were  so 
much  in  the  habit  of  making  truth  fala^- 
hood,  and  falsehood  truth,  thai  they  lost  all 
power  of  just  discrimination.  He  did  not 
defend  the  oaths  of  secret  societies — they 
carried  dishonesty  on  the  face  of  them ; 
and  if  these  societies  were  fair  why  should 
they  be  ashamed  to  meet  the  face  of  day  ? 
But  these  men  were  ignorant,  and  had  in 
their  ignorance  taken  such  an  oath.  Still 
they  had  not,  in  his  view,  done  any  thing 
illegal,  and  were  not  justly  punished.  The 
children  of  these  unhappy  men  cried  to  the 
House  for  pity.  If  the  House  listened  to 
their  cries,  it  would  receive  the  gratitude  of 
the  poor  of  England ;  but  if  they  rejected 
them,  he  hoped  the  people,  if  they  were 
wise,  would  form  legal  societies^  and  return 
proper  men  to  that  House.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  expressing  his  regret 
that  he  could  not  comply  with  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
tor  Dublin  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  He 
felt  he  could  not  discharge  his  duty  with- 
out pressing  the  Motion  to  a  division. 

The   House  divided  on    the    Motion : 
Ayes  82 ;  Noes  308— Majority  226. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Baldwin,  Dr. 

Ainsworth,  P.  Barnard,  £•  J* 


*  Uamardf  vol.  zxviii.  p.  777« 


liii    The  DoT^estir  Labourers.    {Juks  26}  Souih  Sea  Duties. 


1274 


Attwocid,  T. 
B&iii€s  £• 
Blake/M.  J. 

Beauclerk,  Major 
Bish.  T. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgman,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S, 
BulleryC. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Butler,  Hon.  Colonel 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Collier,  J. 
Crawford,  S. 
Dennistoun,  A. 
Dobbin,  L. 
Duncombe,  Hon.  W. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Euston,  Lord 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergus,  John  ' 
Fielden,  J. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Forster,  C. 
Gully,  J. 
Hanr€y,D.W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hector,  C  J 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodges,  T,  L. 
Hult,  W. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
LawsonyA. 
lister,  £.  C. 
Lowthflr,  Hon.  J.  H. 


M^Cance,  J. 
Macnamara,  Major 
Marsland,  H. 
Maxwell,  J, 
Moleswortb,  Sir  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Power,  P. 
Philips,  M. 
Pbilhpps,  C.  M. 
Richards,  J. 
Rippon,  C, 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rundle,  J. 
Ruthven,£.  S. 
Ruthven,  £. 
Scholefleld,  J. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Spiers,  A.'  G. 
Strickland,  Sir  G* 
Thompson,  Colonel  P. 
Thornley,  T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W, 
Trevor,  Hon.  A. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Wall,  B. 
Wallace,  R. 
Walter,  J. 
WarburtoD,  H. 
Wason,  H. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wilks  J. 
Williams,  W. 

.  T£LL£RS. 

Hume,  J. 
Waktey,T. 


Gave  Laws  (Scotland).]  Mr.  Fox 
Manle  moved  for  leave,  acoording  to  his 
notice,  to  bring  in  a  "  Bill  for  relief  of  the 
tenants  and  occupiers  of  land  in  Scotland 
from  the  damages  done  to  their  crops  by 
hares,  pheasants,  and  rabbits."  On  two 
farms  of  1S2  acres,  thirty-three  of  which 
were  in  pasture,  the  damage  done  by  game 
last  season,  was  no  less  than  S35.  Against 
this  loss  the  farmer  had  no  protection,  and 
in  the  present  state  of  the  law  could  obtain 
no  redress.  The  Bill  he  wished  to  bring 
in  would  remedy  them  by  allowing  the 
tenant  to  kill  the  game,  and  in  compelling 
landlords  in  all  existing  leases  to  submit  to 
arbitration. 

Admiral  Adam  seconded  the  Motion. 

Viscount  Siomumt  doubted  the  utility  of 
the  proposed  Bill,  but  he  would  not  oppose 
the  Motion. 

Sir  George  Clerk  did  not  think  that  any 
^Iter^tioQ  of  the  l|iw  was  necessary,  for  at 


present  injured  tenants  could  recover  com- 
pensation from  the  preservers  of  game. 

Mr.  Jervis  was  decidedly  against  inter* 
fering  between  landlords  and  tenants.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  tenants  had.  the  remedy 
in  their  own  hands. 

Mr.  Beneit  understood  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  only  to  assimilate  the  law  in 
the  two  countries,  and  he  would  support 
the  Motion. 

Captain  Wemys  said,  the  Bill  would  lead 
to  endless  controversies  between  landlords 
and  tenants.  The  hon.  Mover  had  greatly 
exaggerated  the  evil  of  the  present  system, 
and  he  thought  the  Bill  so  uncalled  for, 
that  he  would  divide  the  House  against  the 
Motion  if  he  stood  alone. 

The  Lord' Advocate  did  not  agree  with 
the  gallant  Member.  The  game  laws  in 
Scotland  were  a  perfect  nuisance  to  the 
tenants,  and  certainly  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stood  was  not  adequate  to  give  them 
relief. 

Mr.  Philip  Howard  thought  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Measure  bad,  and  not  regarding 
it  as  a  cabinet  meagre,  he  should  oppose  it 
at  once. 

The  House  divided :  Ayes  50 ;  Noes  76 ; 
Majority  26. 

South  Sba  Duties.]  Mr.  Young 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeu 
certain  Clauses  in  the  Act  55,  Geo.  Srd,  a 
57>  imposing  duties  on  tonnage  and  goods 
in  the  trade  with  countries  within  the 
limits  of  the  exclusive  privileges  of  th6 
South  Sea  Company.  The  hon.  Member 
explained  that  the  Clauses  he  wished  to 
have  repealed,  threw  a  great  burthen  ex- 
dusively  on  the  shipping  interest.  It  was 
as  unnecessary  too  as  it  was  unjust. 

Mr.  Pouleti  Thomson  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment contemplated  a  general  measure, 
to  include  these  duties  which  had  been 
hitherto  delayed  owing  to  the  difficulties 
of  the  subject.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  Young  would  withdraw  his  Motion, 
on  the  understanding  that  a  measure  would 
be  introduced  next  Session. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  26,   1835. 

MiNirras.]  Bin.  RMd  a  uard  timet—Cora  Trads  (Iile 
of  Mao). 

PetitloBa  prewnted.  By  Mr.  BoRTHwrcs»  fhxn  EToham, 
against  the  Munici]»l  Carpoiatiaii  Bill— By  Mennu 
C.  BiiLLHR.  P.  M.  Stkwart,  Grotk,  and  Tookr.  tVom 
•everal  Places,-  Ibr  the  total  Repeal  of  fhe  Duty  oo  Ntwir 


GHaiYamiMiK        {COMMONS}        Of$ai  YammOh.'       \Vf6 

he  would  Mk  if  the  resalt  of  the  eieetaom 
had  been  difFerenty  would  such  a  patitioa 
have  been  presented  ?  With  regara  to  the 
Ballot,  his  conscientious  opinion  was,  that 
it  would  pot  remedy  the  evil  complained 
of. 

Mr.  Rigby  Wason  considered  (bat 
the  allegations  were  of  too  serious  ft  nature 
to  be  disposed  of  by  mere,  denial.  The 
petitioners  stated,  that  since  the  fourteen 
days  e^ipired,  and,  within  a  short  time 
after  the  expiration ,  two  guineas  had  beea 
paid  as  head-money.  Surely  the  bon. 
Member  might  have  informed  the  House 
whether  such  a  payment  had  been  made 
or  not.  The  House  ought  to  know  whetbef 
such  an  allegation  were  well  or  ill  founded; 
and  the  hon.  Member  was  perfectly  aware, 
that  after  the  fourteen  days,  no  petition 
could  be  presented  under  the  Bribery  Act 
against  bis  election ;  still  the  facts  were 
serious,  and  he  (Mr.  Wason)  bad  beard 
of  them  three  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  Thomas  Baring  said,  that  he  shoeld 
only  make  the  answer  he  had  already 
made,  but  he  was  ready  to  meet  any  charge 
that  might  be  brought  before  any  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Mgby  Wa$on  hoped  that  the  boo. 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  woaM 
move  for  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  Thomas  Baring  said,  that  aoioe 
hon.  Members  appeared  to  be  very  anxious 
to  have  Committees,  but  as  there  had  beea 
no  charge  made  against  him  in  the  regular 
form,  he  considered  hiaaeif  vtrtuaUy  ec^ 
quitted. 

Sir  John  WroUeileg  begged  to  femind 
the  hon.  Member  that  one  reason  why  the 
charge  had  not  been  made  in  the  regular 
form  was,  becaose  the  given  jperiod  (foar- 
teen  days)  aHowed  by  Act  of  ParKament 
had  expired,  and  another  raeson  was,  the 
enormoaa  expense  attending  elecUoa  pe» 
titicms,  He  tmsted  that  m  allcgatieiMi 
would  be  contradicted  if  not  true ;  but  he 
was  bound  to  state  that  he  had  heard  from 
several  quarters  on  which  he  could  place 
much  reliance,  that  within  thiee  weeks 
after  the  election,  two  guineas  head'-money 
was  paid  in  Great  Yarmouth,  and  Aom 
whence  that  money  came  he  would  leave 
others  to  conjecture.  There  was  a  Bill 
before  the  House  now  respectfaig  the 
county  town  of  the  county  he  repreeented, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  aeel  equal 
justice  to  all. 

Mr.  Ruthven  believed  that  there  waa 
very  good  reason  for  people  not  ninning 
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fipcf  6lMDpib<«-By  llr.  SsAJuuv  CsAWfoto,  ftom  tvo 

Places,  agaiwt  T|thau— By  the  Earl  of  Lihcolk,  ftom 
Kett^iog,  agaliut  the  ImpriMoment  of  Jdtm  Childs.— By 
Sir  GaotAi  Qm%y,  Mr.  Hwdlbv,  and  anoOier  Hoir. 
MsM^m,  ftom  PlyniQiith  and  ottier  Flaeeh>m4n  ftvour 
of  the  Municipal  Corporation  BUI.— By  Mr.  Ghotk, 
ftom  Stamford,  tax  Vote  by  Ballot:  fi-om  the  Lleeosed 
victuallers  of  London  and  Esmk*  fi»  the  Repeal  of  the 
Duty  on  Spirit  Uofi»ie«^*By  Mr.  HKflKSTH  Furwood, 
ftom  Prestonf  for  a  Law  to  Suppress  Drunkeonesi.— By 
Loid  C.  Hamilton,  from  Tyrone  and  other  Places,  for 
the  Renewal  of  the  Linen  MaauOetutt^  (Irelaad)  Act. 

Grbat  Yarmouth.]  Mr.  Groftf  pre- 
sented a  Petition,  signed  by  1,350  persons 
of  Great  Yarmouth,  praying  for  the  Ballot, 
in  consequence  of  the  scenes  of  drunken- 
ness and  riot  which  were  seen  at  the  last 
election,  and  stating  that  the  corrupt 
voters  who  gave  their  votes  for  the  sitting 
Members  had  been  rewarded  with  two 
guineas  a-piece.  He  moved  that  the  pe- 
tition be  brought  up. 

Mr.  Thomas  Baring  said,  with  regard 
to  the  charges  of  the  petitioners,  he  had 
only  to  make  this  answert  that  no  one 
should  make  these  charges  slightly  or  in- 
considerately. If  advisedly,  the  parties 
ought  to  bring  proofs,  and  establish  the 
caae,  as  an  act  of  duly  to  the  country  and 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  But  if  they 
failed  to  make  use  of  the  legal  remedy,  and 
i«ser?ed  the  opportunity  of  making  these 
ioainuations  and  ex^varte  statements,  they 
made  themselves  liable  to  one  of  these  two 
coQ<dusions-<-eitber  that  theie  charges  were 
without  any  testimony  upon  which  to  rely 
fufficiently  to  warrant  taking  them  before 
•  Committeet  or  if  they  brought  them  be- 
fore a  Committee,  they  feared  that  they 
themselves  might  be  implicated  in  similar 
transactions;  so  that  tbe  object  was  not 
so  much  the  purity  of  election  as  to  suit 
party  purposes.  Such  would  be  the 
answer  that  he  would  make  to  those  elec* 
tors  who  had  forwarded  such  insinuations 
to  the  House.  He  believtd  that  he  had  a 
greater  portion  of  the  electors  in  hia  favour 
than  either  of  the  other  candidates,  a  ma- 
jority of  the  electors  holding  opinions 
coincident  with  his  own.  Undoubtedly  a 
great  excitement  prevailed  during  the  elec- 
tion, and  scenes  occurred  which  in  calmer 
moments  all  must  deplores  but  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  excitement  was  more  on 
one  side  than  the  other,  and  he  must  do 
his  opponents  the  justice  to  say,  that  they 
had  behaved  to  him  with  exceeding  polite- 
ness, for  which  he  thanked  them.  Bat  be 
rather  thought  that  the  object  of  this  pe- 
tition was  not  to  discontinue,  but  to  pro- 
long the  party  spirit  which  prevailed,  and 
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tbo  risk  of  petitjoning  for  Etetion  Com- 
mittees, la  this  case  there  was  a  direct 
speciBc  charge  made>  and  be  thought 
tnat  in  the  present  circumstances  of 
the  town,  it  was  necessary  that  there 
should  be  some  inquiry*  There  were 
many  reports  from  Committees  with  re- 
ference to  bribery.  Were  the  people  to  be 
deluded  by  the  mere  printing  of  these  re- 
ports, and  were  no  steps  to  be  taken?  If 
this  borough  had  been  sold  at  the  rate  of 
two  guineas  per  head,  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  a  bit  better  than  Stafford.  All 
thesecorrupt  boroughs  ought  to  be  treated 
alike.  If  the  hon.  Member  who  presented 
this  petition  thought  that  there  was  good 
ground  for  moving  for  a  Select  Committee, 
he  thought  that  was  the  fairest  way  to  pro- 
ceed, and  would  relieve  the  people  of 
Yarmouth  from  such  charges  if  they  were 
not  well  founded.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr*  Baring)  was  certainly  not 
bound  to  answer  the  charges  of  this  peti- 
tion— it  was  for  him  to  take  what  coarse 
be  thought  proper-'^it  must  be  left  to  his 
own  impulse:  but  a  Select  Committee 
would  do  something  which  could  not  be 
done  here,  and  he  trusted  that  in  this  case 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  presented  this 
petition  would  move  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Jervis  thought  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin,  that  the  best  plan  would  be 
to  refer  the  petition  to  a  Select  Committee, 
not  with  any  view  of  involving  the  Mem- 
bers in  diffieultiee,  but  because  he  thought 
the  petition  referred  to  a  matter  of  extreme 
importance. 

Mr.  Orot€  could  assure  the  House  that 
be  would  be  the  last  person  to  bring  for- 
ward any  measure  bearing  upon  the  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  friends,  if  the  legal  tri- 
bunal were  easy  of  approach.  It  was  not 
because  they  were  unable  to  prove  the 
pbargesy  but  because  they  were  in  want  of 
the  necessary  funds*  The  petition  was 
numerously  and  respectably  signed,  and  was 
presented  simply  with  a  view  of  adopting 
means  to  vindicate  the  purity  of  election. 
Tbe  only  reason  why  he  had  any  objection 
to  move  that  this  matter  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  was,  that  he  was  per- 
sonally overcharged  with  Committee  busi- 
ness; and  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
bim  to  attend  to  it.  But  if  any  other 
Gentleman  should  think  fit  to  originate 
the  Motion,  it  should  receive  his  most 
cordial  support   ' 

Mr.  Kemey$  Ti^nte  said^  that  be  did  not 


think  that  it  would  be  sufficient  to  lay  the 
petition  on  tbe  Table,  and  he  therefore 
moved  that  it  be  printed. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to 
be  prints. 

Ipswich  Electiok.]  Mr.  Patriek  M, 
Stewart  rose  *to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Petition  of  John  Bury 
Dasent.  He  would  not  trouble  the  House 
with  any  statement,  as  the  nature  and 
history  of  the  case  most  be  fully  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members.  He  meant 
to  move  for  the  discharge  of  the  petitioner, 
because  be  stated  his  contrition  for  offend- 
ing against  the  privileges  of  the  House, 
but  principally  because  he  expressed  his 
willingness  to  come  forward  at  any  time  to 
give  fully  and  freely  his  testimony  respect- 
ing all  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  Ipswich  Election  within  his  know- 
ledge. He  had  no  wish  himself  but  that 
every  fact  should  be  disclosed,  and  that 
all  persons  who  were  capable  of  giving 
evidence  on  matters  relating  to  such  im- 
portant interests  should  be  kept  within 
reach,  that  hereaf^  they  might  be  made 
to  difttlge  all  they  knew.  The  Motion, 
however,  for  the  discharge  of  Mr.  Dasent 
was  supported  by  all  the  precedents  of 
former  proceedings  on  similar  occasions ; 
the  dignity  and  character  of  the  House 
had  been  vindicated,  and  the  petitioner 
had  already  endured  a  longer  tmprison'- 
ment  than  had  before  been  inflicted  upon 
any  individual  who  had  committed  the 
same  offence.  It  was  now  time,  therefore, 
to  relieve  Newgate  from  some  of  its 
burthens.  At  ^e  same  time  he  would 
keep  the  parties  within  reach,  although  he 
would  allow  them  to  have  their  liberty  that 
they  might  discharge  their  duties  to  their 
faniilies,  which,  in  some  eases,  were  press* 
ing.  He  moved  that  John  Bury  Dasent, 
Ew[.  be  brought  to  the  Bar,  in  order  to  be 
discharged. 

Mr.  OiBbome  did  not  mean  to  oppose 
the  Motion,  but  after  the  part  he  had 
taken  in  the  business,  it  was^rhaps  right 
for  him  to  state  in  what  way  the  evidence 
bore  upon  the  case  of  Mr.  Dasent.  He 
would  also  state  the  prinelpal  ground 
which  would  induce  him  Co  consent  to  his 
dischaige — a  ground  that  had  not  been 
touched  on  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  referred  to  some  of  the 
circumstances  which  were  given  in  evi- 
dence before  the  Ipswich  Committee,  to 
show  that  Mr.  Dasent  had  purposely  kept 
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out  of  the  way  of  the  Speaker's  warrant. 
He  mast  complain,  too,  that  one  allegation 
in  Mr.  Dasents  petition  was  not  well 
foanded,  viz.,  that  he  had  ^iven  his  testi- 
mony before  the  Committee  without  re- 
serve ;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  positively 
refused  to  answer  the  question  why  it  was 
unpleasant  to  him  to  appear  as  a  witness. 
He  had  also  said,  that  to  give  his  evidence 
at  all  was  optional,  which,  instead  of  being 
a  palliation,  was  an  aggravation,  when  it 
was  recollected  that  he  avoided  being  sum- 
moned by  the  petitioners,  and  had  only 
come  forward  on  behalf  of  the  sitting 
Member,  when  the  case  of  the  petitioners 
was  closed.  The  conduct  of  Mr.  Kelly, 
also,  seemed  to  have  been  distinguished 
by  unfeeling  selfishness,  and  be  would 
state  why  he  gave  this  opinion  upon  it. 
Mr.  Kelly  had  put  his  friend  and  pupil, 
Mr.  Dasent,  into  the  witness  box,  not  to 
deny  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  bribery, 
but  to  admit  it ;  but  at  the  same  time  to 
assert  that  he  was  not  authorized  by  either 
of  the  sitting  Members,  Mr.  Kelly  or  Mr. 
Dundas.  Such  conduct  was  both  un- 
feeling and  selfish  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Kelly.  The  reason,  however,  why  he 
would  not  resist  the  Motion  for  the  dis- 
cbarge of  Mr.  Dasent  was,  that  he  found 
in  the  evidence  ample  ground  to  warrant 
the  House  in  directing  the  Attorney-Gene- 
ral to  prosecute  Mr.  Dasent  for  bribery. 
After  tne  Motion  now  before  the  House 
should  have  been  disposed  of,  he  would 
endeavour  to  show  what  that  ground  was ; 
he  would,  however,  not  enter  into  that 
part  of  the  question  now,  but  allow  Mr. 
Dasent  to  be  dismissed,  having  already, 
perhaps,  undergone  sufficient  punishment 
for  his  contempt  of  the  process  of  the 
House.  Mr.  Dasent  had  himself  admitted 
his  guilt  in  respect  to  bribery,  with  a 
voter  of  the  name  of  Bird,  and  his  admis- 
sion was  confirmed  by  Bird's  evidence,  but 
he  had  insisted  that  be  was  not  authorized 
by  either  of  the  sitting  Members.  The 
case,  therefore,  seemed  to  him  a  very  clear 
one;  he  had  merely  stated  it  because  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  think  that  the 
House  ought  to  have  the  whole  matter 
before  it  anterior  to  the  appearance  of  Mr. 
Dasent  at  the  Bar,  with  a  view  to  his  dis- 
charge. 

Lord  John  Russell  should,  with  regard 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Dasent,  on  which  his 
hoD.  Friend  had  made  a  Motion,  offer  no 
resistance  to  that  gentleman's  discharge. 
Kfis  offence  wm  absconding  to  avoid  being 


served  with  the  warrant  of  the  Speaker, 
and  for  that,  perhaps,  his  punishment  had 
been  sufficient  He  was  not,  however, 
willing  now  to  enter  into  the  question  of 
bribery,  but  merely  to  consider  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  House  had 
recently  exercised  its  peculiar  and  imme- 
diate power.  The  charge  of  bribery  might 
very  properly  be  brought  forward  on  a 
future  day,  and  then  the  House  might 
consider  what  course  it  was  proper  for  it 
to  take  regarding  a  crime  punishable  by 
law.  In  agreeing  to  the  Motion  for  the 
discharge  of  Mr.  Dasent,  he  was  only  to 
be  understood  to  say,  that  for  the  offence 
against  the  privileges  of  the  House,  he 
thought,  that  the  imprisonment  had  been 
adequate,  taking  into  account  the  admo- 
nition he  would  receive  from  the  Chair. 
The  other,  and  subsequent  question,  deeply 
affected  the  purity  and  character  of  elec- 
tions, but  he  hoped  that  it  would  take 
time  to  consider  before  it  came  to  any 
determination  upon  it. 

Mr.  Harvey  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  votes  of  the  House  would  be  more 
intelligible  and  more  expressive  of  the 
truth,  if,  when  published  to-morrow  mom- 
ing,  it  were  found  stated  in  them,  that  at 
half-past  five  in  the  afternoon  a  process 
was  gone  through  to  show  how  contempt 
of  the  House  could  be  made  easy; 
Members  were  called  upon  in  their  judi- 
cial capacity  to  decide  upon  the  case  of  a 
prisoner,  when  not  one  in  ten  could  know 
any  thing  about  the  matter.  Two  charges 
had  been  spoken  of  in  the  discussion ; 
first,  that  the  petitioner,  being  a  necessary 
witness  before  a  tribunal  appointed  by  the 
House,  had  kept  out  of  the  way  that  he 
might  not  be  summoned;  and  for  this» 
having  undergone  the  very  serious  punish- 
ment of  a  few  days'  imprisonment,  he  was 
to  be  reprimanded  with  all  the  courtesy  of 
language  the  Speaker  was  known  to 
possess,  and  then  to  be  discharged.  The 
second  charge  was,  that  the  prisoner  had 
been  guilty  of  bribery,  and,  therefore,  that 
he  ought  to  be  prosecuted  by  the  Attomev* 
General.  Of  the  second  charge  he  would 
say  nothing :  it  was  a  distinct  substantive 
accusation  which  would  be  dealt  with,  he 
had  almost  said  by  a  higher  tribunal,  but 
certainly  higher  as  regarded  its  power  of 
punishment.  As  to  the  first  charge,  the 
contempt,  it  seemed  to  him  that  in  the 
degree  in  which  the  powers  of  the  House 
were  defective,  ought  to  be  iis  care  to 
guard  its  privileges   by  the   severity    of 
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punishment  it  was  capable  of  inflictiDg. 
It  ought  not  entirely  to  dismiss  from  con- 
sideration the  point,  Who  was  the  culprit  ? 
Was  he  a  person  uninformed  and  unen- 
lightened, who  was  ignorant  of  the  obliga- 
tions he  owed  to  the  institutions  of  his 
country?  Was  he*  some  simple  unsus- 
pecting man  who  had  been  unintentionally 
entrapped  into  the  commission  of  a  public 
crime?  Is  he  (said  the  hon.  Member) 
like  one  of  the  poor  men  whose  cases  were 
under  consideration  last  night,  and  who 
are  suffering  under  sentence  of  transport- 
ation, torn  from  all  the  little  comforts  that 
belong  to  the  cheerless  lot  of  the  labouring 
community,  and  which  render  a  cottage 
little  better  than  a  curse  ?  No !  he  is  a 
barrister,  who  is  presumed  to  have  gone 
through  a  liberal  course  of  education  to 
fit  him  for  the  administration  of  the  law, 
and  to  have  passed  through  the  ordeal  of 
moral  scrutiny  exercised  by  parties  who 
are  so  perfect  that  they  are  not  even 
responsible.  Moreover,  he  has  had  the 
advantage  of  being  educated  for  the  bar, 
under  an  individual  clothed  in  the  silk  of 
distinction,  and  sitting  in  the  Council 
Chamber  of  the  Benchers,  as  one  of  the 
watchful  guardians  of  the  purity  of  the 
profession.  He  was  the  pupil  of  a  prac- 
titioner who,  from  being  a  little  shop- 
keeper and  tea-dealer  in  Oxford-street, 
has  risen  to  the  dignity  of  sitting  as  one 
of  the  Judges  of  an  irresponsible  tribunal. 
Mr.  Dasent  was  the  pupil  of  Mr.  Kelly, 
who  has  been  elevated  from  the  station  I 
have  mentioned  to  a  rank  and  office  that 
is  denied  to  the  judges  of  the  land,  where 
he  sits  in  judgment  upon  the  merite  and 
character  of  every  man  who  is  a  candidate 
to  be  called  to  the  bar  of  this  country. 
But  now  we  are  told  that  this  is  a  case  for 
clemency,  and  that  sufficient  punishment 
has  been  inflicted :  it  is  important,  there- 
fore, that  we  should  examine  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  offence.  What  punishment 
would  be  applied  to  a  person  similarly 
circumstanced  before  any  of  our  ordinary 
tribunals?  Here  is  an  individual — a  man 
of  education  giving  him,  it  is  to  be' 
presumed,  a  peculiar  prominence  of  moral 
fitness,  who  studiously  and  confessedly 
avoids  the  process  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Chairman  of  the  Committee  said 
something  about  the  prisoner's  family 
alliances,  and  therefore  appealed  to  our 
sympathies.  Ignorance,  if  it  existed, 
might  be  made  a  plea  in  a  case  of  this 
»ort,  but  ignorance  is  no  plea  for  a  man 
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of  this  description.  Mr.  Dasent  is  a 
barrister;  he  has  placed  himself  in  a 
situation  from  which,  in  the  career  of 
promotion,  by  no  very  violent  stretch  of 
the  imagination,  he  may  step  upon  the 
judicial  bench,  and  I  should  like  to  hear 
what  he  would  say  if,  as  a  judge,  he  were 
called  upon  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
the  conduct  of  an  unhappy  individual  who 
had  disobeyed  a  snbpcRna  of  his  court. 
"  He  would  remark  further,"  Mr. 
Harvey  continued,  "  upon  the  manner  in 
which  Mr.  Dasent  had  conducted  himself, 
contending  that  he  had  committed  a 
double  offence,  first,  by  absconding  to 
avoid  the  Speaker's  warrant,  and  next,  by 
confessing  that  his  own  criminality  had 
occasioned  him  to  keep  out  of  the  way. 
He  (Mr.  Harvey)  could  hardly  conceive  a 
charge  more  complicated  or  more  criminal. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  had 
promised  to  move  the  House,  that  Mr. 
Dasent  be  prosecuted  for  bribery  by  the 
Attorney-General,  and  it  was  to  escape 
from  liability  to  this  proceeding,  that  Mr. 
Dasent  had  kept  out  of  the  way. .  He 
really  did  not  think  that  individuals  who 
had  committed  such  offences  as  had  Mr. 
Dasent  and  his  companions,  were  entitled 
to  much  sympathy  on  account  of  having 
suffered  three  weeks'  imprisonment  in  the 
metropolitan  receptacles  for  persons  of 
that  description.  They  were  confined  in 
the  governor's  house^  and  could  command 
all  the  luxuries  that  were.obtainid)le  at  the 
London  Coffee-house.  To  be  sure,  it 
might  be  said  there  was  a  difference  in 
this  respect :  in  the  London  Coffee-bouse, 
people  were  not  obliged  to  sleep  as  thick 
as  two  in  a  bed ;  but  where  parties  had 
so  good  an  understanding  with  each  other 
as  subsisted  between  these,  it  could  not 
be  supposed  that  that  would  put  them  to 
any  particular  inconveniences.  If  the 
House  assented  to  the  Motion  for  the  dis- 
charge of  Dasent,  that  individual  would 
not  have  received  as  much  punishment  for 
his  offence  as  was  often  inflicted  on  inno- 
cence itself.  Who  was  there  who  had  not 
seen  accounts  of  miserable  beings  brought 
up  before  the  Lord  Mayor  on  some  such 
charge  as  that  of  having  stolen  a  loaf  of 
bread  from  a  baker's  shop,  probably  for 
the  purpose  of  appeasing  hunger?  On  a 
statement  being  made  by  the  officer,  that 
the  prosecutor  was  out  of  town  and  would 
return  in  a  fortnight,  or  that  all  the  evi- 
dence was  not  complete,  with  what  indif- 
ference— with  what  an  absence  of  feeling 
2T 
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on  Che  aubjeet,  in  this  House,  or  through 
the  various  ranks  of  opulence  and  dis- 
tinction, was  that  unfortunate  person 
'*  remanded  till  this  day  week ;"  then 
brought  up  again  and  *'  remanded  till 
this  day  fortnight?''  There  were  no 
sympathies  for  him.  And  if,  eventually, 
on  his  being  brought  up,  it  turned  out 
that  there  was  no  prosecutor,  or  that  there 
existed  no  foundation  for  the  charge,  then, 
indeed,  there  was  some  appearance  of 
commiseration ;  and  it  was  discoverable 
up  in  a  corner,  in  a  sort  of  parenthesis, 
which  told  them  that  the  Lord  Mayor  had 
presented  the  miserable  being  with  a  crown 
out  of  his  own  pocket.  What,  however, 
was  the  course  in  a  case  like  the  present? 
Here  was  an  individual,  who  had  been  con» 
victed  of  a  grave  offence ;  he  had  been 
under  restraint  for  three  weeks,  and  sym- 
pathy was  all  alive  in  his  beha}f;  they 
were  told  that  he  was  a  young  gentleman 
of  great  promise,  belonging  to  a  profession 
of  high  character,  that  he  was  most 
sespectably  connected,  and  that  some 
regard  should  be  had  for  the  feelings  of 
himself  and  friends.  It  might  be  said 
also, — let  them  see  what  awaited  him — he 
was  about  to  be  handed  over  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  his  Majesty's  Attorney-General! 
To  this  he  would  say,  could  it  be  imagined 
that  if  this  person  were  now  called  to  the 
bar  and  discharfi^ed,  they  would  ever  hear 
of  him  in  this  House  again  ?  If,  however, 
a  Motion  were  hereafter  made,  to  the  effect 
that  his  Majesty's  Attomey*General  be  in- 
structed to  prosecute  Mr.  Dasent  in  aCourt 
of  Justice,  he  could  fancy  the  cries  of  "  Oh, 
oh!"  with  which  hon.  Members  would 
mark  their  sense  of  such  a  proposition. 
They  would  exclaim,  "  What !  bring  up 
his  name  again  1  Was  he  not  confined  in 
Newgate  for  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  ? 
Was  he  not  taken  away  from  his  family 
and  Friends,  and  confined  in  the  House 
of  the  Governor  ?  Was  he  not  in  solitary 
confinement  V  Then  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, who,  with  his  various  important 
occupations,  was  too  much  engaged  to  be 
very  alive  to  matters  of  this  sort,  the  noble 
Lord  would,  perhaps  rise  from  bis  seat, 
and  make  it  a  request  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  given  notice  of  the  Motion, 
that  he  would  put  it  off  till  after  the  third 
reading  of  the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill. 
Then,  on  some  after  occasion,  probably, 
another  hon.  Member  would  beg  to  re- 
mind the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Irish 
Church  measure  stood  for  this  evening, 


and  he  would  mudi  consult  the  puUic  in* 
terest  if  he  would  give  way  in  favour  of  so 
important  a  subject ;  so  between  the  Ma* 
nicipal  Corporations  and  Irish  Church  Re- 
form, Mr*  Dasent,  the  offender,  would 
make  his  escape.  But  then  at  the  end  of 
the  session,  perhaps,  some  hon.  Member 
would  rise  to  say  he  did  so  to  give-notice 
on  popular  grounds,  in  order  that  his  con- 
stituents might  understand  that  he  was 
alive  to  these  matters*  that  next  session 
he  should  consider  it  his  paramount  duty 
to  bring  the  subject  forward.  Well,  next 
session  it  was  brought  forward,  and  what 
was  the  general  sentiment  ?  why,  that  it 
was  not  decent  at  all  to  renew  the  matter. 
It  would  be  said,  here  was  a  young  man  of 
brilliant  character,  of  high  attainments,  of 
amiable  feelings,  and  with  most  respect- 
able connections — if  there  should  be  any 
hon.  Member  who  knew  Mr.  Dasent,  and 
could  speak  to  his  respectability,  that 
would  be  enough,  that  would  be  conclu- 
sive— but  at  all  events  it  would  be  asked 
whether,  in  the  case  of  such  an  individual, 
it  was  fair«  after  the  lapse  of  a  period  of  four 
months,  for  his  name  to  be  again  brought 
before  the  public,  and  submitted  to  the 
vulgar  gaze  ?  It  would  be  urged  that  be 
ought  not  again  to  be  subject  to  vulgar  im^ 
putations  being  cast  upon  him,  that  to  pur- 
sue such  a  course  would  be  inconsiderate 
and  unkind,  and  the  House  would  be  im- 
plored not  to  visit  its  judgment  upon  the 
young  gentleman  with  vindictive  feelings. 
If  he  were  now  brought  before  them,  it 
would  be  but  consistent  with  such  con- 
duct, if  the  Speaker  were  to  address  him 
in  these  words :  ''  John  Bury  Dasent,  I 
congratulate  you  on  the  insufficiency  of 
the  power  of  this  House  to  punish  you  to 
the  extent  that  your  serious  offence  re- 
quires, but  you  must  understand  that  this 
House  is  full  of  indignation  when  it  con* 
templates  the  acts  of  which  you  have  been 
guilty.  It  is  hoped,  however,  that  the 
imprisonment  you  have  already  suffered 
will  prove  a  check  to  you,  and  that  y<m 
will  not  again  be  so  indiscreet  as  to  go  to 
such  a  place  as  Ipswich,  unless  you  are 
better  versed  in  the  means  of  escaping 
detectran."  He  would  say  seriously,  that 
if  they  were  to  conscientiously  perform 
their  duties  as  judges,  let  them  go  throufh 
the  process  of  something  like  an  inquiry  ; 
but  if  on  the  other  hand,  they  were  to 
have  their  dullness  and  the  tedium  of  their 
grave  business  enlivened  by  farces  of  this 
description,  he  had  no  objection  to  pay 
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for  his  feat  and  be  ooe  of  the  ipectaton, 
only  let  it  be  fairly  iinderstood  in  what 
character  it  was  that  they  were  called  there. 
Having  left  the  Hoose  at  one  o'clock  this 
moroing  and  got  op  at  six,  he  had  oc- 
cupied himself  in  leading  the  evidence  in 
this  case  from  six  o'clock  till  pine.  At 
twelve  o'clock  he  took  his  seat  as  Chair* 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Charities 
and  since  the  Committee  he  had  been 
giving  his  attendance  in  the  House.  He 
was  not  supposing  that  his  industry 
was  more  signal  than  that  of  all  who 
were  about  him,  but  he  did  say  that  he 
had  no  time  to  look  into  the  evidence  to 
enlighten  him  as  to  any  judgement  that 
he  could  reflect  on  with  satisfaction. 
With  regard  to  Mr.  Dasent,  be  had  never 
seen  or  heard  of  him  till  he  saw  the  report 
of  the  Committee ;  it  was  not  his  wish  that 
any  man  should  be  incarcerated  for  an  hour; 
but  looking  at  this  as  a  judicial  subject, 
feeling  himself  called  on  as  one  of  600 
indivUuals  whose  duty  it  was  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion^  contemplating  this 
House  as  the  highest  court  of  jurisdiction 
in  the  country,  and  in  that  capacity  called 
on  under  sdemn  circumstances  for  their 
adjudication,  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
more  time  ought  to  be  allowed  for  inves- 
tigation before  they  adjudicated  on  any 
one  of  the  cases  of  the  petitionen.  If 
they  were  this  evening  to  discharge  Mr. 
Dasent  for  having  evaded  service  of  the 
DToceas  of  the  House,  and  if  then  the  boo. 
Member  for  Derbyshire  were  to  move  that 
his  Majesty's  Attorney-General  should  be 
ordered  to  prosecute  him  for  bribery, 
many  hon.  Members  would  say  that  the 
latter  was  another  question  altogether — 
that  whether  they  should  indict  iw  bribery 
and  expose  to  all  the  penalties  attaching 
to  that  ofibnce,  this  young  and  hopeful 
man,  was  a  matter  for  very  grave  consi- 
deration. Would  it  be  wise  first  to  let 
the  bird  out  of  the  cage,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  then  detennining  whether  they 
shoidd  let  fly  at  him  ?  If  the  House  were 
prepared  to  adopt  the  Resolution  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire,  and  to  effect 
that  his  Majesty's  Attorney-General  was 
to  prosecute  Mr.  Dasent  for  bribery,  then 
he  should  say,  let  that  individual  by  all 
means  be  instantly  let  out  of  custody; 
but  if,  in  the  first  place,  they  determined 
that  he  should  be  reprimanded  and  dis- 
charged, then  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  they  never  would  come  to  the  resolu- 
tion that  this  person  was  to  be  prosecuted 


for  bribery.  It  would  be  said,  (bat  there 
were  two  charges  against  him ;  one  was 
that  he  bad  evaded  the  process  of  the 
highest  court  of  judicature  in  the  kingdom 
and  the  other  was,  that  he  had  committed 
an  offence  which  exposed  him  to  statut- 
Me  penalties.  With  reference  to  the 
punishment  Mr.  Dasent  had  suffered,  he 
would  ask,  was  not  every  witness  bound 
to  attend  a  Court  of  Justice  under  the 
severest  penalties  1  It  was  nothing  to  say 
that  they  had  unseated  the  late  Members 
for  Ipswich,  because  the  whole  we^ht  of 
the  case  might  have  fallen  upon  this  state 
of  things.  If  the  question  was  to  be  dis- 
posed of  in  a  spirit  of  whining  sympathy 
then  it  was  only  for  them  to  say  to  Mr. 
Dasent  that  they  had  not  the  power  to  de- 
tain him  longer — ^that  they  regretted  the 
interruption  that  had  occurred  to  his  do- 
mestic comforts,  and  the  other  inconve- 
niences he  had  sustained — that  he  would 
depart  from  the  Bar,  carrying  with  him 
the  admiration  of  the  House — that  they 
trusted  that  during  his  incarceration  the 
keeper  of  Newgate  had  shown  him  every 
delicate  attention,  and  that  if  he  ever 
should  find  his  way  into  that  House  again, 
they  would  afford  nim  an  excellent  recep- 
tion, since  he  had  shown  by  his  ingenuity 
that  his  qualifications  were  considerable. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con* 
eluded  by  saying,  that  though  not  acting 
on  his  oath  in  that  House,  he  felt  imposed 
upon  him  the  higher  obligation  of  being 
called  on  honourably  to  discharge  his  duty 
and  he  was  actuated  by  that  feeling  when 
he  called  on  the  House  to  adopt  a  differ- 
ent course  from  the  one  which  had  beea 
proposed. 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark,  who  had  just 
resumed  his  seat,  had  misstated  the  Motion 
he  had  made.  He  had  before  said,  that 
he  wished  the  House  to  limit  the  punish- 
ment to  the  crime  of  which  Dasent  stood 
convkted,  and  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  anticipate  the  punishment  which  he 
would  probably  receive  for  another  alleged 
crime.  The  crime  of  which  he  was  con- 
victed was  simply  an  evasion  of  the  sum- 
mons of  the  House,  and  when  he  came  to 
look  to  the  precedents,  he  found  that  the 
punishments  for  similar  offences  had  sel- 
dom equalled,  and  had  never  exceeded,  the 
punishment  which  Dasent  had  undergone. 
His  Motion  was  simply  that  this  person 
should  be  called  to  the  Bar ;  he  was  anxious 
that  Dasentand  dltheot)ier  offenders  should 
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be  held  within  the  dominion  and  power  of 
the  House  till  inquiry  had  been  made  into 
^ery  part  of  the  case,  and  justice  was 
satisfied.  Such  was  the  course  pursued 
in  the  Camelford  case.  Dasent  having 
declared  that  he  was  ready  at  all  tiroes 
to  give  full  information  to  the  House,  he 
felt  himself  justiBed  in  making  this  Mo- 
tion. He  agreed  that  further  proceedings 
ought  to  l^  adopted,  and  he  heard  that 
they  were  to  be.  He  never  meant  that 
the  punishment  of  Dasent  for  crimes  un- 
proved should  be  limited  by  the  Motion 
now  made. 

Mr.  Montague  Chapman  said,  that  if 
Dasent  had  been  guilty  of  corruption  on 
the  largest  scale,  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  might  have 
been  called  for,  but  as  his  offences  were 
limited  in  number  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  had  pressed  very  severely  on  a 
very  young  man.  He  did  not  wish  to 
indulge  in  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman called  whining  sympathy ;  but  he 
thought  that  any  sort  of  whining  sympathy 
was  preferable  to  language  so  severe  as 
that  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  used  against  an  individual  whose  case 
he  was  confessedly  unacquainted  with. 
Dasent  and  Pilgrim  had  offered  to  come 
to  the  Bar  and  state  fully  and  frankly 
every  thing  that  might  be  required  of  them. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  should  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that  Dasent,  ac- 
cording to  his  own  confession,  evaded 
the  service  of  the  process  of  the  House, 
under  most  aggravating  circumstances. 
He  had  admitted  himself,  that  he  had 
evaded  giving  his  evidence  so  long  as  it 
was  wanted  for  the  general  purposes  of 
justice,  but  he  did  come  forward  when  he 
thought  his  evidence  might  be  of  service 
to  his  own  particular  friends.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Southwark  had 
adverted  to  the  manner  in  which  courts 
of  justice  visited  a  party  with  punishment 
who  previously  withdrew  himself  from  the 
service  of  the  process  of  those  Courts. 
If  an  individual  neglected  to  attend  to 
give  evidence  in  an  action ,  the  party  who 
subpoenaed  him  as  a  witness  might  pro- 
ceed against  him  by  action  to  recover  all 
the  costs  in  the  suit,  and  damages  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  party  had  lost  by  his 
absence.  That  was  one  mode.  The  other 
was,  whether  a  party  suffered  by  a  wit- 
ness's absence  or  not,  if  the  Court  chose 
to  proceed  against  him  by  attachment,  he 


was  subjected  to  interrogatories  at  hb  own 
expense ;  and  if  judgment  were  given 
against  him,  an  attachment  issued,  and 
there  he  remained  in  prison,  sine  die,  un- 
less he  compromised  with  the  party  at  whose 
instance  the  attachment  was  issued.  Now 
he  begged  to  ask,  what  was  a  fortnight's 
confinement,  as  compared  with  the  punish- 
ment for  such  offences  in  a  Civil  Court  ? 

Mr.  Walter  Campbell^  having  been  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  thought  there  were  mitiga- 
ting circumstances  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Dasent.  He  would  therefore  support  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  it  appeared  that 
Dasent  had  taken  an  active  part  in  the 
illegal  practices  which  had  been  discovered 
in  the  course  of  this  investigation ;  and 
if  the  House  should  be  of  opinion  that 
he  absented  himself  in  order  to  avoid 
criminating  himself,  they  would  treat  htm 
as  other  individuals  were  treated,  who 
absented  themselves  to  escape  detection. 
If  he  absented  himself  to  obstruct  the 
course  of  justice,  and  to  screen  others,  the 
House  would  treat  him  with  greater 
severity.  He  should  feel  it. is  duty  to 
vote  that  the  Attorney-General  be  in- 
structed to  prosecute  Dasent  for  the 
graver  offence;  and  he  should  vote  for 
this  Motion  on  the  understanding  that 
the  House  would  take  that  course. 

The  House  divided,  wh6n  there  appeared 
for  the  Motion  190;  Against  it  141; 
Majority  49. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Adam,  Admiral  C. 
Alston,  Rowland 
Angerstein,  John 
AsUey,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 
Bagsbaw,  John 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Bannerman,  Alex. 
Baring,  Francis 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Barry,  Garrett  S. 
Bellew,  Richard  M 
Bewes,  Thomas 
Biddulph,  Robert 
Bisb,  Thomas 
Blake,  Martin  J. 
Bowring,  Dr; 
Brady,  Denis  C. 
Bridgman,  Hewitt 
Brodie,  Capt.  W.  B. 
Brotberton,  Joseph 
Brown,  Rt.  Hon.  D. 
Bulwer,  £.  L. 
Burdon,  William  W. 


Butler,  Hon.  Pearce 
Buxton,  T.  F. 
Byng,  Hon.  George 
Cavendish,  Hn.  C.  C. 
Callagban,  D. 
Cavendish,  Hn.G.  H. 
Chahnecs,  Patrick 
Chichester,  A. 
Clive,  Edward  B. 
Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Cowper,  Hon.  W.  P. 
Crawfofd,  WOliaai 
Curteis,  Major 
Daimeny,  Lord 
Denison.  Alex. 
Denniston,  Alex. 
Divett,  Edward 
Dunlop,  Colin 
Ebrington,  Viflcoant 
Elphinstooe,  H. 
Evans,  Col.  De  Iscf 
Evans,  George 
Ewart,  William 
Fergus,  John 
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Finn,  William  F.  OTerrall,  R.  M. 

Fitzsimon/ Nicholas  Oswald,  James 

Folkes,  Sir  Wm.  Bt.  Parker,  J. 

Gaskell,  Daniel  Parrott,  J. 

Oillon,  William  D.  Pease,  J. 

Gisborne,  Thomas  Philips,  M. 

Gordon,  Robert  Philips,  C.  M. 

Goring,  Harry  D.  Ponsonhy,  Hon.  John 
Grattani  James  G.  B. 

Grosvenor,  Rt,  Hon.  Potter,  R. 

Lord  R.  Power,  J. 

Grote,  George  Rarosbottom,  John 

Guest,  Josiah  J.  Roche,  W. 

Hall,Benjamin  Roche,  D. 

Hardy,  John  Rondle,  J. 

Harland,  W.  C.  Russell,  Lord  G.  J.  F. 

Harvey,  D.  W.  Ruthyen,  £. 

Hawes, Benjamin  Scholefield,  J. 

Hawkes,  Thomas  Sheil,  Richard  L. 

Heneage,  Edward  Smith,  Benjamin 

Hodges,  Thos.  L.  Speirs,  Alex.  G. 

Hume,  Joseph  Steuart,  Robert 

Humphrey,  John  Strutt,  Edward 

Hutt,  William  Stuart,  Lord  James 

Jerris,  John  Sullivan,  Richard 

Johnston,  Andrew  Talbot,  J.  H. 

Kerry,  Earl  of  Thompson,  Col.  P. 

Lemon,  Sir  C,  Bart.  Thomson,  RtHn.C.P. 

Lister,  Ellis  C.  Thorneley,  T. 

Loch,  James  Trelawney,  Sir  WX.S. 

Lushington,  Charles  Tulk,  C.  A. 

Lushington,  Dr.  8.  Villiers,  C.  P. 

Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S.  Wakley,  T. 

Macleod,  Roderick  Walker,  C.  A. 

M'Cance,  John  Warburton,  H. 

Maher,  John  Ward,  H.  G. 

Mangles,  James  Wemyss,  Capt.  J. 

Majoribanks,  S.  Westenra,  Hon.  H.  R. 

Marslaod,  Henry  Wilbraham,  G. 

Martin,  John  Williams,  Sir  J. 

Maule,  Hon.  Fox  Williams,  W.  A. 

Milton,  Viscount  Wilson,  Henry 

Mostyn,  Hn.  E.  M.  L.  Winnington,  Captain 
Musgrave,  Sir  R.  W.         H.  J. 

Nagle,  Sir  R.,  Bt.  Wood,  M. 

O' Brien,  Wm.  S.  Wood,  C. 

O'Connell,  M.  J.  Wrottesly,  Sir  J .,  Bt. 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
O'Connell,  Maurice  paired  off. 

0*Connell,  Morgan        Pelham,  A. 
G'Connell,  J.  Norreys,  Lord 

Mr.  Hawes  rose  to  move  that  Mr. 
Pilgrim  be  called  to  the  Bar,  with  the 
view  to  his  bein^  discharged*  He  said, 
all  that  the  House  had  to  consider  in  the 
case  of  that  individual  was,  the  act  of  his 
absconding  to  avoid  the  service  of  the 
Speaker's  warrant ;  they  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  conflicting  statements  of 
opposite  parties.  He  did  not  think  that 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  enter  minutely 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  but 
that  he  might  safely  leave  it  to  the 
clemency  of  the  House.  The  individual 
in  <)ttestion  stated  in  the  petition  which 


had  been  presented  yesterday,  ''that 
whatever  improper  acts  he  may  have 
committed,  with  reference  to  absenting 
himself  to  avoid  the  service  of  the 
Speaker's  warrant,  or  with  reference  to 
the  said  election  at  Ipswich,  such  acts 
were  not  committed  by  him  for  his  own 
personal  or  private  advantage,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  violating  the  privileges  of  the 
House.  Nor  did  he  commit  them  after 
any  due  or  mature  deliberation  or  con* 
sideration  of  their  nature  or  effects ;  but 
that  the  petitioner  was  induced  to  commit 
such  acts  at  the  instigation,  or  by  the 
instructions,  of  his  then  employers,  the 
said  Messrs.  Sewell,  Blake,  Keith,  and 
Blake,  or  of  the  said  Fitzroy  Kelly,  £sq.» 
or  his  confidential  friends  and  agents 
at  Ipswich  and  London.  That  the 
petitioner  well  knowing  the  great  inti- 
macy between  the  said  Messrs.  Sewell, 
Blake,  Keith,  and  Blake,  and  the  said 
Fitzroy  Kelly,  Esq.  (who  is  steward  of 
Norwich),  and  relying  upon  their  superior 
knowledge  and  skill,  and  also  upon  the 
standing  in  society  of  these  several  Gen- 
tlemen, the  petitioner  did  not  hesitate  to 
obey  any'^instructions  given  by  or  originat- 
ing from  them ;  that  the  petitipner  begs 
most  humbly  to  assure  the  House,  that  he 
disclosed  to  the  said  Committee  all  the 
facts  then  in  his  recollection  relating  to 
the  matters  under  investigation,  but 
from  the  agitation  experienced  by  the 
petitioner  during  his  examination  before 
the  Committee,  occasioned  by  his  appear- 
ance there  in  custody  of  the  Norwich 
gaoler,  upon  the  charge  of  felony  pre- 
ferred against  him  by  Messrs.  Sewell, 
Blake,  Keith,  and  Blake,  and  by  bis 
feelings  caused  by  the  public  gaze  and 
observation  in  and  about  the  Committee 
Room,  the  petitioner's  memory  did  not 
enable  him  to  state  to  the  Committee  the 
fact  of  the  payment  to  him  by  Messrs. 
Sewell,  Blake,  Keith,  and  Blake  of  the 
sum  of  twenty  pounds  towards  the  ex- 
penses of  his  absence,  and  of  the  fact  of 
the  petitioner  having,  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Moore  Keith,  written  to  him 
the  note,  in  order  to  give  a  colour  to 
their  consenting  to  the  petitioner's 
absence."  It  appeared,  then,  that  Pil- 
grim was  only  a  clerk,  acting  on  behalf 
of  other  parties,  and  he  did  think  that  it  was 
beneath  the  dignity  of  the  House  to  visit 
him  with  punishment.  Moreover,  as  that 
individual  was  willing  to  give  every  in- 
formation in  hii  power  at  the  Bar  of  that 
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House  or  elsewhere,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  cause  of  jastice  would  be  better 
served  by  discharging  him  than  by 
tabjecting  him  to  any  severe  punish- 
ment. 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  Motion, 
and  said,  that  there  was  a  distinction  to 
be  made  between  this  case  and  that  of 
Mr.  Dasent,  which  had  last  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  House.  Mr.  Dasent  had 
been  acting  on  his  own  responsibility ;  but 
the  individual  whose  case  was  now  before 
them,  was  an  old  and  faithful  servant, 
who  had  only  acted  in  obedience  to  the 
orders  of  his  employers.  As  an  agent  he 
was  guilty,  but  bis  guilt  did  not  go  to  the 
tame  extent  as  that  of  an  individual 
acting  on  his  own  responsibility  and  his 
own  knowledge.  He  ^ould  not  say  any 
thing  now  upon  the  Question  of  the  bribery; 
that  would  be  better  deferred  until  hon. 
Members  were  placed  in  a  situation  to 
judge  of  it  correctly  by  having  read  the 
evidence. 

Mr.  Wodehouse  did  not  rise  to  oppose 
the  Motion  but  simply  to  perform  an  act 
of  justice  towards  Messrs.  Sewell  and 
Blake,  in  stating  that  they  most  distinctly 
denied  the  truth  of  Mr.  Pilgrim's  state- 
ment in  reference  to  the  permission  which 
he  alleged  to  have  been  given  by  them 
to  him,  for  absenting  himself,  beyond  the 
journey  to  Ipswich.  He  had  lately  had  a 
conversation  with  Mr.  Money  their  cashier 
in  which  he  learnt  that  the  20/.  advanced 
by  him  to  Pilgrim  had  been  advanced 
totally  without  the  knowledge  of  any  one 
of  the  parties  of  the  firm.  He  begged  to 
repeat,  that  such  was  the  case,  and  that 
the  cashier  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
advancing  to  Pilgrim  small  sums  of  money, 
as  he  had  done  in  this  instance,  without 
the  knowled^  of  any  of  the  parties  in  the 
House.  With  reference  to  the  observa- 
tion which  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Wason),  that 
Mr.  Keith  had  seemed  to  him  to  be  more 
guilty  than  Mr.  Blake,  he  begged  to  say 
that  he  had  that  day  had  a  conversation 
with  Mr.  Clipperton,  who  had  given  him 
some  information  of  an  interview  which  he 
had  had  with  Mr.  Keith  on  the  2nd  of 
April,  from  which  it  appeared  that  Mr. 
Keith  had  called  to  know  where  Pilgrhn 
was,  and  that  when  he  had  been  satisfied 
on  that  point,  a  conversation  arose  about 
some  papers  that  Pilgrim  had  left.  He 
contended  that  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
jmtified  iQ  the  intinatttioa  which  ho  hftd 


thrown  out  against  Messrs,  Sewell  and 
Blake.  He  (Mr.  Wodehouse)  would 
state  on  their  part,  that  they  were  per- 
fectly ready  to  submit  the  case,  so  far  as 
their  conduct  was  concerned,  to  the 
House  in  any  way  which  might  be  thooght 
proper. 

Mr.  Gisbome  said,  that  no  man  of 
common  understanding  could  read  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
without  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr. 
Blake  knew  perfectly  well  of  Pilgrim's 
absence. 

Mr.  Righy  Wason  alluded  to  the  denial 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Norfolk,  of  his 
assertion  that  Mr.  Keith  was  more  guilty 
than  Mr.  Blake,  and  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  attempted  to  refute  bis 
assertion  by  saying  that  he  bad  seen,  not 
Mr.  Keith^  but  Mr.  Clipperton.  If  the 
hon.  Member  had  taken  the  pains  to  read 
two  pages  of  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Keith  before  the  Committee,  he  would  find 
a  full  justification  for  its  being  said  that 
Mr.  Keith  knew  that  Pilgrim  was  going 
abroad  for  the  sake  of  avoiding  the  ser- 
vice of  the  writ.  Would  it  not  be  ex- 
traordinary that  the  managing  derk  of 
such  an  establishment  should  be  allowed 
to  absent  himself  for  a  period  of  some 
length  without  the  knowledge  of  his 
employers,  and  without  exciting  any 
inquiry  on  their  part  ?  It  was  said  that 
the  statement  of  Pilgrim  was  contradicted 
by  that  of  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake. 
The  case  was  not  so.  The  material  part 
of  Pilgrim's  assertion  that  he  had  received 
the  20/.  remained  untouched.  Mr.  Keith 
said  that  he  had  received  it  from  the 
cashier ;  and  then  Messns.  Sewell  and 
Blake  said  they  knew  nothing  of  the 
transaction  excepting  what  they  had 
learnt  from  the  cashier.  Was  it  then 
that  they  had  brought  the  charge  of 
embezzlement  against  Pilgrim  on  account 
of  that  20/.  ?  No  snch  thing ;  that  charge 
had  been  brought  for  a  sum  of  between 
21.  and  3Z.,  and  referred  to  a  period  of 
two  or  three  years  since.  He  tntsted, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  not  be 
misled  into  the  belief  that  the  statement 
of  Pilgrim  was  contradicted. 

Lord  Stotmont  did  not  think  it  fair 
towards  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake  that 
the  statements  made  concerning  them 
should  go  forth  without  comment.  The 
hon.  Member  asked  whether  it  was  on 
count  of  the  20/.  that  the  charge  tit 
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tainly  not.  Pilgrim  drew  that  sum  from 
the  cashier  on  account,  aod  it  was  only 
subsequently  to  his  going  abroad,  and 
from  the  circumstance  of  his  employers 
having  to  inspect  some  of  bis  papers  in 
consequence  of  that  absence,  that  they  dis- 
covered tbe  embezzlement.  Pilgrim  stated 
in  his  petition  that  be  had  received  the 
money  from  Mr.  Keith ;  that  was  denied, 
and  it  appeared  now  that  he  had  received 
it  from  the  cashier. 

Mr.  /fatc709  observed,  that  Pilgrim  stated 
himself  to  have  received  it  from  Messrs. 
Sewell  and  Blake — that  is  to  say  from 
their  House,  he  obtaining  it  from  the  hands 
of  their  cashier. 

Lord  Stormont  remarked,  that  Messrs. 
Sewell  and  Blake,  in  their  petition,  de- 
dared  that  Pilgrim  received  the  money 
without  their  knowledge.  He  (Lord 
Stormont)  begged  to  add,  that  Messrs, 
Sewell  and  Blake  were  persons  of  the  high- 
est respectability.  He  should  like  to  hear 
any  Gentleman  in  that  House  say  that 
they  were  not.  Would  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  cheered  him  say  that  they  were  notP 
Their  characters  were  not  thus  to  be  taken 
away  in  that  House  by  such  cheers.  Those 
Gentlemen  were  known  to  be  engaged  in 
extensive  business  in  the  counties  of  Nor- 
folk, Suffolk,  Essex,  Cambridge,  Lincoln, 
&c.,  and  not  a  shadow  of  a  doubt  existed 
as  to  their  high  respectability.  If  any  im- 
putations were  to  be  made  upon  it,  he 
trusted  that  they  would  be  made  in  a 
direct  manner. 

Mr.  Howes  read  an  extract  from  tbe  pe- 
tition of  Pilgrim,  to  show  that  he  had 
acted  entirely  by  the  direction  of  Messrs. 
Sewell  and  Blake. 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart  thought,  that 
the  petition  of  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake 
did  not  coincide  on  material  points  with 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee. 
He  would  give  one  specimen,  which  was 
quite  conclusive.  In  the  petition,  Mr. 
Keith  stated  ''  that  after  an  admission  by 
Pilgrim,  of  the  truth  of  the  charge  of  em- 
bezzlement against  him,  and  earnestly 
imploring  forgiveness,  the  said  Thomas 
Moore  Keith  dismissed  him  from  the  em- 
ployment of  the  6rm,  and  told  kUt&i  dis- 
tinctly that  they  should  be  oUiged  to  pro- 
secute him,  and  as  soon  as  he  set  his  foot 
in  Norwich,  they  should  apply  to  the  Mayor 
for  a  warrant  for  his  apprehension.''  In 
his  eridence  given  before  the  Committee, 
Mr.  Keith  says  that  when  he  was  at  Csdais, 

lie  did  not  recommeQd  Pilgrim  to  come 


home :  he  says  distinctly  '^  I  recom- 
mended him  not  to  come  home,  hi  order 
to  spare  my  uncle's  feelings."  In  the 
letter,  alluding  to  the  friendly  writ,  written 
by  Clipperton  to  Pilgrim,  there  is  a  dis- 
tinct expression  of  Mr.  Keith's  anxiety  for 
Pilgrim's  return  ;  and  yet,  when  Mr.  Keith 
was  brouj;ht  before  the  Committee,  he 
made  the  statement  he  had  just  read.  He 
(Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart),  therefore,  pro- 
tested against  its  being  allowed  by  the 
House,  that  any  petition  coming  from 
Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake,  however  re- 
spectable those  individuals  might  be, 
should  invalidate  one  tittle  of  the  statement 
of  Pilgrim ;  there  were  discrepancies  be- 
tween that  petition  and  the  evidence,  quite 
sufficient  to  hinder  him  from  attaching 
such  weight  to  it;  although,  indeed, 
he  might  not  be  inclined  to  place  the 
fullest  reliance  on  the  assertions  of  Pil- 
grim* 

Mr.  Charles  Barclay  admitted,  that  it 
was  their  duty  to  look  not  so  much  to  the 
respectability  of  the  individuals  concerned, 
as  to  the  weight  of  the  evidence ;  but  ha 
contend€d,«that  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake 
were  in  nowise  implicated. 

Mr.  Blackstone  observed,  that  it  ap- 
peared that  Keith  had  had  a  communica- 
tion with  Pilgrim;  and  though,  during 
their  interview,  some  acts  of  bribery  were 
mentioned,  Keith  said,  that  he  knew 
nothing  about  such  matters,  and  advised 
Pilgrim  to  consult  his  own  adviser,  Mr. 
Jay,  on  the  subject.  He  must  also  be 
permitted  to  say,  that  Pilgrim's  character 
was  not  in  the  eyes  of  his  employers  per- 
fectly untainted  before  the  transaction 
occurred  out  of  which  the  recent  prosecu- 
tions were  instituted  against  him ;  for  it 
appeared  in  evidence  that  he  had  at  a 
very  early  period  of  his  life,  committed 
himself  though  his  employers  had  con- 
sented to  overlook  his  offence.  His  sub- 
sequent conduct  naturally  recalled  to 
their  mind  a  circumstance  at  the  outset 
of  his  career  in  life  which  could  not  be 
considered  but  as  a  reproach  on  his 
character. 

Mr.  Harvey  remarked,  that  in  his  opin- 
ion the  House  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  a  matter  of  dispute,  whether  of 
a  civil  or  a  criminal  character,  between 
the  firm  of  Messrs.  Sewelland  Blake  and 
their  clerk.  The  House  had  already  con- 
sented that  Mr.  Dasent,  the  Barrister, 
should  be  dismissed.    On  what  ground 
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Motion  with  respect  to  Mr.  Pilgrim  ?  Could 
any  one  suggest  any  reason,  or  state  any 
circumstances,  why  a  similar  course  to  that 
pursued  with  regard  to  Mr.  Dasent  should 
not  be  observed  in  the  case  of  Pilgrim.  On 
the  contrary,  even  though  the  Motion  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Dasent  was  negatived,  he 
thought  he  could  show  good  grounds  why 
Pilgrim  should  be  discharged.  What  was 
the  position  of  these  two  persons  ?  One 
was  a  Barrister,  a  person  qualified  to  hold 
situations  from  which  a  man  of  loose 
morals  or  questionable  integrity  should,  if 
possible,  be  excluded.  Who  was  the 
other?  A  humble  clerk?  They  had 
heard  many  attestations  of  the  respect- 
able character  of  the  firm  of  Messrs. 
Sewell  and  Blake.  If  he  (Mr.  Harvey) 
were  called  on  in  that  House  after  an  ex- 
perience of  twenty-five  years,  to  vouch  for 
the  accuracy  of  the  testimony  which  had 
been  borne  to  the  characters  of  these  gen- 
tlemen, he  should  not  hesitate  to  say,  that 
he  never  knew  or  heard  of  any  men  more 
worthy  of  being  designated  truly  respect- 
able. Indeed,  the  character  of  their 
clients  fully  justified  their  reputation.  But 
by  the  degree  in  which  their  character 
was  exalted  should  the  conduct  and  repu- 
tation of  Pilgrim  be  judged.  If  this  man 
were  desirous  of  offering  himself  as  a  clerk, 
aud  were  to  present  himself  for  that  pur- 
pose to  any  ofiice  in  London,  could  he 
bring  forward  a  stronger  recommendation 
than  that  he  had  been  a  confidential  clerk 
for  a  period  of  thirty  years  in  a  most  re* 
spectable  House.  It  was  certainly  mar- 
vellous, passing  marvellous,  that  this  indi- 
vidual should  be  engaged  as  a  confidential 
clerk  for  thirty  years,  and  at  the  end  of 
that  period  sent,  not  at  his  own  desire,  but 
in  consequence  of  the  affectionate  note 
written  by  Mr.  Kelly,  the  King's  counsel, 
the  silk-robed  man  of  the  Middle  Temple, 
calling  on  Messrs.  Sewell  and  Blake  to 
send  over  a  confidential  person  —  an 
epitome  of  himself— from  that  fountain  of 
purity,  Norwich,  in  order  that  he  might 
check  some  of  the  exuberance  of  practices 
which  might  be  considered  as.  having  an 
illegal  tendency,  and  covering  as  he  should 
have  done  with  the  mantle  of  almost  judi- 
cial distinction,  the  proceeding  of  the  elec- 
tion of  Ipswich,  to  give  it  a  certain  air  of 
immaculacy,  and  assist  in  devising  a  mode 
of  conducting  that  election  in  a  cheap, 
legal,  and  judicious  manner.  The  man, 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind,  did  not  seek 
tbia  employment.    Mr,  Kelly  wrote,  not 


to  the  clerk  of  thirty  years  standing;  but 
he  desired  that  his  **  Friend,"  Mr.  Pilgrim, 
should  act  as  he  had  described.  He  was 
to  do  every  thing  which  the  delicacy  and 
peculiarity  of  the  situation  called  on  hini 
to  perform.  He  asked  the  House,  then, 
after  they  had  passed  a  Resolution  to  dis- 
charge a  man  highly  learned  in  the  law, 
who  had  undergone  a  severe  couree  of 
study,  which  imposed  a  special  obligadoa 
to  eat  two  days  in  the  week,  or  five  con- 
secutive days,  his  commons  at  the  Middle 
Temple:  when  a  man,  he  repeated,  of 
such  high  legal  reputation  had  been  dis- 
charged by  the  House,  could  they  hesitate 
to  dismiss  a  poor  lawyer's  clerk,  who  had 
a  salary  of  but  305.  a  week.  There  had, 
however,  been  attempts  made  (he  would 
not  say  that  studied  statements  had  been 
used)  to  blacken  the  character  and  pros- 
pects of  this  humble  individual.  He  hoped 
that  on  this  part  of  the  question  he  should 
be  allowed  to  mention  that  he  had  re- 
ceived a  vote  from  Mr.  Pilgrim,  of  whom 
he  had  never  heard  before  the  presentation 
of  his  petition  to  that  House,  claiming  an 
interview  with  him,  in  the  presence  of  his 
(Mr.  Pilgrim's)  attorney,  and  from  what 
passed  he  was  satisfied  (without  meaning 
to  offer  any  opinion  as  to  his  guilt  or 
innocence)  that  this  Gentleman  only 
panted  for  the  occasion  to  be  placed  on 
his  trial,  when  he  was  confident  be  should 
be  able  to  rebut  the  chains  that  had  been 
preferred  against  him. 

Lord  Slormont  begged  to  say  that,  from 
all  he  had  heard  of  Mr.  Pilgrim,  at  Nor- 
wich, he  believed  him  to  be  a  most  re- 
spectable man. 

Mr.  Wodehouse  was  most  desirous  to 
be  understood,  in  the  few  remarks  which 
he  had  addressed  to  the  House,  as  not 
wishing  to  oppose  the  discharge  of  Mr. 
Pilgrim,  but  merely  to  defend  Messrs. 
Sewell  and  Blake  from  the  imputa- 
tion which  appeared  to  be  cast  on  them. 

Mr.  Hawes  contended,  that  the  boo. 
Member  for  Wallingford  (Mr.  Blackslone) 
had  very  unfairly  stated  the  evidence  as 
given  before  the  Committee,  with  respect 
to  the  character  of  Mr.  Pilgrim;  for  it  had 
been  admitted  that  the  Members  of  the 
firm  by  which  he  was  employed  gave 
him  the  most  active  support  when  he  stood 
a  candidate  for  the  Coronership,  althoogh 
this  event  occurred  long  subsequent  to  the 
time  of  the  Commission  of  the  offence  with 
which  he  had  been  charged. 

Mr*  Charle9  Barclay  observed,  that  if 
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page  464  of  the  evidence  were  referred  to, 
it  would  be  seen  that  Mr.  Pilgrim  acknow- 
ledged his  having  committed  the  recent 
offence  urged  against  him. 

An  Hon.  Member :  The  same  impres- 
sion was  certainly  on  his  mind  as  that 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wallingford ;  for  he  did  not 
think  that  the  offence  of  stealing  the  stamp 
had  been  altogether  forgiven  ;  though  from 
Mr.  Pilgrim's  subsequent  good  conduct  it 
had  gone  out  of  the  recollection  of  his  em- 
ployers. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Lord  Henniker  moved,  that  J.  E.  Spar- 
rowe  be  brought  to  the  Bar,  reprimanded 
and  discharged. 

Mr.  QUborne  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  should  do 
so  on  what  he  considered  strong  grounds. 
The  first  was,  that  it  appeareid  that  the 
Messrs.  Sparrowe  and  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Gross,  having  been  partners  and 
agents  for  Mr.  Dundas,  the  son  of  Mr. 
Gross  wrote  to  one  of  the  Sparrowes,  who 
was  on  the  Continent  at  the  time  the  Ips- 
wich Election  Committee  first  assembled, 
saying,  **  Do  not  move  an  inch  until 
further  orders,  as  they  may  go  into  a 
scrutiny."  This  must  have  been  written 
with  the  cognizance  of  Mr.  Sparrowe. 
There  were  abundant  other  grounds  on 
which  the  discharge  of  Mr.  Sparrowe 
might  be  fairly  resisted.  He  would  only 
mention  one.  It  must  be  clear  to  any  per- 
son who  had  dispassionately  read  the  evi- 
det^ce,  that  Mr.  Sparrowe  was  at  the 
bottom  of  all  the  bribery  and  corrupt  prac- 
tices which  had  taken  place  at  Ipswich ; 
though,  from  the  caution  with  which  he  had 
acted,  it  might  be  a  matter  of  doubt  whe- 
ther guilt  could  be  legally  established 
ai^ainst  him.  He  should,  therefore,  oppose 
his  discharge,  for  the  purpose  of  allowing 
the  Attorney-General  and  other  Members 
of  that  House  skilled  in  the  law,  time  to 
determine  whether  a  prosecution  for  bri- 
bery could  be  successfully  maintained 
against  him. 

Mr.  Freskfield  begged  to  be  allowed  to 
call  the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  to 
order.  The  hon.  Member  was  attempting 
to  prove,  that  because  it  was  a  doubtful 
question  whether  Mr^  Sparrowe  was  guilty 
of  one  offence  (that  of  bribery),  the  House 
should  inflict  a  greater  degree  of  punish- 
ment on  him  for  a  charge  which  was 
then  under  the  consideration  of  the 
^ottse. 


Mr.  OUbome  resumed.  The  jurisdic* 
tion  of  the  House  was  not  restricted 
within  the  limits  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, by  whom  he  had  been  caUed  to  order, 
would  confine  it.  It  could  not  be  ques- 
tioned that  their  jurisdiction  extended 
to  the  consideration  of  the  case  of  those 
who  had  been  reported  as  guilty  of  bri« 
bery. 

Mr.  Freskfield:  But  there  is  no  such 
charge  against  Mr.  Sparrowe  in  the  re- 
port. 

Mr.  Oisbome  allowed  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  right ;  but  if  any  one  who 
read  the  evidence  could  doubt  of  Mr. 
Sparrowe's  moral  guilt,  he  (Mr.  Gisborne) 
neither  desired  nor  expected  that  he  would 
join  in  the  support  of  his  Motion,  upon 
which  he  certainly  relied  with  some  con- 
fidence. He  should  certainly  resist  the 
Motion  that  J.  E.  Sparrowe  should  be 
discharged. 

Sir  George  Clerk  contended,  that  it  had 
been  admitted,  that  Mr.  Spanowe  was  not 
charged  with  any  acts  of  bribery ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  having  agreed 
that  two  persons,  against  whom  distinct 
acts  of  bribery  had  been  proved,  should  be 
discharged,  maintained  that  Mr.  Sparrowe 
should  be  kept  in  custody  simply  because 
his  (Mr.  Gisborne's)  impression  on  reading 
the  evidence  was,  that  he  was  morally 
guilty  of  bribery.  This  he  considered  was 
an  unfair  mode  of  proceeding,  because  be 
was  prejudging  a  man  on  a  charge  on 
which  he  might  hereafter  be  brought  to 
trial. 

Mr.  Montague  Ckapman  observed,  that 
the  case  of  Mr.  Sparrowe  was  very  dif- 
ferent from  the  cases  of  which  the  House 
had  already  disposed.  When  before  the 
Committee  he  had  shown  no  disposition  to 
give  full  evidence  on  the  subject ;  and  in 
his  petition  he  had  not  expressed  any 
readiness  to  come  forward  at  a  future  time 
and  give  further  testimony. 

Mr.  Warburton  was  also  of  opinion  that 
the  case  of  Mr.  Sparrowe  and  the  remain- 
ing cases  were  very  different  from  the  cases 
already  brought  before  the  House.  In  the 
former,  the  charge  was  for  absconding 
to  avoid  the  Speaker's  warrant ;  and  the 
persons  so  charged  appeared  before  the 
Committee.  Of  the  other  parties,  three 
never  appeared  before  the  Committee. 
The  two  avowed  agents  for  the  sitting 
members,  of  whom  Mr.  Sparrowe  was  one, 
and  Mr.  O'Malley  aided  and  abetted  the 
others  in  keeping  out  of  the  way,  ancl 
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must  be  considered  highly  criminal  for  so  | 
doing.    There  was,  therefore,  a  great  dif- 
ference between  the  two  cases  which  had 
been  disposed  of,  and  those  which  remained 
to  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Imw  expressed  his  hope,  that  what- 
ever conclusion  the  House  might  come  to, 
it  would  not  be  founded  on  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire.  That 
hon.  Member  must  have  strange  notions 
of  what  ought  to  be  his  conduct  in  a 
judicial  capacity.  The  individual  whose 
case  the  House  was  considering  had  been 
charged  with  bribery ;  but  the  guilt  of  that 
offence  had  not  been  brought  home  to 
him.  That  being  the  case,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derbyshire  used  this  irresistible 
argument :  **  I  suspect  a  man  of  a  crime 
which  I  cannot  bnng  home  to  him ;  he 
has  been  convicted  of  one  of  a  lighter 
deseription;  although  we  cannot  convict 
him  of  the  first  offence,  let  us,  in  punish- 
ing him  for  the  second,  recollect  our  sus- 
picions that  he  is  guilty  of  the  first."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  had  alleged 
as  a  reason  for  punishing  Mr.  Sparrowe, 
that  he  had  not  express^  in  hjs  petition 
any  desire  to  afford  further  information 
in  future.  Now,  Mr.  Sparrowe  had  been 
twice  examined  before  the  Ck^mmittee; 
and,  notwithstanding  his  conduct  with  re* 
spect  to  the  Speaker's  warrant,  there  was 
nothing  in  his  testimony  which  laid  him 
open  to  suspicion  in  other  respects.  He 
(Mr.  Law)  was  not  awave  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  stated  so ;  and,  therefore,  ac- 
customed as  he  was  to  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  to  the  principles  by  which  those 
Courts  were  guided,  he  could  not  allow 
suspicion  in  his  mind  to  fill  up  the  void 
which  the  absence  of  proof  occasioned, 
but  must  in  charity  presume  that  Mr. 
Sparrowe  was  innocent.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Bridport  had  asserted  that  Mr. 
Sparrowe's  oronce  was  a  grave  one,  as  he 
had  abetted  the  bthers  to  abscond.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  stated 
what  the  nature  of  that  abetting  was.  ft 
consisted  sismly  in  a  knowledge — a  guilty 
knowledge,  ir  the  hon.  Gentleman  pleased 
—that  it  was  the  intention  of  those  indi- 
viduals to  abscond.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider what  kind  of  guilt  this  abscondmg 
was.  The  guih  conmsted  in  agreeing  to 
withdraw,  lest  some  future  petition  might 
be  presented  to  some  future  Committee, 
and  at  some  fcture  period  the  warrant  of 
the  Speaker  might  be  issued  for  their  at- 
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if  committed,  not  by  several  persons  in 
concert,  but  by  <Hily  one  person,  woald 
at  law  be  no  offence  at  all.  The  House 
had,  however,  determined  that  it  was  an 
offence,  and  he  had  too  much  respect  for 
the  House  to  question  the  propriety  of  its 
decision.  He  would,  therefore,  merely 
repeat  that  all  that  had  been  bronght 
home  to  the  individual  whose  case  was 
under  consideration  was,  that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  knowing  that  the  other  parties 
intended  to  abscond;  and  he  teusted, 
therefore,  that  no  undue  severity  would 
be  manifested  towards  him. 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stetoart  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  was  mistaken  with  regard  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  respecting  Spar- 
rowe, who  had  been  three  times  examined, 
and  with  whose  information  the  Com- 
mittee were  far  from  being  satisfied.  He 
wished  the  hon.  and  leanwd  Member  had 
applied  his  judicial  mind  to  alter  the  im- 
pression which  had  been  made  on  die 
Committee  upon  this  subject.  It  appeared 
by  Mr.  Sparrowe's  statement,  not  that  he 
had  merely  a  bare  knowledge,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  intimated, 
but  that  be  had  an  intimate  knowledge  of 
the  departure  of  Arthur  Bott  Cooke, 
and  a  knowledge  of  the  departure  of 
Pilgrim.  In  no  way  in  his  petition  did 
Sparrowe  offer  to  come  forward  and  give 
further  evidence  on  the  subject.  In  bis 
decided  opinion,  therefore,  a  better  and 
more  satisfactory  petitbn  ought  to  be  pre- 
sented by  the  individual  in  question  before 
he  should  be  entitled  to  his  discharge. 

Mr.  LaWf  in  explanation,  observed,  that 
Sparrowe,  in  his  petition,  stated,  that  in 
January  last  he  had  acted  as  agent,  though 
without  fee  or  reward,  for  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers, but  that  after  the  termination  of  the 
election  he  bad  acted,  not  as  their  agent, 
but  only  as  their  friend. 

Mr.  Jtrvis  did  not  think  that  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man made  the  case  at  all  better.  Whether 
agent  or  friend,  Sparrowe's  conduct  in 
aiding  and  abetting  individuals  to  keep 
out  of  the  way,  in  order  to  avoid  being 
served  with  the  Speakei^s  warrant,  was 
equally  culpable.  But  it  was  impossible 
to  believe  that  he  could  have  done  thnt 
which  he  did  merely  as  a  friend.  If  any 
one  thing  tended  more  than  another  to 
show  that  die  House  was  not  in  a  eon- 
dition  to  discharge  Sparrowe,  it  was  tlm 
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md  learned  Member ;  for  he  (Mr.  Janrts) 
was  sure  that  the  hoc.  and  learned  Mem* 
ber  would  not  have  asserted  that  the  indi- 
Tidaal  in  qaestkm  answered  satisfactorily 
to  the  Committee,  if  he  had  read  the 
evidence.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chester  here  read  an  extract  from  the 
evidence,  by  which  it  appeared  that  after 
Mr,  Sparrowe  had  repeatedly  declared  that 
he  had  no  recollection  that  the  purpose 
for  which  Cooke  was  sent  out  of  the 
country  had  been  discussed  between  him 
(Sparrowe)  and  Clip(>erton  before  Cooke 
lere  Ipswich,  he  said,  in  answer  to  a 
question  if  he  did  not  believe  that  it  was 
•odisenssed,  that  he  believed  it  might  be ; 
immediately  after  which  the  following 
qoesticmB  and  answers  occurred  :— ''  Do 
^u  not  believe  it  was  ?  When  I  say  I 
believe  it  might  be,  I  mean  I  believe  it 
was ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  it.-^Then,  Sir, 
at  the  time  that  Cooke  left  Ipswich,  you 
knew  the  purpose  for  which  he  was  going 
abroad  ?  Yes.''  Was  not  such  evidence 
as  this  a  fair  ground  for  opposing  this 
person's  discharge  ?  And  how  could  it  be 
asserted  by  any  one  that  his  answers  were 
perfectly  satismctory  to  the  Cbmmittee? 

Mr.  Law  had  only  presumed  that  Mr. 
Sparrowe's  answers  were  satisftu^ory  to 
the  Committee,  as  the  Committee  haa  not 
stated  that  they  were  otherwise. 

Mr.  Hume:  To  show  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  expressed  dissatisfaction  at  the 
manner  in  which  Sparrowe  had  conducted 
himself,  he  referred  to  a  passage  in  the 
minutes  of  evidence,  where  it  appeared 
that  after'  two  or  three  evasive  answers, 
on  being  asked  on  his  solemn  oath,  if  he 
had  the  least  doubt  that  Cooke  committed 
bribery  in  Ipswich,  Mr.  Pollock  objected 
to  the  question,  and  the  Chairman  said, 
''  The  Committee  are  not  satisfied  with 
this  *  not  recollection/  and  *  not  of  his  own 
knowledge.' " 

Mr.  Plumtre  stated,  that  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Sparrowe  made  a  very  unfavour- 
able impression  on  the  Committee. 

The  House  divided,  on  the  Motion  that 
Mr.  Sparrowe  be  brought  to  the  Bar  and 
discharged.  Ayes  127;  Noes  168;  ma- 
jority 41. 

Sir  Broke  Fere  moved,  that  John  Bond 
be  reprimanded  and  discharged, 

Mr.  Wotlmrimi  thought  this  case  worse 
than  those  of  Dasent  and  Pilgrim,  for  they 
did  give  evidence  before  the  Election  Com- 
mitteCi  whereas  the  petitioner  Bond  bad 

taken  care  to  gite  soot  at  all, 


Sir  G.  CUrk  said,  that  the  former  pe- 
tition presented  by  Mr.  Bond  explained 
why  it  was  he  had  not  been  before  the 
Committee.  He  left  his  home  before  any 
petition  respecting  the  return  had  been 
presented  to  the  House ;  bat  he  returned 
on  the  20th  April,  whilst  the  Committee 
were  still  sitting,  and  was  known  to  be  at 
home  by  all  his  neighboors  :  so  that  had 
it  been  thought  necessary  to  have  his 
evidence,  he  was  ready  to  attend  to  any 
summons  served  upon  him.  On  the  22na 
April  he  had  occasion  to  come  to  London, 
and  in  the  coach  with  him  was  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  * 
Wason).  That  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  asked  him  whether  he  was  goifig  to 
London  to  give  evidence  in  obedience  to 
the  Speakers  warrant;  for  that  if  he  were, 
he  could  inform  him  that  his  attendance 
was  unnecessary'^that  part  of  the  case  to 
which  his  evidence  would  relate  being 
closed.  It  should  be  remembered,  also, 
that  Bond  was  not  charged  with  bribery, 
but  simply  with  evading  the  service  of  the 
Speakers  warrant,  and  that  he  did  so 
guiltily  was  by  no  means  clearly  estab- 
lished.  At  all  events,  his  punishment  had 
already  been  very  severe:  for  being  in  a 
humble  situation  of  life,  he  had  been  un- 
able to  pay  the  gaol  fees  for  private  ac- 
commodation, and  had  been  confined  in 
the  same  ward  with  a  felon  who  was 
under  sentence  of  transportation  for  four- 
teen years.  Surely  the  House  would  not 
allow  him  to  remain  longer  in  so  painfal 
a  situation. 

Mr.  WcuoH  said,  that  since  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburghshire  had  had 
the  indiscretion  to  make  the  statement 
the  House  had  just  heard,  he  (Mr.  Wason) 
would  inform  the  House  of  a  circumstance 
connected  with  it  which  would  not  other- 
wise have  passed  his  lips.  Daring  the 
whole  of  the  proceedings,  Mr.  Clfpperton, 
the  agent  of  his  opponents,  had  repeatedly 
said,  that  he  should  pat  the  petitioners  to 
every  shilling  of  expense  he  could.  Know- 
ing this,  he  (Sf  r.  Wason),  when  he  travelled 
up  in  the  coach  on  the  occasion  alluded 
to  with  the  agent  Bond  and  Bristo  (the 
Bailiff  of  the  Borough),  he  began  the  con- 
versation bj  asking  the  Bailiff  whether  he 
was  going  to  London  with  him,  and  his 
answer  was.  Yes,  for  tfiat  it  was  at  the 
expense  of  the  petitkmers.  He  (Mr. 
Wason)  endeavoured  to  show  the  injostk^ 
of  this,  as  the  witness  had  been  examined 
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he  had  oot  been  formally  discharged,  and 
should  go,  because  it  was  at  the  expense 
of  the  petitioners  against  the  return.  He 
(Mr.  Wason)  then  turned  to  Bond,  and 
said,  **  You,  I  hope,  are  not  going  to  Lon- 
don at  our  expense,  for  the  Committee 
has  reported  against  you,  andyourevidence 
will  be  immaterial/'  This  was  all  that 
passed,  and  fortunately  there  was  a  pro- 
fessional person  present,  besides  the  Bailiff 
and  Bond,  who  heard  the  conyersation.  If 
the  Question  went  to  a  division  he  should 
vote  for  the  discharge  of  Mr.  Bond. 

Sir  Broke  Vere  said,  that  there  was 
nothing  in  evidence  against  Bond,  except 
that  he  had  absented  himself  from  home 
to  evade  the  service  of  the  Speaker's 
order,  for  which  offence  he  had  been  con- 
fined for  a  fortnight  in  Newgate,  in  the 
same  ward  with  a  convicted  felon,  from 
his  inability  to  pay  the  gaol  fees.  Con- 
sidering the  limited  extent  of  his  guilt,  he 
thought  this  should  be  considered  a  suffi- 
cient punishment,  and  that  the  House 
should  now  temper  justice  with  mercy. 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stewart  said,  that  if  it 
had  been  thought  necessary  for  other  peti- 
tioners who  had  been  examined  before  the 
Committee  to  give  an  assurance  in  their 
petitions  that  they  were  ready  to  give  evi- 
dence on  the  subject,  much  more  so  was 
it  necessary  in  the  case  of  a  man  who  had 
not  been  examined  at  all.  The  precedent 
so  often  referred  to  in  the  Camel  ford  case 
was  again  in  point  here.  The  petitioner  there 
staled  that  he  had  been  ill ;  that  he  had 
suffered  greatly  by  his  imprisonment ;  and 
that  he  should  be  ready  to  attend  at  any 
time  with  a  full  determination  to  give 
evidence.  A  similar  pledge  or  offer  should 
be  exacted  from  Bond,  Clamp,  and  Clip- 
perton  before  they  were  discharged. 

Sir  George  Clerk  thought  the  parties 
referred  to  would  g^ve  an  assurance  such 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned  when 
they  came  to  the  Bar. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  it  to  be  remembered 
that  these  three  men  came  before  them 
after  the  trial,  in  which  their  evidence 
might  have  been  of  value  to  the  public, 
was  over.  They  might,  perhaps,  have 
given  important  evidence  relative  to  the 
bribery  in  which  they  were  engaged^  and 
they  now  came  before  the  House  for  pardon 
without  even  professing  willingness  to 
make  the  commnnication,  to  avoid  making 
which  they  committed  the  offence  laid  to 
their  charge.  He  hoped,  therefore!  that 
the  lAotion  would  be  withdrawn  till  Mon- 


day, when  the  parties  would  be  able  to 
present  another  petition. 
.  Mr.  (y  Conned  said,  that  what  was  put 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex as  supposition,  was  in  his  oiind 
matter  of  certainty.  Those  men  would 
not  have  been  sent  out  of  the  way  if  they 
had  not  been  able  to  explain  sometbiii§f 
which  the  others  could  not.  If  Pilgrim 
alone  had  been  able  to  state  all  the  facts, 
he  alone  it  would  have  been  necessary  to 
send  away.  The  House  could  protect 
these  persons  against  any  ill  consequences 
to  themselves  from  the  evidence  they  gave, 
and  they  ought  not  therefore  to  be  dis- 
charged till  they  had  disclosed  the  facts 
within  their  knowledge. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  the  submission  of 
the  other  petitioners  went  the  length  of 
waiving  the  privilege  of  self*protection  in 
the  answers  they  gave. 

Sir  George  Clerk  begged  to  observe, 
that  there  was  no  distinction  between  the 
present  case  and  that  first  brought  before 
the  House. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought,  that  the 
fact  of  Mr.  Dasent  having  been  examined 
before  the  Committee  did  make  a  dif- 
ference. He  would  not  say  what  ulterior 
steps  should  be  taken,  but  with  regard  to 
the  Question  before  them,  if  it  came  to  the 
vote,  he  should  be  against  now  discharg- 
ing this  person. 

Sir  Broke  Vere  begged  to  be  allowed 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  till  Monday. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  before  the 
Motion  was  withdrawn  he  thought  it  right 
that  a  clear  understanding  should  be  come 
to  with  regard  to  the  course  they  should 
hereafter  pursue,  in  order  that  as  little 
time  as  possible  should  be  consumed  in 
the  discussion  of  this  case.  If,  therefore, 
the  hon.  Baronet  merely  withdrew  the 
Motion  now  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
similar  Motion  on  Monday,  he  thought  it 
would  be  more  conducive  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  now  move  that  Bond  be  brought  to 
the  Bar  on  Monday  next.  By  this  means 
they  should  be  able  then  to  decide,  with- 
out a  fresh  debate,  whether  the  time  for 
discharging  Bond  had  or  had  not  arrived. 
For  his  own  part  he  was  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  case  to  have  formed 
a  very  strong  opinion  respecting  it ;  but 
as  far  as  he  could  judge  he  was  disposed 
to  say  that  on  Monday  next  Bond  shoold 
be  discharged.  He  drew  a  very  decided 
distmction  between  this  case   tnd  the 
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cases  of  those  who  were  the  agents  and 
contrivers  of  the  withdrawal  of  Bond  and 
others. 

Mr.  Aglionby  sB\d^  that  if  the  distinc- 
tion was  so  clear,  he  for  one  should  be 
quite  willing   to    spare  the   House    the 
trouble  of  considering  the  case  on  Monday^ 
by   discharging  the    petitioner    to-night. 
For  the  sake  of  keeping  him  in  prison 
three  or  fonr-days,  it  was  not  worth  while 
to  postpone  the    matter.      Indeed    that 
course  would  only  be  justifiable  upon  the 
supposition  that  it  might  then  be  thought 
desirable  to  keep    him    in    confinement 
a  great  length  of  time  after.     If,  however, 
he  was  not  now  to  be  discharged,  it  was 
desirable  that  information  should  be  given 
to  the  House,  in  a  subsequent  petition, 
respecting  one  or  two  points  referred  to 
in  that  now  before  the  House.     Indeed, 
upon  one  of  these  points  it  would  be 
proper  for  the  House,  if  it  had  the  power, 
immediately  to  act,  by  making  an  order, 
which  should  relieve  the  petitioner  imme- 
diately from  what  he  considered  a  very 
great  hardship.     He  stated  in  his  petition, 
that  he  was  confined  in  the  same  ward 
with  a  convicted  felon.    Now,  if  an  order 
to  change  his  place  of  confinement  could 
not  be  made,  he  hoped  the  gaoler  of  New- 
gate would  take  notice  that  it  was  the 
general  feeling  of  thelHouse  that  a  person 
committed  to  his  custody,  even  for  the 
high  offences  of  corrupting  the  purity  of 
elections  and  violating  the  privileges  of 
that  House,  should  not  be  confined  in  the 
same  cell  with  felons.     He  thought  this 
was  the  general  feeling  of  the  House.  He 
said  nothing  about  the  different  situations 
in  life  of  the  parties  thus  thrown  together, 
but  it  must  be  quite  clear  that  men  such 
as  Bond,  Cooke,  and  Clamp  ought  not  to 
be  compelled  to  sleep  in  the  same  room 
with  a  person  convicted  of  felony  by  a 
jury  of  his  country,  and  lying  in  prison 
under  a  sentence  of  transportation. .  The 
other  point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  this,  that  Bond 
stated  in  his  petition  that  his  health  was 
impaired  by  his  imprisonment.     Now,  if 
this  was  the  fact — and  it  could  be  estab- 
lished on  the  testimony  of  any  medical 
man — it  would  go  far  with  him  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  to  have  the  petitioner 
discharged. 

Mr.  Thomca  Attwood  hoped  the  House 
would  discharge  him  that  very  night. 
The  man  had  done  wrong,  but  he  had 
acknowledged  his  error,  and  had   been 


punished  in  a  way  which,  he  thought, 
fully  satisfied  the  justice  of  the  country. 
Indeed  he  might  be  inclined  to  say  that 
the  petitioner  had  already  been  too 
severely  punished.  It  should  be  considered 
that  he  and  his  associates  had  been 
brought  up  under  all  the  vices  of  the  old 
system,  without  thinking  hardly  that  what 
they  did  was  criminal.  He  would  repeat, 
that  before  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill 
corruption  at  elections  was  hardly  thought 
any  crime  at  all.  It  was  practised  by  the 
great  Lords  of  the  country,  was  scarcely 
ever  punished  by  the  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  had  not  any  criminality  attached  to 
it  in  the  eyes  of  many. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  wished  the  matter 
to  be  postponed,  in  order  that  he  might 
have  time  to  read  at  least  a  part  of  the 
voluminous  evidence  which  had  been  laid 
before  them  respecting  it. 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stewart  was  sure  that 
the  House  would  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Northumberland  on 
the  expediency  of  shortening  the  discussion 
as  much  as  possible;  but  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
obviate  the  objection  which  many  enter- 
tained to  the  discharge  of  the  petitioners, 
on  account  of  their  never  having  been 
examined  at  all.  What  he  would  suggest, 
therefore,  was  this,  that  on  Monday  the 
petitioners  might,  if  they  thought  fit,  pre- 
sent other  petitions,  expressing  their 
readiness,  as  the  others  had  done,  to 
attend  at  any  time  to  give  their  fair  and 
unreserved  testimony  to  the  House.  That 
being  done,  the  House  might  perhaps  feel 
itself  justified  in  applying  to  them  a  sen- 
tence similar  to  that  which  had  been 
agreed  to  be  passed  upon  the  first  peti- 
tioners who  had  been  before  them  that 
night. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  that  it  appeared  to  him 
that  all  the  House  had  now  to  do  was  to 
determine  upon  the  petitions  already  on 
the  Table.  He  should  not  think  it  dis- 
creet for  the  House  to  pledge  itself  directly 
or  indirectly  as  to  the  future  course  of  its 
proceedings.  One  great  objection  to  the 
discharge  of  this  petitioner,  and  of  those 
who  stood  in  the  same  situation  with  him, 
was,  that  they  had  not  made  those  com- 
munications to  the  House  which  had  been 
made  by  three  of  the  petitioners,  whom  it 
had  been  agreed  should  be  liberated  after 
receiving  a  reprimand.  If,  in  any  petition 
to  be  hereafter  presented  Mr.  Bond  and 
his  associates  should  put  themselves  in  a 
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situation  difTerent  from  that  which  they 
now  occupied,  and  cleared  nway  the  darlc- 
nes8  in  which  the  House  was  now  iuvolved 
with  respect  to  their  conduct,  the  House 
would  then  be  able  to  determine  what 
measure  of  justice  should  be  meted  out  to 
them. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  he  could  not 
see  what  valid  objection  there  was  to 
allowing  the  Motion  to  be  withdrawn, 
when  all  the  hon.  Mover  wished  to  do 
was  to  bring  it  again  before  the  House  on 
Monday  with  fuller  information. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

The  Speaker  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  desire  of  the  House  that  Mr. 
Pilgrim  and  Mr.  Dasent  should  now  be 
called  to  the  Bar  and  be  reprimanded  ? 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  that  he  had 
given  notice  of  his  intention  to  move  the 
House  on  behalf  of  Mr.  0*Malley,  whose 
case  was  essentially  different  from  that  of 
any  of  the  other  petitioners.  In  the  first 
place,  he  was  not  at  all  concerned  in  the 
Ipswich  election. 

The  Speaker  said,  he  had  gathered  the 
wish  of  the  House  to  be,  not  to  proceed 
further  with  these  cases  that  night. 

Mr.  Hume  begged  to  make  a  suggestion 
to  the  hon.  Member  which  might  save  him 
trouble.  Mr.  O'Malley's  petition  was 
presented  before  he  was  sent  to  Newgate; 
and  he  believed  it  to  be  an  invariable 
rule  not  to  liberate  any  one  from  prison 
on  a  petition  presented  before  his  con- 
finement. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  that  he 
was  prepared  to  obviate  that  objection, 
for  he  had  in  his  hand  a  second  petition 
from  Mr.  O'Malley,  which  he  would  now 
beg  to  present. 

The  petition  was  accordingly  presented, 
read,  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  on  Monday 
next. 

Ck)lonel  Perceval  then  said,  that  before 
any  further  steps  were  taken  in  these  pro- 
ceedings, he  trusted  to  the  courtesy  of  the 
House  to  be  allowed  to  draw  its  attention 
to  an  occurrence  which  took  place  in  the 
presence,  he  believed,  of  all  wnom  he  had 
now  the  honour  of  addressing.  He  did 
so,  not  for  the  purpose  of  directing  any 
special  attack  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  but  that  the  House 
might  draw  a  just  conclusion  from  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  When  he, 
in  the  dischai^e  of  what  he  thought  his 
duty,  stated  that  which  had  come  to  his 


own  knowledge,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  rose- 
Mr.  Aglionhy  rose  to  order.  He  un- 
derstood the  Motion  before  the  House  to 
be  that  two  individuals  should  be  brought 
to  the  Bar  to  receive  the  judgment 
of  the  House.  What  possible  foun- 
dation that  could  afford  to  the  gallant 
Officer  to  bring  forward  another  ques* 
tion,  respecting  another  person  not  be* 
fore  the  House,  and  upon  a  matter 
which  took  place  on  a  former  night,  he 
(Mr.  Aglionby)  was  at  a  loss  to  con- 
ceive. 

Colonel  Perceval  again  rose,  but  was 
received  with  loud  cries  of  ''  Chsdr." 

The  Speaker  said,  it  certainly  appeared 
to  him  that  upon  a  simple  Motion  that 
two  persons  should  be  brought  to  the  Bar 
of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  being 
discharged,  it  was  extremely  inconvenient, 
not  to  say  irregular,  to  interpose  any  ob- 
servations upon  a  different  and  a  separate 
subject. 

Colonel  Perceval  knew  it  to  be  hia  daty 
and  it  was  always  his  inclination  to  pay 
the  respect  due  to  the  Chair.  But  he  pvt 
it  to  the  Speaker  and  to  the  House  at 
large,  whetner  it  was  the  custom  of  Pai^ 
liament  to  refuse  a  Member  an  opportmii^ 
of  explaining  circumstances  which^  if  left 
unexplained,  might  tend  to  lower  his 
character  in  his  place  in  that  House.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  was  proceeding 
to  make  some  further  observations  which 
the  general  confusion  rendered  inandible. 
At  length. 

Lord  John  iZnM^^/ interposed,  observing, 
that  he  should  be  the  last  perR>n  in  the 
House  to  deny  the  right  (whatever  the 
irregularity  of  the  opportunity  dioeen 
might  be)  of  any  Member  to  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  an  explanation  upon  a 
point  in  which  his  personal  character  was 
concerned ;  but  he  would  only  put  it  to 
the  discretion  of  the  gallant  Offioer» 
whether  he  thought  the  present  was  an 
opportunity  upon  which  the  House  was 
inclined  to  enter  into  the  discussion  of 
such  a  subject  as  that  he  was  endeavour* 
ing  to  bring  forward;  and  whether  he 
would  not  deem  it  more  advisable  to  avafl 
himself  of  some  other  opportunity  more 
in  accordance  with  the  orders  of  the 
House  and  more  in  accordance  with  the 
business  before  it. 

Colonel  Perceval  again  rose,  and  was 
again  received  with  cries  of  ^'  Order  I"* 
As  he  had  before  said«  he  felt  it  to  be  a 
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doty  he  owed  to  himselfy  inaimuch  as 
that  his  character  in  respect  of  the  tnith 
of  a  statement  made  by  him  in  that 
House  bad  been  impugned.  He  was 
ready  to  sit :  but  this  much  he  must  say — 
that  this  was  the  first  time,  in  the  whole 
course  of  his  parliamentary  experience, 
upon  which  he  had  ever  known  the 
courtesy  of  the  House  withheld  from  any 
Member  who  asked  the  House  to  hear 
him  on  a  personal  question. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  after  the  obser- 
vation he  had  just  made,  could  not  have 
heard  a  single  word  of  what  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  hail  stated.  He  (Lord  John 
Russell)  stated,  that  he  should  be  the  last 
man  to  refuse  to  any  Member  of  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  making  a  state* 
ment  upon  a  matter  in  which  his  personal 
character  was  concerned;  but  he  asked 
the  gallant  Officer  whether,  upon  reflect- 
ion, he  did  not  think  he  might  take  a 
better  opportunity  than  the  present  for 
making  such  a  statement.  He  certainly 
had  not  the  least  intention,  and  did  not 
express  any  intention  of  refusing  the  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  ordinary  courtesy  of 
the  House,  or  of  depriving  lum  of  the  op- 
portunity of  making  any  statement  he 
might  deem  necessary.  He  merely  put  it 
to  the  gallant  Gentleman,  as  a  matter  for 
the  exercise  of  his  discretion — he  did  not 
ask  the  House  to  refuse  to  hear  the  gallant 
Gentleman. 

Colonel  Peroival :  If  it  be  the  wish  of 
the  House  that  I  should  not  go  into  a 
statement  which  is  necessary  to  the  vin- 
dication of  my  own  honour — [cries  of 
"  No,  No  /"]— The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  to  come  to  the  point  at 
once  »      — 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheauer  rose 
to  order.  He  wished  to  call  to|tne  atten- 
tion of  the  House  the  business  upon  which 
they  were  then  engaged.  They  were  dis- 
cussing the  case  of  two  individuals  ad- 
judged by  the  House  to  have  been  guilty 
of  an  ofience  against  its  privileges.  Now, 
if  there  was  any  occasion  on  which  more 
than  another  the  House,  acting  judicially, 
was  bound  to  abstain  from  the  discussion 
of  any  topic  which  might  excite  warm  or 
angry  feelings,  surely  it  was  upon  such  an 
occasion  as  the  present,  when  the  Speaker, 
as  the  organ  of  the  House,  was  about  to 
pronounce  the  opinion  of  the  House  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  individuals  who 
were  upon  the  point  of  appearing  at  the 


Bar.  He  did  not  wish  to  deprive  the 
gallant  Officer  of  an  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing a  statement  in  vindication  of  hb  own 
character;  but  he  really  thought  that  the 
present  was  one  of  the  last  occasions  on 
which  he  should  attempt  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  House. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  that  if  he  thought 
the  statement  he  proposed  to  make  would 
be  attended  with  any  effect,  such  as  was 
surmised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken,  he  (Colonel  Perce- 
val) should  be  the  last  man  to  persist  in 
making  it.  No  person  could  be  more  re- 
luctant than  he  should  be  to  say  an]fthing 
or  to  take  any  course  that  could  tend  to 
prejudice  the  House,  or  any  individual 
Member  of  it,  against  the  parties  who 
were  about  to  appear  at  the  Bar. 

Messrs.  Dasent  and  Pilgrim  were 
brought  up  to  the  Bar. 

The  Speaker  addressed  them  and  said : 
— **  John  Bury  Dasent  and  John  Pilgrim, 
this  House  has  found  that  you  have  been 
guilty  of  the  crime  of  violating  one  of  its 
most  important  and  most  valuable  privi- 
leges, by  absconding,  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  the  duty  of  giving  that  testimony 
which  you  were  bound  unquestionably  to 
give,  for  the  purpose  of  the  due  adminis* 
tration  of  justice.  It  must  be  unnecea* 
sary  to  any  class  of  persons  in  this  coun- 
try to  enlarge  upon  the  importance  of,  at 
all  times,  yielding  a  prompt  and  willing 
obedience  to  those  privileges  which  this 
House  holds  for  the  benefit  of  the  people, 
and  as  their  representatives.  It  must  be, 
least  of  all,  necessary  to  enlarge  upon  the 
nature  of  that  offence  to  a  gentleman 
whose  professional  habits  and  education 
must  have  made  him  more  peculiarly  ac- 
quainted with  the  nature  of  those  obliga- 
tions which  are  imposed  upon  all  classes 
to  contribute  to  the  furtherance  of  public 
justice.  You  have,  however,  both  of  you, 
made  that  atonement  which  is  in  your 
power,  by  an  expression  of  your  sorrow 
and  your  contrition  for  the  offence  of 
which  vou  have  been  guilty.  This  House 
has  taxen  your  petitions  into  its  favour- 
able consideration ;  it  has  dealt  with  you 
with  all  the  mildness  consistent  with  their 
sense  of  justice,  and  I  have  now  to  ac- 
quaint you  that  yon  are  discharged,  upoa 
the  payment  of  your  fees.'' 

Messrs.  Dasent  and  Pilgrim  withdrew. 

Lord  John  Russell  moved  that  the  re- 
primand be  entered  on  the  Journals. 

Ordered. 
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Casb  of  Mr.  Hudson.]  Colonel 
Perceval  rose  and  said,  if  he  could  now 
prevail  on  the  House  to  lend  him  its 
attention  for  a  few  moments,  he  should 
endeavour  to  show  that  he  was  not  deserv- 
ing of  that  severe  censure  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had  re- 
cently endeavoured  to  cast  on  him,  as 
well  by  the  imputation  of  a  discovered 
suppression  of  trnth,    as  by  the  severe 

Jianner  in  which  the  denunciation  was 
elivered..  On  the  occasion  referred  to, 
his  astonishment  was  indescribable  when 
he  heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Gientleroan 
get  up  and  tax  him  with  having  withheld 
what  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  stated  to  be  a 
fact,  and  in  relation  to  which  he,  in  his 
utter  astonishment,  declared  that  if  it  were 
a  fact,  as  the  learned  Gentleman  declared 
it  to  be,  that  was  the  first  time  he  had 
ever  heard  of  it.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  charged  him  with  the  conceal- 
ment of  what  he  called  a  fact,  namely, 
that  Mr.  Hudson  had  had  bills  of  indict- 
ment sent  up  against  him  before  a  Dublin 
Grand  Jury,  whose  political  bias  was  well 
known  to  be  in  accordance  with  his  own 
▼lews,  and,  added  the  learned  Gentleman, 
**  what  will  the  House  think  when  I  tell 
them,  that  Mr.  Hudson  was  acquitted  by 
a  Grand  Jury  such  as  those  described  ? 
That  all  the  witnesses  who  had  given  their 
evidence  before  the  Committee  in  London, 
and  who  were  believed  where  they  were 
not  known,  when  they  were  sent  back  to 
Dublin,  where  their  characters  were 
known — ^the  wretches!  were  disbelieved 
even  by  an  Orange  Grand  Jury.''  Those 
were  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
words.  On  hearing  them  his  astonish- 
ment was  so  great,  that  he  began  to  doubt 
his  own  recollection.  He  had  felt  aston- 
ished at  the  time  that  Mr.  Hudson  should 
not  have  been  brought  before  the  public 
after  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and 
therefore  the  House  might  judge  of  bis 
surprise  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man brought  forward  a  detailed  statement 
on  the  subject  with  all  the  solemnity  which 
he  was  in  the  habit  of  drawing  on  in  that 
House.  He  was  now  prepared  to  prove  that 
the  very  reverse  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  statement  was  throughout  and 
in  all  parts  correct.  There  were  no  bills  of 
indictment  whatever  sent  up  against  Mr. 
Hudson  before  a  Grand  Jury  of  the  city 
or  of  the  county  of  Dublin.  In  fact,  there 
was  no  prosecution  whatever  instituted 
against  Mr.  Hudson  arising  out  of  the 


proceedings  of  any  Committee  of  that 
House.  No  witnesses  were  examined  or 
discredited  in  the  case  by  the  Dublin 
Grand  Jury.  What  must  now  be  the 
feelings  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man when  the  hon.  Member  recollected 
how  he  had  endeavoured  to  put  him  down 
on  the  occasion.  Some  hon.  Members, 
but  not  many,  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  interrupted  him  with  excla- 
mations and  sneers — the  hon.  Member  for 
Staffordshire  was  one — and  indeed  he  was 
not  much  surprised  at  the  circumstance, 
after  the  solemn  accusation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  charging  him  with 
having  been  guilty  of  a  suppressio  vert. 
Now,  in  respect  of  every  statement  made 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Hudson,  he  held  in  his 
hand  certificates  from  the  proper  officers 
which  completely  settled  the  question,  but 
which  he  did  not  know  whether  he  was  at 
liberty  to  read,  as  they  were  not  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  One  of  the  papers 
came  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  the 
city  of  Dublin,  and  the  other  from  Mr. 
Bourne,  Deputy  Clerk  of  the  Crown  for 
the  county.  These  documents  stated,  that 
search  having  been  made  among  the  Pleas 
of  the  Crown  in  both  city  and  oounty»  it 
appeared  that  there  were  not  any  bills  of 
indictment  for  bribery,  or  any  other 
offence,  arising  out  of  the  Dublin  Election 
of  1831,  preferred  against  Mr.  Hudson. 
The  certificates  were  dated  the  18th  June^ 
1835,  and  authenticated  by  the  signatures 
of  the  parties.  He  now  felt  that  so  far  as 
the  detailed  statements  and  assertions  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  went,  and 
inasmuch  as  they  imputed  to  him  the 
guilt  of  a  suppressio  vert,  he  had  given 
satisfactory  proof  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  declarations  were 
unfounded,  and  that  he  had  not  suppressed 
the  truth.  The  whole  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  leai'ned  Gentleman,  as  far  as 
regarded  Mr.  Hudson,  fell  to  the  ground, 
and  was  not  sustained  by  fact.  When 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  en- 
deavouring to  bring  the  feelings  of  the 
House  to  bear  against  him — and  if  he  had 
been  guilty  of  the  offence  laid  to  his 
charge  well  and  justly  should  he  have 
merited  its  indignation — the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  stated,  that  he  owed 
Mr.  Hudson  no  compliment,  for  he  had 
refused  to  act  as  counsel  for  him  at  the 
Dublin  election.  That  was  the  hon»  and 
learned  Gentleman's  statement.  Wtthoui 
any  application  on   his  part  he  had   re* 
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ceived  a  letter  from  Mr.  Edward  Maguire, 
ao  agent  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's opponents  at  the  Dublin  election, 
stating  that  the  writer  had  observed  Mr. 
O'Connell  was  reported  to  have  said,  that 
he  was  a  gratuitous  defender  of  Mr.  Hud- 
son, who  had  not  behaved  well  to  him,  as 
he  had  refused  to  be  one  of  his  counsel  at 
the  last  Dublin  election. — [Mr.  O'ConneZ/; 
Mo;  at  the  commission  on  the  Dublin 
election.] — Be  it  so.     The  writer  went  on 
to  say,  that  his  situation  as  agent  at  the 
late  Dublin  election  enabled  him  to  state, 
that  Mr.  Hudson  did  act  as  one  of  Mr. 
O'Connell's  counsel  at  that  election  ;  and 
in  further  illustration — said  Mr.  Maguire 
— of  this  gratuitous  defence,  which  was  a 
genuine  quid  pro  quo^  it  may  be  as  well  to 
add,  that  at  the  present  inquiry  before  the 
Commissioners  in  Dublin,  Mr.  Hudson  did 
also  appear  as  counsel  for  Mr.  O'Connell, 
and,  by  a  strange  coincidence,  on  the  day 
after  Mr.  0*Connell  himself  ceased   to 
attend.    The  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
letter  stated — ''  Should  these  facta  bear 
Mr.  O'Connell  out  in  his  denial  of  any 
connexion  with  the  gentleman  in  question, 
they  will  be  useless,  but  if  not,  you  are  at 
liberty  to  use  them  as  you  think  proper." 
He  was  not  aware  that  he  had  ever  seen 
the  gentleman  who  wrote  this  letter ;  he 
certainly  had  no  acquaintance  whatever 
with  him,  but  he  felt  obliged  to  the  writer 
for  sending  him  the  information  without 
any  application  on  his  part    The  letter 
did  him  no  service  in  his  defence  against 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  charge, 
but  it  must  have  this  effect  at  all  events — 
to  make  hon.  Members  pause  before  they  be* 
lieved  altogether  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  not  labouring  under  some 
mistake  when  he  said  he  had  no  connexion 
with  Hudson,  that  gentleman  having  re- 
fused to  act  as  counsel  for  him.    Whether 
Mr.  Hudson  refused  or  not,  it  appeared 
he  did,  and  does  act  as  counsel  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.    He  had 
stated  the  facts  of  the  case  as  far  as  re* 
garded  himself — he  had  shown  that  he 
was  not  guilty  of  suppressing  the  truth, 
orof  making  use  of  information  in  his  pos- 
session against  Mr.  Hudson,  while  he  re- 
fused that  individual  the  benefit  of  excul- 
Imtory  information,  of  which  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  assumed  him  to  be  cog- 
nizant.   The  House  would  decide  between 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  him- 
self, which   had   adhered  to  truth,   and 
which  had  not. 

VOL  xxvm.  \^} 


Mr.  O^Connell  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  speech  looked  very  like 
an  aspersion  on  the  characters  of  others — 
it  certainly  could  not  be  called  a  defence 
of  his  own,  for  the  alleged  attack  had 
never  been  made.     He  had  said  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  and  said  distinctly, 
that  he  hoped  and  believed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  was  ignorant  of  the  circum- 
stance of  an  indictment  having  been  pre- 
ferred and  ignored,  and  he  certainly  did 
not  accuse  the  hon.  Gentleman  of  wilfully 
suppressing  any  fact.    At  the  same  time, 
after  the  hon.   Member's  statement   to- 
night, he  was  not  sure  that  he  was  not 
called  on  to  say,  that  he  thought  Mr. 
Hudson  ill-treated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  in  keeping  from  the  House 
even  now,  the  real  facts  of  the  case ;  and 
further;  that  some  members  of  Mr.  Hud- 
son's own  profession  ought  to  have  been 
more  candid  than  they  were  with  respect 
to  the  transaction.    He  did  speak  of  an 
indictment  having  been  preferred  before  a 
favourable  Grand  Jury — he  did  state  that 
witnesses  were  examined,  and  that  the  Bill 
was  ignored.    He  stated  that  he  believed 
that  Mr.  Hudson  was  by  name  included  in 
the  Bill.     But,  before  going  further  on  ' 
this  point,  he  had  to  fight  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  in  a  sort  of  bye  battle ;  it 
was  true  he  had  also  stated,  that  he  had 
reason  to  be  displeased  with  Mr.  Hudson, 
for  although  the  Committee  which  acted 
for  him  had  sent  Mr.  Hudson  one  day  to 
argue  a  point,  yet  he  stated,  and  truly, 
that  Mr.  Hudson  refused  to  appear  before 
the  Commission.   This  was  perfectly  true. 
He  had  endeavoured  to  prevail  on  Mr, 
Hudson  to  attend  the  Commission  for  him, 
but  he  totally  refused  to  do  so.    The  day 
after  he  left  town,  a  Mr,  Hutton — not  Mr. 
Hudson — did  attend  the  Commission,  and 
had  attended  it  ever  since  as  his  counsel. 
— [Colonel  Perceval :  Mr.  Maguire  says 
Mr.  Hudson  attended.] — Mr.  Maguire  was 
mistaken.  Mr.  Hutton  had  attended  every 
day,  and  was  his  retained,  feed  counsel— 
the  only  counsel  that  received  a  shilling 
from  him — and  Mr.  Hutton  was  going  oa 
in  his  attendance.    He  now  came  back  to 
the  indictments.    Let  the  House  recollect 
the  phillipic  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,   himself  so  sensitive,  delivered 
against  a  young  man  rising  in  his  profes- 
sion, and  the  odium  he  had  endeavoured 
to  excite  against  Mr.  Hudson.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  Mr.  Hudson  was  the 
law  adviser  of  the  Castle ;  b^  wai  no  iucii 
8U 
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thing ;  he  acted  as  an  assistant  to  the  | 
Attorney-General,  and  issued  his  cases, 
hut  was  not  in  any  way  connected  with 
the  Government.  ^The  present  was  a 
second  attempt  to  blacken  the  character 
of  Mr.  Hudson.  He  should  be  able  to 
defeat  it  He  could  refer  to  some  docu- 
ments on  the  subject;  and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  condescended  to  inform 
him  of  the  course  he  was  about  to  take  to- 
night, he  would  have  been  provided  with 
more.  He  thought  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  get  no  great  credit  from 
his  second  exhibition.  How  did  the  case 
really  stand  ?  The  House  ordered  the  At- 
torney-General of  the  day  to  prosecute 
certain  parties  against  whom  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Dublin  election  of  1831  re- 
ported ;  there  was  a  division  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  voted  for  the 
prosecution.  .No  great  intimacy  subsisted 
between  him  and  the  then  Attorney-Gene- 
ral, who  had  been  kind  enough  to  prose* 
cute  himself.  He  found  that  the  prose- 
cution took  place,  not  in  1831  (to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  certificates  were 
confined),  but  in  January,  1832,  when 
bills  were  preferred  against  eight  or  ten 
individuals,  and  prepared  against  the  rest 
of  the  parties.  Of  course  bills  were  sent 
np  in  the  case  of  the  persons  against  whom 
there  was  the  strongest  evidence;  he  could 
mention  their  names :  —  They  were  T, 
Gallagher,  H.  W.  Sharman,  W.  Kert- 
land,  W.  Hincks,  R.  Hitchcock,  and  T. 
Kennedy.  Six  witnesses  who  had  been 
examined  by  the  Committee,  were  sent 
before  the  Grand  Jury,  and  there  were 
eight  other  witnesses.  He  had  the  cer- 
tificate of  the  same  Mr.  Bourne  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  quoted,  and 
it  authenticated  the  facts  which  he  now 
stated.  Bills  against  Mr.  Hudson,  Mr. 
Murphy,  and  others,  were  prepared,  and 
would  have  gone  up  to  the  Grand  Jury,  if 
those  already  preferred  had  been  found. 
The  Grand  Jury  examined  the  witnesses, 
and  upon  their  testimony  ignored  the 
bills.  Who  was  the  foreman  of  the  Grand 
Jury  that  thus  ignored  the  bills?  Sir 
Robert  Shaw,  father  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  Would  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  tell  him  that  Mr.  Black- 
burne,  the  Attorney-General,  did  not  do 
his  duty,  and  send  up  the  strongest  case 
to  the  Grand  Jury  first.  If  he  kept  back 
a  strong  case,  and  sent  up  a  weak  one, 
Mr.  Blackborne  deserved  to  be  impeached, 
and  the  noble  Lord,  who  was  the  Secre- 


tary for  Ireland  at  the  time,  was  ncaxcdj 
less  culpable,  but  the  thing  was  imposu- 
ble ;  of  course  the  strongest  case  was  sent 
to  the  Grand  Jury  in  the  first  instance. 
He  was  here  the  advocate  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  repeated  that  the  bills  were 
ignored.  He  was  sorry  that  he  had  not  by 
him  at  present,  letters  descriptive  of  the 
feeling  that  manifested  itself  in  court  on 
the  occasion,  and  the  general  congratula- 
tions received  by  Mr.  Hudson,  whom  he 
believed  to  have  been  included  in  the  bills 
of  indictment,  as  in  point  of  fact  he  was 
substantially,  though  not  by  name.  Was 
that  all  ?  Here  was  a  curious  fact ;  the 
bills  were  thrown  out  on  the  9th  January, 
and  a  Dublin  harmonic  society,  of  which 
Mr.  Hudson  was  secretary,  took  advantage 
of  the  circumstance  to  invite  that  gentle- 
man to  dinner.  The  Lord  Mayor  presided 
at  the  entertainment,  the  Duke  of  Leinster 
was  on  his  right  hand,  the  Attorney-Gene- 
ral on  his  left,  and  Mr.  Hudson's  health 
was  given  by  the  Attorney- General. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had  the  learned 
gentleman's  speech  on  the  occasion. 
Where,  then,  did  you  find  Mr.  Hudson  on 
the  2nd  of  February,  about  three  weeks 
after  the  prosecution  ?  At  a  dinner  toasted 
and  feasted,  and  feasted  and  toasted  by 
the  Attorney-General  who  had  preferred 
the  bills.  He  did  not  charge  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  with  a  suppression  of 
the  truth ;  on  the  contrary,  he  distinctly 
said  be  hoped  the  hon.  Member  was  igno- 
rant of  the  facts.  He  now  asked,  did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  never  hear  of  any  bills 
being  preferred  for  matter  in  his  speech  on 
a  former  occasion,  nor  in  his  speech  to-> 
night  had  he  mentioned  it.  Be  that  as  it 
might,  he  gave  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman joy  on  his  second  attack  on  Mr. 
Hudson.  Had  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
had  so  much  feeling  for  himself,  no  feeling 
for  Mr.  Hudson,  a  young  man,  struggling 
in  |his  profession,  with  the  world  before 
him  ?  He  might  here  observe,  that  gen- 
tlemen like  Mr.  Hudson  had  great  diffi- 
culties to  contend  with.  There  was  in- 
finitely more  rancour  exhibited  in  Ireland 
against  Protestant  barristers  of  liberal 
opinions  than  existed  even  in  the  case  of 
Catholic  agitators.  It  would  have  been 
candid  in  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  if 
he  had  said  that  bills  of  indictment  were 
sent  up  against  several  individuals,  though 
not  against  Mr.  Hudson ;  but  even  now 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  kept  beck 
the  fact  of  those  bills  having  been  preferred 
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and  Ignored*  The  hon.  Member  accused 
bim  of  making  insinuations  against  his 
character.  He  insinuated  nothing,  but  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  fiir 
from  having  vindicated  himself.  The  hon. 
and  leam&d  Gentleman  here  quoted  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Sergeant  Woulfe,  to  show 
that  the  strongest  cases  had  been  selected 
for  prosecution  in  the  first  instance,  and 
that  the  bills  having  been  ignored  in  those 
cases,  it  would  have  been  absurd  to  have 
proceeded  with  others  which  were  weaker. 
He  then  recapitulated  the  circumstances 
of  the  ignoring  of  the  bills,  and  asked 
whether  he  was  wrong,  having  heard  the 
shout  of  congratulation,  and  finding  Mr. 
Hudson  toasted  and  feasted  by  the  Attor- 
ney-General shortlv  after  the  railure  of  the 
prosecution — was  he  not  justified  in  sup- 
posing that  the  prosecution  included  that 
gentleman,  as  substantially  it  did,  and  had 
entirely  fettled  ?  Was  the  hon.  and  eallant 
Ofiicer  asleep?  Did  not  he  and  his  friends 
look  with  a  vigilant  eye,  to  see  that  the 
orders  of  the  House  of  Commons  had  been 
carried  into  effect,  and  that  the  prosecution 
was  urged  as  far  as  it  woula  go?  He 
should  have  been  much  more  accurate  in 
his  particulars  if  he  had  been  prepared  on 
the  subject :  still,  however,  he  thought  his 
statement  was  substantially  borne  out  by 
frets.  He  must  repeat  that  he  thought  it 
rather  unfeeling,  on  the  part  of  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Officer,  to  keep  back  the  fact 
of  indictments,  having  been  preferred,  al- 
though not  against  Mr.  Hudson,  yet 
against  other  parties  with  reference  to 
wnom  the  evidence  was  stronger.  He 
would  now  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  House ;  he  trusted  that  his  vindica- 
tion of  Mr.  Hudson  had  been  complete, 
and  that  the  character  of  that  gentleman 
remained  without  stain. 

[Mr.  Shaw  rose,  and  was  about  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  when  an  hon.  Member 
on  the  Opposition  side  suggested  that  the 
House  should  now  proceed  with  the  busi- 
ness upon  the  paper.] 

Mr.  Ward  rose  to  order.  The  House 
had,  in  courtesy  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Sfigo,  allowed  him  to  vindi- 
cate himself  from  a  personal  charge,  and, 
naturally  enough,  had  afterwards  listened 
to  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin.  He  submitted,  how- 
ever, that  as  there  was  now  no  question 
before  the  Hoase,  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
was  out  of  order  in  addressing  it. 

The  Speahtr  said,  that  an  opportunity 


having  been  afforded  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  SHgo,  to  make  the  observa* 
tions  which  he  felt  it  necessary  to  offer  to 
the  House,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  having  been  heard  in 
reply,  it  certainly  would  ne  inconvenient 
to  continue  the  conversation.  At  the  same 
time,  as  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  merely  to  state  a  fact, 
the  House  would,  perhaps,  indulge  him 
with  a  hearing. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  had  charged 
him  with  having,  when  the  subject  was 
last  before  the  House,  suppressed  a  fact  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  cognizant.  Now, 
upon  that  occasion  he,  speaking  not  posi- 
tively, but  to  the  best  of  his  belief,  made  a 
statement  of  facts  which  had,  from  the 
explanation  given  that  night,  turned  out 
to  be  precisely  accurate.  After  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  charged  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  with  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hudson  had  been 
indicted,  and  that  the  indictment  had 
failed,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  stood  up  and  stated 
that  he  believed  bills  had  been  preferred 
against  some  of  the  parties,  but  that  no 
bill  had  been  present^  against  Mr.  Hud- 
son ;  and  such  turned  out  to  be  the  fact. 
Now,  as  to  the  reason  why  no  bill  was 
preferred  against  Mr.  Hudson,  he  wished 
to  say  nothing  that  could  operate  injuri- 
ously to  that  gendeman,  and,  therefore, 
would  speak  with  the  utmost  delicacy; 
but  the  fact  was,  that  the  Government  of 
that  day  was  favourably  disposed  towards 
the  unseated  Members  in  whose  interest 
Mr.  Hudson  had  acted ;  and,  as  those  who 
were  considered  the  Representatives  of  the 
opposite  party  felt  no  aesSre  to  prosecute, 
the  matter  was  allowed  to  drop.  The 
circumstance  of  Mr.  Hudson  having 
escaped  prosecution,  did  not,  however, 
fail  to  attract  considerable  attention,  and 
he  was  frequently  requested  to  bring  the 
subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House,  but 
he  had  uniformly  refused  to  do  so.  The 
general  understanding  was,  that  as  re- 
garded Mr.  Hudson,  the  matter  was  allowed 
to  drop  by  the  Government,  and  the  less 
the  subject  was  pressed,  as  regarded  Mr. 
Hudson,  the  better.  With  respect  to  the 
names  of  Hutton  and  Hudson- 
Sir  John  Hothouse  rose  to  order.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  intimate, 
that  he  had  something  to  say  in  his  own 
vindication,  and  upon  that  groutid  the 
House  had  listeued  to  him.  The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  was  now  proceeding 
further,  and  by  sayiog,  that  the  less  this 
matter  was  pressed,  the  better  it  would  be 
for  Mr.  Hudson,  he  would  call  up  other 
bon.  Members  to  reply  to  that  insinuation. 
The  House  had  already  granted  suOBcient 
indulgence  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
.and  if  he  persevered,  the  consequence 
would  be  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber on  his  right  (Mr.  O'Connell)  would 
claim  to  make  a  reply,  and  thus  the  im- 
portant Motion  that  was  about  to  be 
brought  on  would  be  interrupted. 
Subject  dropped. 

Tithes— (Ireland),]  The  Order  of 
the  Day  was  read  for  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  Irish  Tithe  Question ; 
and  on  the  Motion  of  Lord  Morpeth,  the 
following  Resolutions  of  the  7th  of  April 
were  read ;— - 

*^That  any  surplus  revenue  of  the 
present  Church  Establishment  in  Ireland, 
not  required  for  the  spiritual  care  of  its 
members  be  applied  to  the  moral  and 
religious  education  of  all  classes  of  the 
people,  without  distinction  of  religious 
persuasion,  providing  for  the  resumption 
pf  such  surplus,  or  of  any  such  part  of  it 
as  may  be  required  by  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  the  members  of  the  Established 
Church, 

**  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
that  no  measure  upon  tithes  in  Ireland 
can  lead  to  a  satisfactory  and  final  ad* 
justment  which  does  not  embody  the 
principle  contained  in  the  foregoing  Re- 
solutions/' 

Lord  Morpeth:  It  may  well  be  conceded 
to  me,  in  rising  to  bring  forward  a  Mo- 
,  tion,  professing  to  have  for  its  object  the 
aettlement  of  Irish  Tithes,  and  the  future 
regulation  of  the  Irish  Church  Establish- 
ment, that  to  bespeak  the  usual,  and 
more  than  usual,  indulgence  and  forbear- 
ance of  the  House  is  not  to  use  mere 
words  of  course,  or  to  preface  my  speech 
with  an  unmeaning  common-place.  For, 
when  I  recall,  and  when  the  House  re- 
members, in  the  firat  place,  the  inherent 
difficulties  and  complexities  of  the  subject 
itself,  the  numerous  experiments  through 
which  it  has  wandered,  and  the  various 
aspects  which  it  has,  from  time  to  time, 
assumed,  when  we  consider,  farther,  the 
industry,  the  perseverance,  and  the  ability, 
which  have,  from  so  many  quarters,  been 
sucessively  brought  to  bear  upon  it,  but 
vbicbf  gtepi  ^v4  Uudablf  m  t^^y  have 


been,  have  all,  hitherto,  successively  fjBiiled 
in  accomplishing  at  least  the  main  part 
of  the  object  at  which  they  all  have  aimed 
—the  satisfactory  and  final  adjustment  of 
the  Question  at  issue— well  may  I  find 
ipy  present  endeavour  arduous,  and  the 
prospect  it  presents  to  me  almost  appal- 
ling. 

I  know,  indeed,  that  as  I  have  assumed 
the  responsibility  of  taking  the  important 
office  which  I  now  have  the  honour  to 
hold,  I  have  almost  put  myself  out  of 
condition  to  plead  that  at  a  time  when  it 
had  necessarily  accumulated  considerable 
arrears,  I  found  myself  with  but  very  inade- 
quate means  of  preparation,  called  upon  at 
once  to  grapple  with  perhaps  the  most  diffi- 
cult question  of  state  policy  that  ever  pre- 
sented itself,  and  upon  which  I  have  not  ever 
happened  previously  to  take  any  material 
part.  There  is  indeed  one  consideration 
that  alone  tends  to  lighten  this  pressure  of 
difficulty,  which  I  gather  from  all  retro- 
spect of  the  subject,  and  this  is,  that  for 
the  first  time,  it  devolves  upon  me  to  sug- 
gest a  solution  of  the  Tithe  Question,  ac- 
companied by  the  assertion  of  a  principle 
based,  as  it  seems  to  me,  on  grounds  of 
most  just  policy,  of  most  honest  concilia- 
tion,—  such  as  I  believe  to  be  almost 
indispensable  to  reconcile  the  parties  con- 
cerned— in  other  words  the  nation  at  large 
— to  the  embarrassments  and  sacrifices 
which  any  settlement  must  in  some  de- 
gree entail.  At  all  events  although  the 
view  which  I  myself  take,  and  which  I  am 
thus  the  humble  organ  of  submitting  to 
the  House  on  this  momentous  topic,  can- 
not fail  to  encounter  very  decided — in 
many  quarters  yery  conscientious  —  ia 
some,  perhaps,  very  vehement,  oppo- 
sition ;  still  I  may  venture  to  hope  that 
my  venr  abstinence  from  the  discussions 
which  have  marked  the  previous  progress 
of  the  question  may  back  my  request  that 
it  should  now  be  received  with  all  possible 
calmness  and  temper,  and  that  I  may 
allow  myself  to  think  that  with  all  its 
difficulties,  I  inherit  none  of  its  ani- 
mosities. 

With  respect  to  the  form  of  my  pro- 
ceeding, after  the  best  consideration  I 
have  been  able  to  bestow  upon  it,  and 
some  consultation  with  those  whose  opin- 
ions are  entitled  to  have  weight  in  the 
matter,  I  have  felt  myself  warranted  in 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  with- 
out previously  going  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  Hqusq* 
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The  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
Doticei  as  may  be  collected  from  its 
terras,  embraces  two  leading  heads— the 
settlement  of  the  Tithe  Question,  and 
the  future  regulation  of  the  Irish  Church 
Establishments  With  respect,  first,  to  the 
settlement  of  the  Tithe  Question,  I  think 
that  the  precedent  of  the  Tithe  Compo- 
sition Act,  introduced  in  1823,  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  and  of  the  Bill  for  the  Com- 
mutation of  English  Tithes,  introduced 
by  Lord  Althorp  in  1833,  are  sufficient 
to  justify  me  in  pursuing  a  similar  course. 
There  are,  however,  one  or  two  regulations 
which  I  shall  propose  ultimately  to  em- 
body in  the  Bill,  for  which  I  must  ask 
the  sanction  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  previously  to  introducing  them  in 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill.  With  respect 
to  the  second  head — the  future  regulation 
of  the  Irish  Church  Establishment,  and 
its  revenues—- 1  have  thought  that  the 
Resolutions  moved  in  this  Session  by  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  adopted  by 
the  House,  which,  with  this  view,  have 
been  read  to-night  at  the  Table  will  fur- 
nish ade(}uate  authority  for  the  proposition 
which  I  intend  to  submit. 

The  subject  has  been  so  much  and  so 
recently  before  the  House,  that  a  very 
brief  statement  indeed  will  be  sufficient 
to  explain  to  hon.  Members  the  position 
which  it  at  present  occupies ;  as  I  pro- 
ceed, too,  to  state  the  particulars  of  the 
Measure  which  1  am  about  to  introduce, 
and  thus,  necessarily,  as  it  were,  to  put 
them  into  some  sort,  not  so  much  of  con- 
trast as  comparison,  with  the  particulars 
of  the  two  previous  Measures,  the  one  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Littleton,  and  after  un- 
dergoing considerable  alterations,  finally 
sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
late  Parliament ;  the  other  announced  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Launceston  in  the  present,  I  find,  that 
notwithstanding  all  that  warmth  of  dis- 
cussion and  heat  of  feeling  which  have 
arisen,  there  is  so  much  real  similarity 
and  agreement  in  all  the  propositions  that 
come  before  the  House,  that  the  chief 
part  of  this  branch  of  my  subject  will 
be  pretty  nearly  achieved  by  marking  such 
prominent  points  of  difference  as  do  occur 
while  I  go  on.  It  would  hardly  be  neces- 
sary to  inform  any  person  who  had  given 
any  portion  of  his  attention  to  these  topics, 
'that  the  composition  for  tithe  in  Ireland^ 


which,  under  the  Act  of  Mr.  Goulburn, 
was  voluntary,  temporary,  and  renewable, 
was  made,  under  the  Act  of  Lord  Stanley, 
compulsory  and  perpetual,  subject  only  to 
a  periodical  re-valuation  according  to  the 
price  of  corn.  This  composition  is  now 
complete  and  fixed,  or,  in  the  technical 
phrase,  applotted,  upon  every  piece  of 
land  liable  to  the  payment  of  tithe,  Eccle* 
siastical  or  lay,  in  Ireland.  The  amount 
of  the  whole  composition,  according  to  the 
latest  returns  which  have  been  made  out, 
is,  I  believe,  665,000/.,  of  whicli  555,000/. 
is  for  Ecclesiastical,  1 10,000/.  for  lay  tithe. 
Now  the  opening  proposition  of  this  Mea* 
sure  is  that  in  which  both  the  previous 
Measures — the  Bills  of  both  Governments, 
as  well  as  the  opinion  of  every  person  who 
has  spoken  written,  or  thought,  upon  the 
subject,  have  uniformly  concurred— that 
composition  for  tithe  throughout  Ireland 
should  wholly  cease  and  determine.  The 
reasons  which  make  this  an  Act  not  so 
much  of  expedient  as  of  necessary  policy, 
are  so  obvious  in  themselves  and  have  re- 
ceived such  copious  illustration  both  from 
all  that  has  been  said  within  these  walls, 
and  from  all  that  has  been  done,  and  is 
doing,  without  them,  that  I  feel  it  would 
be  worse  than  superfluous  to  add  another 
word  on  this  part  of  the  subject.  But  be- 
fore we  arrive  at  a  proper  provisioti  for  the 
future,  there  comes  across  us  that  which 
is  not  the  least  difficult  and  thorny  branch 
of  the  whole  matter — the  chapter  of  ar- 
rears. What  is  the  state  of  the  arrears  ? 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  the  liberality  of  a  former  Parliament 
granted  the  sum  of  1,000,000/.  subject  to 
the  understanding  that  it  was  to  be  re- 
paid, for  payment  of  the  tithes  due  for 
the  year  1833,  and  for  the  outstanding 
arrears  of  tithes  for  the  years  1 832  and 
1831.  Of  this  sum,  I  understand  that 
about  637,000/.  has  already  been  ad- 
vanced. But  the  whole  million,  was  thus 
appropriated  to  the  temporary  relief  of  the 
tithe-owners,  and  every  one  who  chose  to 
apply  for  it  received  his  portion,  subject 
to  a  prescribed  deduction.  Those  who 
did  not  choose  to  avail  themselves  of  it 
were  left  to  the  ordinary  legal  modes  of 
recovery ;  in  aid  of  which  the  use  of  the 
civil  and  military  force  was  never  with- 
held, and  was  sometimes  applied  with  very 
unfortunate  effect.  The  Bill  sent  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords  last  year,  allowed  the 
yet  unexpended  residue  of  the  million  to 
meet  the  then  remaining  amount  of  ar* 
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rears,  and  it  enactad  the  repayment  of  the 
whole  advances  actually  made  under  the 
Million  Act  by  instalments,  and  on  and 
after  the  1st  of  November,  1835,  for  five 
successive  years  from  the  landlords,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  yearly  amount  of  rent  charge 
to  which,  by  that  Bill,  they  were  to  be- 
come subject*  The  loss  of  that  Bill  brings 
a  new  feature  into  the  case — the  arrears 
of  tithe  for  the  year  1834,  which,  1  much 
apprehend,  include  a  large  proportion  of 
the  whole  amount  payable.  With  what 
provisions  the  right  hon,  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  was  prepared  to  meet 
the  arrears  I  am  not  able  accurately  to 
pronounce,  as,  by  no  fault,  undoubtedly, 
of  his  (that  responsibility  rests  elsewhere), 
he  had  not  the  opportunity  of  introducing 
bis  Bill.  I  collect  from  his  statement  that 
he  intended  to  apply  the  unappropriated 
residue  of  the  million  to  the  payment  of 
the  arrears  of  1834;  I  do  not  remember 
or  find  that  he  took  notice  of  any  previous 
arrears,  and  he  expressed  his  apprehen- 
sion, which  1  believe  to  be  too  well  founded 
in  fact,  that  for  the  arrears  of  1834  alone, 
the  sum  in  question  would  be  greatly  in- 
adequate. The  right  bon.  Gentleman  also 
intended  to  remit  the  quinquennial  instal- 
ments of  the  sums  advanced  upon  the 
Million  Act.  Now  with  the  arrears  of 
1831,  1832,  and  1833,  we  do  not  propose 
to  interfere.  The  means  of  relief  were 
tendered  to  the  acceptance  of  the  tithe- 
owners — the  legal  modes  of  recovery  were 
at  their  disposal — we,  therefore,  think  it 
fair  to  leave  them  to  the  consequences  of 
their  own  option.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
in  equal  fairness,  we  do  not  think  our- 
selves warranted  to  interrupt  any  suits 
jiow  pending,  however  desirable  we  must 
consider  it,  were  it  in  our  power,,  to  re- 
move at  once,  and  for  ever,  every  vestige 
of  those  ancient  grounds  of  irritation  and 
collision.  How  then  do  we  meet  the  ar- 
rears of  1834,  which  rest  on  very  different 
grounds,  inasmuch,  as  in  the  first  place, 
no  relief  has  been  proffered,  and,  m  the 
next,  one  branch  of  the  Legislature  had 
gone  beyond  merely  talking  of  the  ex- 
tinction of  tithes,  and  had  enacted  the 
final  delermination  of  all  Tithe  Composi- 
tions? To  meet  the  arrears,  then,  of 
1834,  which  we  subject  to  a  deduction  of 
twenty-five  per  cent,  we  find  for  it,  that 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  especially  in  the 
northern  and  more  Protestant  districts, 
several  landlords,  under  the  provision  of 
Stanley's  Act^  bara  of  ihomseWes  volun- 


tarily undertaken  to  pay  to  the  clergy 
the  tithe  accruing  to  them,  subject  to  a 
hwius    of  fifteen   per    cent.      I  believe 
102,087/.  of  the  compositioq  for  tithe  have 
been  thus  undertaken  for.    Those  land- 
lords, so  undertaking,  we  keep  to  the  ob- 
servance of  their  own  liability.     Will  it  be 
said,  that  we  are  acting  unfairly  towards 
them  in  giving  an  advantage  over  them  to 
those  who  have  not  taken  any  step  to  dis- 
charge their  liabilities?     It  is  tpie  thmt 
we  wish  to  exempt,  both  prospectively  and 
retrospectively,  the  occupying  tenant  from 
all  future  payment  of  tithe ;  but  we  em- 
power the  Privy  Ck)uncil  to  levy  any  ar- 
rears which  have  become  due  from  the 
year  1834^  from  those  persons  who  have 
permanent  estates  in  the  land,  upon  whom 
the  liability  had  already,  by  law,  devolved. 
We  calculate  the  amount  thus  to  be  re- 
covered will  be  between  sixty  and  seventy 
thousand  pounds.    Hence,  while  in  tbn 
respect  we  do  so  far  connive  at  a  non* 
fulfilment  of  legal  engagements  in   the 
person  of  the  occupying  tenant,  yet,  in 
the  instance  of  the  generally  wealthier  and 
more  solvent,  proprietor,  (who  is  more 
likely,  too,  to  be  a  Protestant)  we  at  least 
give  no  preference  to  those  who  have  not 
discharged   their  legal  obligations,  over 
those  who  have  either  obeyed,  or  have 
undertaken  to  obey,  th6  law.     For  any 
remainder  of  the  arrears  of  1834,  wbick 
these  provisions  may  fail  to  satisfy,  we 
shall  ask  leave  to  employ  such  portions  as 
may  be  necessary  of  the  residue  of  the 
million;   and,  following  the  example  of 
the  right  bon.  and  gallant  Member,  we 
shall  endeavour  to  obtain  the  sanction  of 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  for  the 
remission  of  the  instalments  of  the  sunw 
advanced  under  the  Million  Act.    I  do 
not  pretend  whdly  to  justify  this  course. 
The  repayment  of  the  sum  was  certainly 
promised,  and,  I  feel  assured,  as  certainly 
contemplated  by  those  who  proposed  its 
advance.   But  after,  what  every  day  tends 
to  convince  me  more  and  more  was  the 
unfortunate  rejection  of  the  Tithe  Bill  of 
last  year-^after  the  admisttoo  made  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  eves  beibre  thai 
jection,  by  Lord  Melboame,  then 
Minister,  of  the  slight  chance  he  foresaw 
of  the  sum  being  actually  rqpaid— after 
the  positive  announcement  of  the  rtg^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  then  Sem« 
tary  for  Ireland,  that  he  intended  to  {mo- 
pose  the  absolute  remission  of  the  repay«- 
ment— I  bslisto  that  ftlmoit  oftry 
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haa  begun  to  be  convinoed  that  this  millioo 
has,  in  fact»  long  been  gone  past  recovery ; 
that  it  ii  wholly  out  of  the  question  to  re- 
cover it  from,  still  in  a  great  measure,  I 
fear^  a  destitute  and  impoverished  clergy, 
except  by  involving  them,  and  co-opera- 
ting with  them,  in  those  means  of  military 
interference,  and  sanguinary  collision, 
wbicbrbesides  all  their  graver  consequences, 
have  already  signalized  their  unfitness 
for  their  immediate  object  by  levying 
the  amount  of  12,000^  at  the  cost  of 
28,000L  But  it  has  been  contended  by 
many  who  sit  on  the  same  side  of  the 
House  with  myself,  that  they  were  not 
prepared  to  consent  to  so  large  a  free  gift 
on  the  part  of  this  country,  to  relieve  the 
embarrassments  of  the  Irish  clergy,  or  to 
prop  up  the  tottering  condition  of  the 
Irish  Church,  without  receiving,  as  an 
equivalent,  such  an  alteration  in  the  ap- 
propriation of  its  future  disposable  funds, 
as  might  be  more  consistent  with  the  jus- 
tice of  the  case ;  more  congenial  with  the 
feelings  of  the  country ;  more  conducive 
to  the  real  object  of  any  settlement — the 
maintenance  of  civil  and  religious  peace. 
Such  an  altered  appropriation  we  propose 
to  engraft  on  our  £ill;  and  on  the  strength 
of  this  we  now  come  forward  and  appeal 
to  the  generosity  of  the  Representatives  of 
the  empire  at  large  for  confirming  this 
preliminary  grant,  in  order  that  we  may 
not  only  adjust  the  pressing  exigencies  of 
the  case,  but  address  ourselves  with  more 
facility  and  freedom  to  the  remedial  ar- 
rangements which  follow. 

Having  thus  dealt  with  all  that  apper- 
tains to  die  past,  I  now  arrive  at  our  pro- 
posed arrangements  for  the  future.  In 
common  with  the  Bill  of  the  Government 
of  last  year,  and  the  proposal  of  the  late 
Government  of  this  year,  we  convert  the 
present  composition  for  tithe  into  an  an- 
nual rent-charge,  payable,  as  in  the  pre- 
vious cases,  by  the  owner  of  the  first  estate 
of  inheritance,  or  other  equivalent  estate 
to  be  defined  in  the  Bill,  equal,  in  the 
present  case,  to  seven-tenths  of  the  amount 
of  composition,  or  70/.  in  every  lOOZ.  The 
prc^NMal  of  the  late  Government  made  the 
rent  charge  equal  to  three-fourths,  or  75/. 
in  the  100/«  I  need  not  apologize  to  the 
Irish  landowners^  at  least,  for  the  diminu- 
tion. The  Bill  of  last  year  made  the 
rent-charge  equal  only  to  three-fifths, 
or  60/.  in  the  100/.;  but  then  it  charged 
seventeen  and  a»half  per  cent  first, 
Pa  the   ConaoUdated  Fundi  theo  oo 


the  Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund,  and 
made  no  remission  of  the  million.  The 
landlord  will,  of  course,  concede  the 
amount  of  this  bonus  to  all  the  inter- 
mediate tenants  down  to  the  occupier  of 
the  land.  He  will  be  entitled  to  recover, 
as  so  much  additional  rent,  from  the  lease- 
holder under  him,  the  amount,  and  not 
more  than  the  amount,  of  the  rent-charge 
fixed  upon  himself.  But  though  we  make 
the  rent-charge  payable  by  the  landowner 
70/.  instead  of  75/.  per  cent  as  proposed 
by  the  late  Government,  we  do  not  quite 
mulct  the  existing  clerical  incumbent  in 
the  same  degree ;  we  charge  the  cost  of 
collection,  which  we  rate  at  sixpence  in 
the  pound,  on  the  tithe-owner,  inasmuch 
as  we  transfer  from  him  all  its  risk  and 
trouble.  The  net  amount,  therefore,  which 
would  naturally  fall  to  the  tithe-owner, 
under  the  arrangement  which  I  have 
stated,  would  be  68/.  6e.  on  every  1 00/. 
of  composition.  But  we  think  that  here 
it  is  allowable  to  make  a  distinction  be- 
tween not  only  the  future  and  existing 
clerical  incumbent,  but  also  between  the 
lay  tithe-owner,  who  has  no  duties  to 
perform  in  return,  and  generally  has  other 
sources  of  income,  and  the  clergy  now  in 
possession,  who  have,  or  are  assumed  to 
have,  duties  exceeding  all  others  in  im- 
portance to  discharge ;  and  who  are  but 
in  too  many  cases,  from  the  circumstances 
of  the  few  last  years,  reduced  at  this  period 
to  a  state  of  severe  distress  and  privation, 
not  brought  on  them,  still  less  deserved, 
by  any  demerits  of  their  own  (in  most 
instances  1  believe  it  is  quite  the  reverse), 
but  by  that  oblique  retribution  which 
generally,  sooner  or  later,  involves  in  the 
penalties  of  a  vicious  system,  even  its 
most  unoffending  instruments.  We,  there- 
fore, allow  to  all  existing  clerical  incum- 
bents five  per  cent  more  on  the  compo- 
sition, which  comes  to  73/.  5s.  on  every 
100/.  of  the  existing  amount  of  compo- 
sition; falling,  altogether,  it  is  true,  4/.  5«. 
per  cent  below  the  Bill  of  last  year,  for 
the  rejection  of  which  they  have  not  to 
charge  the  members  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, but  coming  up,  with  only  the 
trifling  deduction  of  the  cost  of  collection, 
to  the  amount  proposed  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. This  additional  charge,  tem- 
porary, not  permanent  like  that  of  last 
year,  of  five  per  cent,  not  of  seventeen 
and  a-half  per  cent,  like  that  of  last  year, 
we  fix  upon  the  Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund ; 

of  which  I  coo9idering  thp  order  of  men  tQ 
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whom  it  is  to  be  applied,  and  the  object 
which  it  18  intended  to  serve,  that  of  pro- 
ducing a  final  settlement  of  the  Tithe 
Question,  and  thus  giving  repose  to  the 
clergy  and  the  Church,  it  can  hardly  be 
deemed  an  unappropriate  or  unecclesi- 
asticsil  use ;  and  I  rejoice  to  think  that 
this  view  receives  countenance  from  the 
statement  made  by  my  right  hon.  and 
gallant  predecessor  in    introducing  the 
Tithe  Bill  of  the  late  Government,  inas- 
much as  if,   during  the  process  of  the 
investment  of  the  redemption  money  for 
which  that  Bill  was  to  provide,  any  loss  of 
interest  should  have  been  sustained,  the 
present  incumbents  were  during  their  lives 
to  have  had  the  annual  income  of  151, 
guaranteed  to  them ;  and  this  indemnifi- 
cation was  to  have  been  charged  on  the 
Perpetuity  Purchase  Fund.     The  two  ap- 
propriations are  therefore  identical  in  prin- 
ciple.    I  am  not  aware  that  they  would 
have  been  very  different  in  amount,  unless 
indeed  that  for  some  little  time,  probably, 
the  charge  on  the  Fund  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   would   have  run 
much  a-head  of  mine. 

The  machinery  of  the  Bill,  by  which 
these  provisions  are   to  be  carried   into 
effect,  is  so  nearly  similar  to  that  of  last 
year,  that  it  will  not  require  any  detailed 
notice  on  the  present  occasion.     The  rent- 
charges  are  made  payable  to  the  Crown, 
and  are  put  under  the  management  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and   Forests. 
As  far  as  I  can  collect  the  intention  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  he 
intended   the  incumbent   to  receive   the 
rent  charges  himself  from  the  head  land* 
lord,  and,  if  it  should  not  have  been  paid 
when  due,  he  was  to  apply  to  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,  who  were  to  have 
recourse  to  a  Crown  process  to  obtain  it ; 
an  arrangement  which  I  humbly  submit 
might  tend  to  involve  Ecclesiastical  per- 
sons and  bodies  in  the  recurrence  of  dis- 
putes and  altercations,  and  in  the  purely 
secular  province  of  the  whole  matter,  to  a 
far  greater  extent  than  I  can  think  expe- 
dient or  creditable.     We  also  propose  to 
allow  under  certain  circumstances,  a  power 
of  revision,  and  revaluation  of  the  existing 
tithe   compositions*     1   certainly  should 
have  very  much  desired   to  have  closed 
the  whole  question  at  once;  but,  upon 
hearing  the  number,  as  well  as  urgency, 
of  the  complaints  that  are  made,  some,  I 
think,  proceeding  from  those  who  yield  to 
none  in  good  will  and  friendship  to  the 


Church— -many  of  them  alleging  strong 
instances  of  fact  in  corroboration*  it  did 
appear  that  it  would  be  most  difficak,  if 
not  impossible,  to  reconcile  the  Irish  peo|rie 
to  any  settlement  that  did  not  include 
some  such  power ;  and  our  care  must  be 
to  adopt  such  just  and  fair  precautions  as, 
on  the  one  hand,  will  insure  the  dealing 
with  real  and  solid  matter  of  oomplatnt, 
as  in  the  case  of  promissory  notes  from 
insolvent  parties,  or  adjudications  by  tri- 
bunals before  which  the  parties  did  not 
appear ;  and,  on  the  other  band,  will  be  a 
security  against  the  revision  being  frivo* 
Ibusly,  capriciously,  or  groundlessly  re- 
sorted to.  After  they  have  been  onoe ' 
decided,  the  rent-charge  will,  thencefor** 
ward,  be  only  subject  to  variatioo  as  the 
compositions  are  now  in  reference  to  the 
price  of  corn  at  stated  periods.  The  pro* 
visions  of  Lord  Tenterden's  Act  for  the 
Limitation  of  the  Suits  are  likewise  ex* 
tended  to  Ireland,  as  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year. 

These,  then,  are  the  principal  provi^^ 
sions  of  the  present  Bill,  as  far  as  re* 
gards  the  immediate  settlement  of  the 
property  in  tithe,  and  the  interests  of  the 
existing  incumbents.    I  recommend  them 
to  the  favour  of  the  House,  not,  assuredly, 
because  they  obviate  all  difiSculty,  and 
steer  clear  of  all  objection  —  the  very 
nature  of  the  question,  and  the  actual 
circumstances  of  the  time  make  that  im- 
possible— make  every  thing,  we  can  select 
a  choice  between  the  counteracting  em- 
barrassments which  beset  the  attempt  to 
do   the  utmost  practicable  good  to  all 
parties,  with  the  least  avoidable  unfoimeas 
to  any.    We  encounter  the  disadvantage 
too,  of  running  counter  to  that  specific 
and  favourite  project  which  almost  every 
one  who  takes  an  interest  upon  so  im- 
portant and  extensive  a  subject  will  have 
been  sure  to  set  his  own  heart  upon.  One 
is  for  an  entire  new  valuation,  and  general 
Land-tax,  to  which  the  chief  objection,  I  . 
conceive,  is  the  necessary  consumption  of 
time,  and  the  employment  of  a  new  ma- 
chinery ;  another,  and  a  large  party,  too» 
I  am  aware,  in  this  House,  is  bent  on  re- 
demption.   This  part  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  after  much  trial  and  discussion,  was 
resisted  by  the  late  House  of  Commons. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  find  much  favour 
in  the  present ;  and  I  cannot  at  all  see 
how  it  could  be  carried  intoefiect  withoot, 
a  sensible  additional  loss  to  the  clergy. 
Still  I  do  recommend  this  scheme  to  the 
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House  as  Uberal  in  the  foremost  place  to 
the  existing  clergy,  to  whom  it  remits  the 
liability  for  the  repayment  of  a  very  large 
sum  of  money  that  has  been  advanced, 
and  secures  a  payment  for  the  time  to 
come,  and  from  and  after  a  certain  day  in 
such  year,  with  a  running  interest  until 
discharged,  subject  to  deduction  certainly, 
but  guaranteed  to  them  beyond  the  chance 
of  fiuhire,  and  without  any  trouble  or  risk 
of  collection — as  satisfactory  to  the  occu-^ 
pying  tenant,  from  whom  it  removes  all 
the  vexation  incident  both  to  the  payment, 
and,  among  well-disposed  persons,  even 
to  the  resistance  of  an  obnoxious  impost 
<^as  conducive  to  the  real  interests  of  the 
landlord,  to  whom,  besides  all  the  indirect 
advantages  that  would  flow  from  the  com- 
parative trftnquillization  of  the  country,  it 
gives,  as  to  the  land  of  which  he  is  owner, 
a  direct  bonus  of  thirty  per  cent — as  cal- 
culated to  find  acceptance  with  the  great 
body  of  the  nation,  especially  when 
coupled  with  that  fairer  and  more  equit- 
able adjustment  of  Ecclesiastical  Reve- 
nues, which  we  hope  ultimately  to  estab- 
lish, of  which  we  here  seek  to  lay  the 
foundation ;  and  which  I  will  now  address 
myself  to  submit  briefly  to  the  notice  of 
the  House. 

In  approaching  this  part  of  the  subject 
I  know  we  must  abide  the  double  risk  of 
shocking  what  I  consider  the  untenable 
positions  of  one  party,  and  of  falling 
probably  short  of  what  I  may  also  think 
the  too  high-flown  expectations  of  an- 
other; inasmuch,  as  we  both  deny  the 
inviolability  of  Church  property,  and  yet 
are  determined  to  maintain  the  existence, 
and  add,  we  hope,  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
Established  Church  even  in  Ireland.  We 
have  to  deal  with  a  state  of  things  there, 
which,  in  the  present  state  of  public  opin- 
ion, would  have  precluded  any  sane  man 
from  dreaming  to  found  in  that  country, 
if  every  thing  had  now  to  begin  afresh,  a 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  yet,  finding 
it  there,  with  its  long  prescription,  inter- 
woven with  so  much  of  the  every-day 
working  of  our  civil  policy,  we  are  not 
prepared  to  uproot  its  foundations,  or  de- 
stroy its  framework.  At  the  same  time  I 
feel  so  sensibly  the  anomalous  and  pre- 
carious grounds  on  which  it  now,  upon 
the  clearest  evidence,  is  found  to  rest, 
that  of  nothing  am  I  more  convinced  than 
that,  if  yott  refuse  to  modify  it,  you  will 
find  it  beyond  the  power  of  man^  at  least,, 
to  preserve  it» 


I  am  aWare  that  a  strong,  perhaps,  to 
some  extent  a  reasonable  objection  is  felt 
to   the  exact  specification  of  numbers, 
when  any  result  supposed  likely  to  be  ac- 
ceptable to  other  parties,  especially  in  a 
loose  and  turbulent  state  of  society,  would 
ensue  upon  the  precise  number  falling  short 
of  the  fixed  point*    We  endeavour,  there- 
fore, as  much  as  possible,  to  avoid  the 
exact  specification  of  numbers;   and  in 
the  one  instance,  where  we  find  it  neces- 
sary, if,  at  least,  we  are  prepared  to  do 
anything  towards  correcting  these  glaring 
disproportions  which  exist  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland  between  the  pay  and  the  duties 
of  clerical  incumbents,  we  have  happily 
the  means  of  making  the  reference  to 
numbers  retrospective  instead  of  prospec*' 
tive.    W%  must  fix  some  point  below  which 
the  appointment  to  the  vacant  benefice  is 
to  be  suspended.     If  we  will  not  do  this, 
we  do  nothing  at  all. — If  we  will  not  do 
this,  we  still  determine  to  keep  up  livings 
without  cures,  clergymen  without  flocks, 
pay  without  work ;  the  worst  gains  of  the 
sinecunst,  on  the  worst  plea  of  the  bigot. 
There  is  now  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Pub- 
lic Instruction,  who  in  pursuance  of  the 
directions  given  to  them,  have  furnished  a 
census  of  the  population  of  Ireland,  spe- 
cifying the  respective  proportions  of  the 
different  religious  denominations.     Now  I 
certainly  cannot  pretend  to  claim  for  this 
work,  or  for  any  work  of  such  a  nature,  es- 
pecially when  completed  within  so  limited 
a  period,  the  merit  of  perfect  and  unde- 
viating  accuracy,  but  I  contend  that  as 
far   as  the  circumstances  permitted,  the 
Report  has  been  framed  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  make  it  as  accurate  and  authentic  as 
any  document  of  such  a  character  could 
pretend  to  be.    The  House  will  observe 
that  the  census  of  1831   is  taken  as  the 
basis  of  the  present  census.    The  census 
of  1831  was  not  framed  with  any  expect-* 
ation  of  its  being  used  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  relative  proportions  of  the 
different  religious  denominations  in  Ire- 
land, and  cannot  be  consequently  liable 
to  any  imputation  of  partiality  on  that 
score.     The  enumerators  by  whom  that 
census  was  made,  were  appointed  by  the 
Magistrates  for  the  different  counties,  who 
were  not  persons  likely  to  entertain  any 
very  violent,  or  subversive  views.   Those 
enumerators  were  ordered  on  this  occa-* 
sion  to  communicate  with  the  ministers 
of  all  religious  persuasiona ;  the  cleigy 
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ifi  the  Established  Church  were  espe- 
cially requested  to  assist  thenii  and  the 
Ministers  beloogiog  to  all  the  different 
bodies  were  invited  to  prepare  distinct 
censuses  of  their  own.  In  many  instances 
this  assistance  was  afibrded  to  the  enume- 
rotors,  especially,  I  am  happy  to  say,  by 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church,  who, 
in  some  cases,  visited  themselves  every 
bouse  in  their  parishes.  The  list,  which 
was  verified  on  oath,  was  left  fourteen 
days  open  for  public  inspection.  After  it 
baa  so  remained  open,  the  Commissioners 
visited  the  different  parishes,  and  then 
held  public  sittings  of  inquiry,  at  which 
the  ministers  of  every  religious  persuasion 
were  mvited  to  attend,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  in  their  district  censuses;  and  every 
one  was  at  liberty  to  tender  evidence, 
which  was  taken  in  the  face  of  the  assem- 
bled  parish.  If  there  was  likely  to  be 
any  very  marked  inaccuracy  in  the  ennme* 
ration  of  the  numbers  of  tLe  different  de« 
nominations,  it  would  most  probably  occur 
in  the  census  of  a  large  population,  where 
some  difficulty  might  be  found  in  ascer- 
taining and  fixing  the  precise  number.  In 
the  census  of  Belfast,  for  instance,  which 
contains  a  population  of  67,000  and  odd 
inhabitants,  and  17,000  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  the  mistake  was  more 
likely  to  occur,  than  in  the  midst  of  a 
population  among  whom  no  Protestants, 
or  but  very  few,  were  to  be  found;  because 
if,  in  the  latter  case,  any  Protestant  had 
been  overlooked  in  the  enumeration,  if  it 
had  been  asserted  and  recorded  that  no- 
thing like  a  Protestant  was  in  existence 
there,  was  it  likely  that  he  would  abstain 
from  coming  forward,  pointing  out  the 
falsity  of  the  return,  and  removing  the 
slur  which  he  would  conceive  was  thus 
attempted  to  be  cast  upon  his  parish.  I 
contend,  then,  that  this  Report,  on  the 
whole,  is  entitled  to  be  considered  as 
authentic  and  accurate,  for  the  purposes 
at  which  it  aims,  as  any  document  of  such 
a  nature  can  be.  I  will  not  enter,  here, 
into  any  minute  dissection  of  its  contents, 
for  which  other  opportunities  may  occur ; 
and,  for  the  object  of  a  general  statement, 
it  will  be  sufficient  to  mention  general  re- 
sults. The  whole  population  of  Ireland 
is  stated  to  be  7,943,940  persons.  Of 
this  total  the  number  of  members  of  the 
CfttabKshed  (Chuit^h  is  852,064  persons ; 
of  Presbyterians  642,356 ;  of  other  Pro- 
testant Dissenters  21,808 ;  and  of  Roman 
CathoUcs  6|427|713«H)ri  puttiug  the  cal* 


culation  in  another  form,  the  number  of 
members  of  the  Established  Church  is 
852,064  persons,  while  the  total  number 
of  Dissenters  from  the  Established  Church 
is  7,091,876  persons.  The  distribution  of 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church  is 
nearly  as  disproportioned  as  their  total 
amount.  It  is  well  known  that  they  are 
to  be  found  in  the  greatest  numbers  ia 
the  northern  province  of  Ulster ;  and,  not 
to  enumerate  more  than  one  or  two  in- 
stances of  the  great  disproportion  thai 
prevails  in  their  distribution  throughout 
Ireland,  I  find,  adopting  the  authority  of 
a  book  which,  I  believe,  is  entided  to 
great  weight  on  such  subjects,  **  Beaufort's 
Ecclesiastical  Map  of  Ireland»''  that,  in 
the  diocese  of  Dromore,  there  are  204 
members  of  the  Established  Church  to 
every  thousand  acres ;  in  the  diocese  of 
Tuam  but  about  eight  members  of  the 
Established  Church  to  every  thousand 
acres*  In  the  diocese  of  Clogher  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Establishment  are  as  twenty- 
six  to  one  hundred  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion ;  while,  in  the  diocese  of  Kilfenora,  the 
proportion  is  less  than  one  hundred,  maoy 
nearly  parallel  cases  might  be  quoted. 
Now  with  what  provision  do  we  propose 
to  meet  these  glaring  instances  of  dispro- 
portion, both  in  the  total  amount,  and  in 
the  relative  distribution,  of  the  members 
of  the  Established  Church?  We  shall 
ask  the  House  to  give  its  authority  £oc 
the  suspension  of  the  presentation  or  ap- 
pointment to  any  vacant  benefice,  in  which 
it  appears,  upon  the  face  of  this  Report, 
that  the  number  of  Protestants  does  not 
exceed  fifty.  We  do  not,  however,  even 
apply  this  limitation  so  strictly  that  if 
circumstances  should  have  been  mate- 
rially changed  in  the  interval,  there  should 
be  no  power  of  preventing  the  rigoroos 
enforcement  of  the  role.  The  appoint- 
ment is  to  be  suspended,  upon  the  va- 
cancy, by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissk>oers 
in  wlM>m  we  think  that  the  superintend- 
ence of  all  these  matters  will  be  laost 
properly  vested;  unless  the  Lord-liea- 
tenant  in  council  should  otherwise  direct* 
But  will  it  be  asked  whether  we  are  pie* 

Gred  to  leave  all  those  parishes  in  Ire- 
id,  in  which  the  number  of  members  of 
the  Established  Church  does  not  oiflced 
fifty,  entirely  without  any  means  and  op- 
portunities of  spiritual  instruction,  or 
public  worship  ?  I  have  never,  dther  here 
or  elsewhere,  previously  or  to  night,  di»* 

sembled  ipy  Adhereuce  to  the  paaotpla  of 
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a  religious  ettablitbmeoly  and,  therefore, 
in  introducing  a  measure  which  is  to  re«- 
gulate  the  fbtore  constitution  of  a  reli- 
gious estaUishroenl  now  in  existence,  and 
in  endeayonring  to  adapt  it  to  the  state  of 
society  in  which  it  is  found,  while  1  will  not 
hang  back,  or  shrinki  from  any  limitation 
of  its  privileges,  or  diminution  of  its  re- 
venues, which  seem  to  be  prescribed  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  a  sense  of 
fairness  and  justice  towards  other  parties ; 
while  I  will  be  scared  by  no  names  of 
confiscation,  spoliation,  and  sacrilege, 
when  I  think  myself  justified,  on  the 
plainest  grounds  of  policy  and  truth ;  I 
yet  cannot  bnt  derive  satisfaction,  as  a 
Protestant  and  a  Churchman,  wherever  I 
fed  that  I  may  combine,  without  pre- 
judice to  the  just  and  equal  rights  of  all, 
any  special  mark  of  adherence  either  to 
the  faith  which  I  profess,  or  the  form  of 
establishment  to  which  I  belong.  I  take, 
then,  the  strongest  case,  though  by  no 
means  a  solitary  instance  in  Ireland — I 
take  a  parish  in  which  there  is  no  glebe- 
house,  no  church,  no  churchman ;  and 
even  in  this  spot,  supposing  a  member 
of  the  Established  Church  should  come  to 
reside  there,  or  even  a  casual  passer-by 
should  chance  to  require  the  performance 
of  a  religioua  duty,  even  in  this  spot  he 
shall  find  that  the  Legislature  of  his  coun- 
try has  provided  some  one  on  whom  he, 
the  solitary  resident,  or  casual  stranger, 
may  be  authorized  to  call  for  the  ministra- 
tions or  the  consolations  of  his  religion. 
At  the  same  time  we  do  not  affect  to  make 
this  provision  do  more  than  just  comply 
with  the  principle  which  leaves  no  foot  of 
the  State's  dominions  without  the  pale  of 
the  State's  religion ;  a  principle  which,  I 
am  sevry  to  add,  is  not  in  operation  in 
many  districts  of  Ireland,  which  do  not 
come  within  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 
The  amount  of  provision,  however,  we 
endeavour  to  proportion  to  the  extent  of 
service.  I  need  not  say,  that,  in  such  a 
case,  it  would  be  very  scanty.  In  a  parish 
witboQt  glebe-house,  church,  or  church- 
man, we  consign  the  care  of  souls,  which, 
I  believe,  is  a  correct,  though  it  sounds  a 
contradidory,  expression,  to  the  care  of 
the  minister  of  some  adjoming  parish,  to 
be  named  by  the  Bishop,  at  an  additional 
stipend  of  not  more  than  51,  a-year.*    In 

*  '^Tbe  Ecclesiastical  CommissioDers  are 
directed,  in  the  case  of  the  suspension  of  a 
derk  to  any  beocfict,  in  which  divine  ser?ioe 

hat  ttPl  he  so  eriibnUcd  te  the  ihits  yean 


which  case  we  indulgently  depart  from 
the  proper  rule  thati  where  there  is  no 
duty  there  shall  be  no  pay.  I  understand 
that,  by  the  Church  Temporalities'  Act, 
intnMliicedby  my  noble  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire,  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  were,  in  certain  cases, 
empowered  to  assign  the  stipend  of  41. 
per  annum;  this  was  not  specified  dis- 
tinctly in  the  Bill,  bot  such  a  stipend  has 
been  actually  assigned;  so  we  improve 
in  liberality  as  we  go  on.  In  the  case 
where  there  are  any  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church-— where  there  is  but  one 
-^where  there  is  any  number  below  that 
which  has  occasioned  the  suspension  of 
the  benefice,  the  care  of  souls  is  either  to 
be  committed,  as  in  the  case  where  there 
is  no  member  of  the  Establishment,  to  the 
ministry  of  some  adjoining  parish ;  or,  if 
it  should  appear  to  the  Board  of  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  that,  by  such  means, 
adequate  provision  was  not  likely  to  be 
made  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  parish, 
a  separate  curate  is  to  be  appointed,  with 
the  consent  and  approbation  of  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  in  Council;  and  it  is  to  be 
specially  enacted,  that  wherever  there  is 
now  a  church,  and  a  resident  oflBciating 
minister  there  shall  always  be,  in  future, 
a  separate  curate.  With  respect  to  the 
payment — where  the  cure  is  put  into  the 
bands  of  a  neighbouring  minister,  the 
stipend,  avoiding  the  exact  specification 
of  numbers,  is  to  be  proportioned  to  the 
duty  to  be  performed;  being  in  no  case 
less  than  lOt,  or  more  than  SOL  accord- 
ing to  the  judgement  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  acting  under  the  same 
approbation  and  consent.  Where  a  sepa- 
rate curate  is  appointed,  his  salary  is  not 
to  exceed  75L;  he  will  be  permitted  to 
occupy  the  glebe-house,  should  there  be 

preceding  the  1st  February,  1833,  to  appoint 
to  the  incumbent  or  officiating  minister  of  the 
parish  adjoining  such  suspended  benefice,  such 
moderate  stipend  as  they,  associated  with  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese,  ^all  think  fit  in  oon^ 
sideration  of  the  occasional  Ecdesiastical 
duties  he  may  have  to  perform  in  such  sus- 
pended benefice.'^  See  Sect:  117,  3  and  4 
Will.  4,  chap;  37. 

By  the  fint  Report  ol  the  Ecclesiastical 
CommissiQoeis,  oraered  to  he  nrinted  by  the 
House  of  Commons^  31st  Marco,  1835,  thaj 
state,  that  stipends  varying  fiom  four  to  twenty* 
five  pounds  yearly  have  been  appointed  to  the 
incnmhents  or  officiating  ministers  o£  the  pa- 
rishes adjoining  those  benefices  whiob  hav| 
been  suspended  under  th9  AiSk 
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one,  if  he  so  wishes,  and  undertakes  to 
keep  it  in  repair,  and  is  also  to  have  what- 
ever portion  of  the  glebe-land  may  be 
thought  proper,  not  exceeding  the  annual 
value  of  26L*  The  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
misstoners  may  let  the  glebe-house,  unless 
the  curate  or  officiating  minister  desires 
to  occupy  it ;  and  may  also  let  the  glebe- 
lands,  or  such  portion  of  them  as  shall 
not  be  allotted  to  him.  They  are  to  pay 
off  all  charges  for  buildings,  dilapidations, 
&c.,  on  suppressed  benefices ;  and  will, 
in  the  same  manner,  be  entitled  to  receive 
all  those  dues  that  fall  in.  They  are,  in 
these  respects,  to  hold  the  place  of  a  single 
clergyman  who  might  have  succeeded  to 
the  living.  Provision  is  to  be  made  that, 
in  every  parish  where  the  cure  of  souls  is 
committed  to  a  neighbouring  minister,  if 
his  own  church  is  not  so  situated  as  to 
afford  sufficient  accommodation  for  the 
members  pf  the  establishment  in  the  an- 
nexed parish — and  also  in  every  parish 
where  a  separate  curate  isappointed,  if  there 
IS  no  church  or  chapel — a  suitable  place  of 
public  worship  shall  be  built  or  provided ; 
the  cost  being  suited  to  the  probable  ex- 
tent of  the  congregation  ; — if  to  be  built, 
not  to  exceed  the  sum  of  100/. ;  if  to  be 
provided,  or  hired,  not  exceeding  15/.  per 
annum.f  Little,  indeed,  may  be  thought 
of  these  places  of  public  worship,  to  be 
provided  at  so  modest  a  cost.  I  admit 
they  are  not  such  as  would  have  suited 
the  palmy  days  of  vestry  cess — of  archi- 
tectural churches, and  parish-paid  organs; 
vet,  for  the  accommodation  of  some  ten 
or  twenty  persons,  in  the  midst  of  a  large 
population  who  are  to  derive  no  benefit 


*  So  that  in  such  cases  the  iocome  of  the 
curate  ansing  from  tithes  and  glebe-land  will 
amount  to  100/.  per  annum,  in  a  parish  where 
the  number  of  members  of  the  Established 
Church  does  not  exceed  fifty,  >vith  the  use  of 
the  glebe-house,  subject  to  no  other  charge 
than  that  of  keeping  it  in  repair — and  he  will 
receive  this  stipend  exclusive  of  any  sum  for 
any!  adjoining  parish,  the  cure  of  which  may 
he  committed  to  him  in  case  there  are  not 
more  than  fifty  members  of  the  Established 
Church  in  such  adjoining  parish. 

t  Where  there  is  no  church  in  a  suspended 
parish^  it  is  intended  that  the  school-house 
shall  be  used  for  the  purposes  of  divine  wor- 
ship ;  or  that  a  room  in  the  glebe-house,  if 
vajf  shall  be  set  apart  ibr  the  purpose ;  or  if 
neither  of  these  accommodations  can  be  af- 
forded, that  a  place  of  worship  be  erected  at  a 
*€ost  of  100/. ;  or  a  room  hired  at  a  rent  of 
ISiL  pousds  per  aonum. 


from  them,  I  trust  they  may  answer  all 
the  purposes 

*'  Of  such  plain  roofs  as  piety  can  raise; 
And  only  vocal  to  their  Maker's  praise.** 

It  is  enacted  that  wherever  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  are  about  to  provide 
for  the  spiritual  wants  of  a  parish,  or  to 
apply  any  money  in  building,  or  providing, 
a  place  of  worship,  the  Archbishop  of  the 
province,  and  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
shall  be  associated  with  them,  as  Commis- 
sioners, pro  hdc  vice.  In  the  case  which 
will  very  frequently  happen,  of  one  of 
these  parishes,  in  which  the  number  of 
members  of  the  Established  Church  does 
not  exceed  fifty,  forming  part  of  an  union 
with  other  parishes,  it  will  be  enacted,  that 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  subject 
to  the  approbation  and  consent  of  the 
Lord-lieutenant  in  council,  are  either  to 
disunite  from  the  union  the  parish  in  ques* 
tion,  and  deal  with  it  as  with  a  separate 
suppressed  benefice  under  this  Act ;  or,  if 
they  shall  think  fit  to  continue  the  Union 
to  direct  that  the  incumbent  is  to  receive 
such  part  of  the  income  of  that  particular 
parish  as  would  have  fallen  to  his  share  as 
a  neighbouring  minister  or  a  separate 
curate,  under  the  provisions  which  I  have 
detailed,  in  case  the  parish  had  not  form- 
ed part  of  an  union.  If  the  Church  and 
glebe  house  of  the  union  should  be  in  this 
parish,  the  Commissioners  will  be  em- 
powered to  make  such  special  provisioD 
for  their  use  and  occupation,  as  may  seem 
to  them  most  fitting.  'Further,  upon  every 
future  vacancy  of  a  benefice,  the  anno^ 
value  of  which,  after  allowing  for  the  de- 
duction on  the  amount  of  composition 
effected  by  this  Bill,  as  well  as  for  the  tax 
on  benefices,  proposed  by  the  Church 
Temporalities*  Act,  shall  exceed  300/.,  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  will  be  re- 
quired to  report  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant, 
Uie  circumstances  of  such  benefice,  and 
theextent  of  the  Ecclesiastical  duty,  where- 
upon the  Lord -lieutenant  in  council  will 
be  authorized  to  reduce  the  income  in  all 
cases  when  it  should  appear  to  them  to 
exceed  the  requirements  of  the  case ;  pro- 
vided that  the  reduction  never  brings  the 
income  below  300/.  a -year.  Now,  with 
respect  to  the  livings  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  Bishops,  the  right  will 
hardly  be  denied  to  Parliament,  provided 
it  seems  to  them  to  be  for  the  good  of  the 
country,  and  the  Church,  to  deal  with 
them  at  once.  But  it  will  suggest  itself 
that  lay  or  prirate  adfowsona  itand  on  % 
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Clifferent  footing.    With  wbat  degree  of 
yiolencQ  thehon.  Member  for  St.  Andrew's 
waft  prepared  to  deal  with  lay  patronage 
in  Scotland,  the  House  was,  unfortunately, 
prevented  from  fully  ascertaining ;  but  I 
feel  it  to  be  most  desirable,  in  endeavour- 
ing to  effect  a  great  settlement  of  this  na- 
ture, to  shew  as  scrupulous  a  regard  as 
possible  to  all  claims  bearing  on  the  na- 
ture of  private  property,  and  we  shall 
therefore  introduce  special  provisions  for 
enabling  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
to  indemnify  the  owners  of  lay  advowsons 
which  come  under  the  operation  of  this 
Bill,  by  borrowing  money  on  the  security 
of  the  fund,  to  be  established  from  the 
various  sources  I  have  mentioned.     We 
propose  to  call  this  the  reserve  fund,  and 
It  will  be  applicable,  in  the  first  place,  to 
the  payment  of  stipends,  or  salaries,  as- 
signed to  the  ministers  or  curates  interest- 
ed with  the  cure  of  souls  in  the  suppressed 
benefices,  to  the  payment  of  the  charges 
on  such  parishes, — to  the  provision  of 
chapels,  or  places  of  worship,  and  other 
like  purposes  mentioned.    Af^er  all  such 
purposes  shall  have  been  satisfied,  in  iust 
accordance,  I    conceive,    with    the    Ke- 
solution  of  my  noble  Friend,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
all  the  further  sums  that  accrue  in  each 
year  will  be  applied  by  the  Commissioners 
of 'National  Education  in  Ireland  to  the 
religious    and  moral    instruction  of   all 
classes  of  the  people,  without  distinction 
of  religious  persuasion.    As  to  the  pro- 
priety of  diverting  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  to  any  but  Ecclesiastical  purposes, 
and  the  propriety  of  applying  them  to  the 
religious  and  moral  education  of  the  whole 
-body  of  the  people,  without  distinction  of 
religious  ^rsuasion,  I  feel  there  are  points 
which  it  IS  quite  out  of  my  present  pro- 
vince to  labour :  they  have  been  already 
entertained,  debated,  and  decided  by  this 
House ;  and  it  is  in  consequence  of  that 
decision  that  I  now  submit  this  whole 
measure  to  their  consideration.    I  have 
already  adverted  to  the  objection  which 
has  been  expressed  in  some  quarters  on 
account  of  apprehended  peril  to  the  safety, 
nay,  to  the  lives  of  the  existing  clerical 
incumbents.     I  cannot,  for  my  part,  an- 
ticipate, that  results  so  horrible  could  be 
brought  about  by  any  such  ardent  zeal  for 
education,  coupled  with  such  a  rutliless 
propensity  to  crime  as  this,  in  my  view, 
rather  morbid  alarm  pre-supposes ;    and 
|9t  it  be  observed  that,  s^Uhoughtbe  wants 


of  the  district  from  which  tha  funds  are 
drawn,  will,  of  course,  be  primarily  and 
mainly  consulted,  nothing  makes  it  impe-* 
rative  to  apply  them  within  the  actual 
bounds  of  the  benefice  become  vacant; 
and,  also,  this  Government,  and,  I  make 
no  doubt,  all  succeeding  Governments, 
will  still  be  prepared  to  call  on  the  libe- 
rality of  Parliament  not  to  stint  or  starve 
the  objects  of  popular  education  in  Ire- 
land, during  the  unavoidable  scantiness  of 
means  which  must  prevail  in  the  infancy 
of  our  Reserve  Fund,  and  through  the 
lives  of  existing  incumbents. 

But,  I  may  be  asked,  as  the  Resolution, 
to  which  the  House  has  agreed,  states  that 
the  spiritual  wants  of  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church  shgufd  be  fully  pro- 
vided for  in  the  first  instance,  and  as  the 
funds  at  present  in  the  hands  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  do  not  by  any 
means  yet  hieet  those  Ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses to  which  they  are  assigned,  are  we 
at  liberty  to  apply  any  surplus  which 
arises  under  this  Act,  to  the  purposes  of 
general  education,  the  fund  for  the  Eccle- 
siastical purposes  being  still  inadequate? 
I  think  we  are  clearly  so  entitled.  Beyond 
the  five  per  cent  on  the  composition  for 
tithe  which  we  charge  X)n  the  Perpetuity 
Purchase  Fund,  for  the'  benefit  of  the 
existing  clergy,  aiid  which  comes  under 
the  tithe  settlement,  and  not  under  the 
appropriation  branch  of  this  Bill,  I  believe 
we  shall  hardly  make  any  trespass,  be- 
yond, at  least,  what  we  repay,  upon  the 
funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  It  is  true'  they  are  in 
debt  at  present;  it  will  take  sometime 
for  them  to  redeem  it ;  but  still,  eventu- 
ally, they  will  be  in  possession  of  a  surplus. 
With  that  surplus  we  now  in  no  way  pro- 
pose to  deal;  we  leave  that  to  the  dis- 
posal of  future  Parliaments,  when  the 
moment  for  their  interference  shall  have 
arrived.  We  leave  it  just  as  it  would 
have  been  left  by  the  late  Government ; 
but  under  this  Bill  we  propose  certain 
fiesh  modifications  and  curtailments  of 
which  the  state  of  the  Established  Church 
seems  to  us  to  admit ;  we  first  do  what  we 
think  necessary  duly  to  provide  for  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church ;  and  it  is  the  re- 
maining surplus,  thus  created,  which  we 
deem  ourselves  at  liberty  to  apply  at  once 
to  the  object  designated  in  the  Resolof  ion, 
the  religions  and  moral  instruction  of  the 
entire  Irish  people. 
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Bat  will  it  be  thoaght  that  when  we 
speak  of  parishes  ¥dthoat  chnrches  or 
churchmeii,  or  with  but  tens  and  twenties, 
oat  of  the  whole  population,  we  are  but 
counting  shadows,  and  making  a  great 
outcry  over  one  or  two  extreme  instances, 
and  that  this  Reserve  Fund  will  in  fact 
have  no  feeders  to  supply  it  ?    I  call  the 


attention  of  those  who  are  so  rendy  to 
sneer  at  our  giving  only  5L  to  a  neigh- 
bottring  clergyman,  for  doing  the  duty  in 
parishes  where  there  is  no  duty  to  be 
done,  to  the  statement  of  the  Humbert 
of  parishes  which  come  under  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill : — 


DIOCESES. 

'S|| 

Nnmter  of  Ptriibcii  containing  U  VmSbtr,  ProleiUnti 

lew  than 

r 
T«!n. 

Twenty. 

Tliirty. 

Forty. 

Fifty. 

1.  Cashel 

2.  Emly 

3.  Waterford 

4.  Lbmore 

5.  Limerick 

6.  ArdfertandAghadoe 

7.  Cork 

8.  Ross       -        •        - 

9.  Cloyne 

10.  Killaloe 

11.  Kilfenora     - 

12.  Dublin 

13.  Kildare 

14.  Ferns      •        -        • 

15.  Letghlia      -           « 

16.  Ossory 

17.  Tuam 

18.  Elphin 

19.  >  Clonfert  and  KiU 
90.  \       macduagh 
91.?  Killala  and 
93.)     Achonry    « 

93.  Armagh          « 

24.  Meath 

25.  Ardagh  .... 

26.  Down 

27.  Connor 
98.  Deny 

14 

10 

7 

7 

9 

7 

1 

1 

12 

1 

9 

6 

4 

7 

3 

17 

11 

3 

7 
2 

6 

6 
nil 
nil 

1 
nil 

11 

9 

3 

14 

12 

13 

2 

2 

9 

11 

2 

6 

7 

8 

4 

21 

13 

10 

6 
2 

5 
21 
nil 
nil 

3 
nil 

16 

9 

6 

12 

13 

12 

1 

3 

16 

11 

9 

7 

10 

7 

5 

11 

6 

12 

B 
5 

2 
22 

1 
nil 

9 
nil 

18 
2 

nil 
9 

7 
7 
4 
1 

13 
7 
1 
2 
5 

12 
4 
5 
9 
5 

5 
2 

4 

16 
nil 
1 

4 
I 

6 
2 
1 
7 
5 
7 
7 
3 
7 
8 

nil 
5 
7 
5 
2 

10 
3 
9 

4 

2 

3 

6 

nil 

1 

4 

nil 

3 
9 

nil 
3 
5 
6 
2 

nil 
4 
4 

nil 
3 
6 
5 
3 
8 
1 
9 

3 

1 

2 
13 
nil 
nil 
nU 

1 

58 

34 

16 

S2 

51 

52 

17 

10 

61 

42 

14 

99 

19 

44 

91 

n 

43 
34 

S3 

14 

29 

84 

1 

9 

14 

1 

Totals: 

151 

194 

198 

133 

107 

77 

860* 

The  consequence  will  be  that  the  funds, 
which,  in  all  these  parishes,  are  wholly 
devoted  to  the  maintenance  of  what  I 
must  consider  a  superfluous  portion  of  the 
Established  Church,  because  it  is  devoted 
to  the  maintenance  of  sinecurists  and  ab« 
•entees,  wtU  also  in  some  measure  be  ap- 
plied to  the  benefit  of  the  overwhelming 
minority  of  persons  belonging  to  other 
persuasions,  now  wholly  unprovided  by 
the  State  with  the  means  of  religious,  or 


of  any,  instroction ;  who  will  thus  be  ac- 
knowledged as  entitled  to  share  with  their 
fellow-countrymen  in  that  access  to  re- 
ligious and  moral  education,  which  a  pa- 
ternal Government  ought  not  to  refuse  to 
any  class  of  its  subjects.  I  have  also  had 
an  account  made  up,  as  far  as  it  coaM  be 
calculated,  upon  the  amount  of  the  Re- 
serve Fund  likely  to  accrue  mider  this 
Bill,  from  the  parishes  which  it  would 
affect.     This  account  does  not  include 


*  Of  paritfaes  ^ere  are  stated  to  be  at  maent,  in  Irahmd,  about  2,405 ;  and  of  benefioea, 
«lther  or  abigle  pariahea,  or  of  nniona  of  pariahea,  or  parta  of  patiahaa,  there  ava  about  1,^85  in 
nimilMr;— ao  that  although  one  or  more  mridies  in  an  anion  will  he  suspended*  still  the  banalett 
itself  may  eontiaoe  although  in  a  modified  and  raduced  shape,  sa  leaards  the  aaouat  of  iaooaftu. 
Of  unions  of  parishes  there  are  478,  which  form  the  priaeipal  p^oa  of  the  beaeficea  afected  by  tk« 
contemplated  piorisions. 
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any  irams  to  be  derived  from  the  reduction 
of  benefices  above  3002.  a-year  in  value, 
beeaute  as  the  amount  of  that  reduction 
is  to  be  discretionary,  and  proportionate, 
it  would  of  course  be  hardly  possible  to 


form  an  estimate  sufficiently  exact;  nor, 
for  the  same  reason,  does  it  include  any 
sums  to  be  derived  from  the  letting  of  glebe 
houses  and  glebe  lands : — 


OriM  Amonnt  of  ReserTed  Fond  ariiios  ftvm 
Puiihes. 

DIOCESES. 

\ 

Total  Amount  of 

Reaenrad  Fund. 

• 

la  Royal  or  Ecclesiaattcal 

la  Lay  Fatronaga,  after 

Patronaee,  after  ezistiiic 
iDtereiu. 

exiidng  intcreati,  and  in- 

dcttDiScation  of  Palroni. 

£.       s,    </. 

£.       *•    d. 

£.         i,      d. 

1.  Cashel 

- 

5,520     10     5 

nil 

2.  Emly 

> 

1,760     13     6 

503     15     5 

3.  Waterford 

. 

520       0     0 

nil 

4.  Lismore 

. 

2,159     11     2 

1,603       3  10 

5.  Limerick 

- 

2,087       1     4 

1,512       3  10 

6.  Ardfert,  &c. 

- 

1,762    19    6 

1,178     10    6 

7-  Cork    • 

- 

1,862     19    9 

308     18     0 

8.  Ross 

m 

464     16     2 

nil 

9.  Cloyne 

m 

8,802     10     9 

nil 

10.  Killaloe       • 

- 

1,717      0  10 

1,241       0  11 

11.  Kilfenora 

. 

327    11     7 

51       4  11 

12.  Dublin 

. 

1,013      4     9 

176     12    0 

13.  Kildare 

• 

1,320      3     3 

45    15     7 

14.  Ferns         ^ 

•i 

1,925       5    5 

nil 

15.  Leighlin 

• 

1,829      2    4 

46      3    1 

16«  Ossory        «. 

- 

4,727      5     1 

1,841      4    0 

17.  Tuam    - 

• 

2,668      3     5 

nfl 

18.  Elpbin 

. 

1,599      8    7 

nU 

19.>    Clonfert  and  Rilmac 

20./       duagh      - 

. 

512    17    4 

267    12    8 

21.\   Killala  and 
22.  j       Achonry      • 

800    12  10 

nil 

23.  Armagh 

1,003     10    7 

271       0  11 

24.  Meath 

2»788      5  U 

1,005      9    6 

25.  Ardagh 

16    16    4 

nil 

26.  Down 

56      1     3 

nU 

27.  Connor       ■> 

588    16    5 

125    10    6 

28.  Deny 

63      3    1 

nil 

47|898    11     7 

10,178      5    7 

58,076    17    «• 

Exclusive  of  glebe  lands.                 { 

I  think  that  the  mere  statement  of  fiicts 
contained  in  these  enumerations  must 
make  an  impression  beyond  the  compass 
of  any  declamation  to  reach ;  and  that  all 
the  arts  of  diction  cannot  come  up  to  this 
bare  arithmetic. 

It  will  be  remembered  that,  in  the  De- 
bates on  the  Church  Temporalities'  Act, 
we  heard  much  of  the  expansive  force  of 
Protestantism,  and  I  am  glad  so  far  to 


find,  in  the  shape  of  corroboration  to  that 
expression,  that  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  public  instruction  states  the 
numbers  of  many  of  the  Protestant  and 
Church  of  England  congregations  in  In- 
land to  be  on  the  increase.  We  have  not 
been  inattentive  to  this  brtnch  of  the  eon- 
sideration,  and  we  provide  that,  if,  at  any 
subsequent  time,  the  number  of  membefs 
of  the  Established  Chutdi  should  incraaie 


*  The  principle  upon  which  this  cslcnlation  has  heen  fbimed  is  is  follows :— From  the  existing 
amonnta  of  composition,  30^  per  cent  has  been,  in  the  iitst  place,  dedeted  as  contemplated  by  the 
Bill ; — and,  after  allowing  a  sum  of  5/.  per  parish,  for  those  parishes  in  wUeh  ther*  ana  not  i&y 
l^testants,  an  average  stipend  of  S52.  per  pariah  for  those  in  which  theie  are  less  than  fifty 
Protestants,  without  Church  or  glebe  house ;  as  also  an  areiage  stipend  of  65/.  per  parish  for  these 
in  which  there  are  less  than  fifty  Protestants,  bat  baring  either  a  Church  or  glebe  house,  the  surplus, 
ss  above  stated,  will  arise  in  each  diocese  from  sad  after  the  cessation  of  existing  intsrasts. 
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in  such  a  manner  as  that  the  arrangements 
adopted  under  this  Act  should  be  found, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com. 
missioners,  inadequate  to  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  parish,  they  are  specially  to 
report  the  circumstances  to  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  in  council,  and  to  submit  at 
the  same  time  the  proposition  which  they 
may  think  called  for  by  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  If  the  Lord-lieutenant  in 
council  should  approve  of  this  Report  and 
proposition,  they  are  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament ;  and,  after  the  expiration  of 
six  months  from  that  period,  the  Eccle. 
siastical  Commissioners  may  carry  their 
proposition  into  effect,  unless  Parliament 
shall  have  otherwise  directed. 

I  believe  that  the  Bill  only  contains, 
further,  two  or  three  Clauses  for  the  pur- 
pose of  amending,  filling  up,  and  extend- 
ing, some  portions  of  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities' Act,  but  as  they  are  only  framed 
with  the  view  to  act  in  the  obvious  spirit, 
and  fulfil  the  evident  intentions  of  this 
Act,  I  need  hardly  enter  into  any  detail 
of  iJiem  at  present ;  they  mainly  provide 
that  the  property  of  minor  canons  and 
vicars  choral  snould  be  vested  in  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,  subject  to  pro- 
visions for  existing  interests,  and  the  dis- 
charge of  actual  duties.  The  tithes  dis- 
appropriated from  dignities  in  case  of 
vicarages,  or  other  cures,  being  specially 
endowed,  may  be  carried  to  the  general 
accoont  of  the  same  Commissioners ;  and 
the  tenants  of  Bishops,  instead  of  paying 
down  the  purchase-money  for  perpetuities, 
may  give  a  mortgagCi  at  a  reduced  in- 
terest, payable  within  a  limited  period. 
I  ought,  perhaps,  to  add,  that  any  ad- 
ditional suras  arising  out  of  these  provi- 
sions, being  subsidiary  to  the  operation  of 
the  Church  Temporalities'  Act,  will,  con- 
formably with  the  principle  to  which  I 
before  adverted,  be  applied  to  the  general 
fund  under  the  administration  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  for  the  purposes 
of  that  Act 

I  have  now  gone  through  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  Measure  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  submit  to  the  House.  It  com- 
pises  many  beads;  it  covers  much  ground; 
It  touches  important  principles;  and,  there- 
fore, I  know  that,  in  its  progress,  it  must 
expect  to  encounter  many  assailants,  per- 
haps from  many  quarters* 

I  believe  tlie  settlement  of  the  Tithe 
Question  to  be  as  indispensable  to  a  suf- 
fering clergy,  as  I  think  a  fresh  appro- 


priation is  called  for  by  a  superabundant 
establishment ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  ihe 
Bill  rightly  and  fairly  connects  and  couples 
them  together.    I  also  am  pleased  to  think 
that  while  the  Bill  does  not  shrink  from 
grappling  openly  and  boldly  with  the  ques-^ 
tion  of  appropriation — while  it  assails  all 
sinecures,  in  spite  of  any  prescriptions,  I 
believe,  in  my  conscience,  that  its  tendency 
will  be  to  give  to  Protestants  themselves — 
to  that  very  Church,  which  it  may  prob- 
ably be  represented  merely  as  an  attempt 
to  rob,  defraud,  and  pillage,  sources  oi 
strength  and  vitality  which  have  been  long; 
dried  up  before  :  and  it  is  hardly  fanciful 
to  hope,  that  in  many  parishes  where  the 
untended  Hock  h^  hitherto  been  uncon- 
scious of  the  ministrations,  and  even  of  the 
existence,  of  their  pluralist  or  absentee 
incumbent,  it  may,  forthe  first  time,  cause 
"  the  sound  of  a  church-going  bell "  to  be 
heard.   Such  advantages  however,  invalu- 
able as  they  would  be  in  my  eyes,  I  admit 
to  be  almost  incidental  to  the  main  object 
of  the  measure,  which  is,  that  when  you 
are  calling  upon  the  country  to  ratify  and 
secure,  at  considerable  cost  and  sacrifice, 
the  future  maintenance'  of  a  Church  Es- 
tablishment, which  atone  bught  to  exist 
on  the  plea  of  the  national  good»  you  are 
called  upon  to  give  to  it  that  decent  con- 
formity with  the  tenure  of  its  existence, 
and  with  the  extent  of  its  duties,  as  may 
render  it  an  object  of  unforced  esteem, 
and  respectful  forbearance,  instead  of  an 
unfailing  source  of  contemj^uous  reproach 
and  angry  resistance.    If  the  proposition 
I  am  now  making  ia  calculated,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  to  operate  against  the  in- 
terests of  truth  and  real  religion,  no  one 
more  heartily  desires  its  fulure.     It  is 
with  the  most  confident  wishes  for  its  suc- 
cess that  I  now  move  for  '*  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  the  better  regulation  of  Ecde* 
siastical  Revenues,  and  the  promotion  of 
Religious  and  Moral  Education  in  Ire- 
land." 

Sir  Henry  Hardmge  said,  that  at  that 
late  hour,  he  should  best  consult 
the  wishes  of  the  House  by  pursuing 
the  course  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department)  towards  the  Bill  introduced 
by  him  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge),  when  he 
did  not  oppose  the  Resolution  on  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill,  on  the  understand- 
ing, that  no  Member  by  not  opposing  the 
Resolution,  lent  himself  to  the  principle  or 

the  details  of  the  measure.    He  sbool^i 
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therefore,  offer  do  oppoeition  to  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  reserving  to  himself 
the  right  to  offer  every  possible  opposition 
to  the  principle  and  the  details  of  the  Bill 
hereafter.  When  the  principle  of  appro- 
priation was  avowed,  and  it  was  proposed 
to  apply  the  property  of  the  Church  to 
other  than  Ecclesiastical  purposes,  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  declare,  that  his  objections 
to  such  a  measure  were  as  insuperable  as 
ever,  and  that  he  would  never  be  a  party 
to  the  adoption  of  a  principle  so  full  of 
mischief  and  danger.  The  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord  embraced  two  heads,  the 
Question  of  the  settlement  of  Tithes,  and 
that  of  regulating  the  property  of  the 
Church ;  and  as  far  as  he  could  follow  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  so  far  as  the 
clergy  were  concerned,  the  plan  of  regu- 
lation proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
infinitely  worse  than  any  idea  he  (Sir 
Henry  nardinge)  could  have  formed  of  the 
measure.  The  noble  Lord  had  truly  said, 
that  the  Bill  would  have  many  enemies ; 
it  was  calculated  to  please  only  one  tail. 
When  the  measure  was  known  throughout 
the  country,  no  doubt  the  noble  Lord's 
anticipation  would  be  fulfilled.  He  was 
confident  that  the  BiU  would  not  pass 
that  House ;  at  any  rate  that  it  would  not 
become  an  Act  of  the  Legislature.  He 
was  aware  that  in  saymg  this  he  exposed 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature  to  the 
imputation  of  the  consequences  of  reject- 
ing the  measure  of  last  year ;  but  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  House,  whether  the  rejection 
of  that  Bill  was  not  justified  by  the  fact, 
that  in  the  Bill  of  last  year  the  landlords 
had  forty  per  cent ;  in  this  Bill  only  thirty 
per  cent?  He  granted  that  it  was  better 
for  the  clergy ;  but  was  not  a  justification 
of  the  rejection  of  the  BiU  to  be  found  in 
this  statement?  He  intreated  and  im- 
plored the  noble  Lord,  when  he  talked  of 
there  being  no  pay  where  there  was  no 
work,  since  there  was  to  be  so  large  a 
sacrifice  on  the  part  of  Government  and 
the  country,  to  take  out  of  the  Bill  the 
miserable  stipend  to  a  clergyman  of  51.  a- 
year  to  relieve  his  measure  from  the  ridicule 
of  granting  to  a  labouring  clergyman  52.  a- 
year  for  the  performance  of  religious  duty. 
^  All  the  objections  he  had  ever  had  to  the 
principle  of  appropriation  of  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department)  applied  to  this  measure. 
But  when  he  heard  that  the  number  of 
Protestants  in  a  parish,  to  make  it  one  of 
the  luspended  parishes,  was  to  be  below 
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fifty,  he  must  say,  that  this  principle 
would  be  productive  of  the  greatest  danger 
in  Ireland.  Suppose  a  parish  contained 
fifty-five  Protestants;  if,  by  means  of 
emigration,  cholera,  natural  death,  or 
assassination,  the  number  was  brought 
down  to  forty-nine,  was  this  parish,  under 
the  system  of  the  Act,  to  be  suspended  ? 

Lord  Morpeth  observed,  that  the  calca* 
lation  was  retrospective.  The  measure 
would  only  operate  on  those  parishes  in 
which,  according  to  the  Report  on  the 
Table,  the  number  of  the  Protestants  did 
not  exceed  fifty. 

Sir  Henry  Hardxnge :  Where  then  was 
the  justice  of  the  arrangement,  if  it  was 
merely  retrospective*  Where  was  the 
justice  of  fixing  the  number  retrospect- 
ively at  fifty.  But  he  should  not  enter 
into  the  details.  The  BiU  was  of  a  cha- 
racter which  he  would  undertake  to  say, 
when  it  was  known  in  the  country,  would 
be  found  to  have  exceeded  the  worst  pre- 
dictions of  the  worst  enemies  of  the  Churchy 
and  it  never  would  become  an  Act  of  the 
Legislature. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  be  alarmed.  It  was  quite 
absurd  to  say  at  the  present  day,  that  a 
Church  should  not  be  suited  to  the  wants 
of  the  people.  A  line  must  be  drawn, 
and  bis  Majesty's  Government  had  at- 
tempted to  draw  a  line.  Looking  to  the 
principle  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  thought 
no  measure  could  be  more  equitable.  If 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  quarrelled  with 
the  5/.,  and  thought  it  ought  not  to  be 
given,  where  there  was  no  duty  done,  he 
would  agree  with  him  to  strike  it  off. 
But  he  did  not  look  at  it  in  that  light. 
Parliament  was  right  to  require  that  some 
provision  should  be  made.  There  was 
no  fear  that  the  measure  would  not 
pass  this  House;  the  Bill,  he  hoped, 
would  pass  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  they  were  not  the  friends  of  Parlia- 
ment who  said  otherwise.  Let  those  who 
refused  the  last  Bill  refuse  this  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  means  of 
knowing  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
might  l^  better  than  his ;  but  Gentlemea 
lived  each  in  his  own  ^here,  and  limited 
their  inquiries  to  their  own  society.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  looked  to  Govern** 
ment  as  the  means  of  promoting  the 
happiness  of  the  many,  and  it  was  in  that 
light  he  viewed  the  present  measure* 
There  was  only  one  part  of  it  he  could 
not  support«--that  was  the  proposed  granf 
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of  1,000,000/.  The  Church  had  ample 
means  to  pay  this  money;  the  House 
should  not  give  it  up  unconditionally. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  repeated, 
was  mistaken  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
his  proposition  wonld  he  received.  He 
was  confident  that  in  its  spirit  and  prin- 
ciple it  would  he  received  by  the  whole 
country  with  exultation  and  gratitude. 

Mr.  Shaw  could  not  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  introduced  without  entering  his  warm- 
est and  most  earnest  protest  against  it. 
The  question  involved  in  it  was  of  the 
most  vital  importance,  and  which,  if  not 
speedily  settled,  would  leave  no  security 
for  property.  The  state  in  which  the 
Irish  Clergy  were  placed  was  such  as  he 
would  not  harrow  the  feelings  of  the 
House  by  describing.  If  Government  had 
properly  asserted  the  dignity  of  the  law 
four  years  ago  in  Ireland,  the  settlement 
of  this  question  would  not  be  a  matter  of 
such  difficulty.  If  they  had  proceeded 
with  the  same  vigour  with  which  they 
appeared  to  undertake  this  Bill,  circum- 
stances in  Ireland  would  now  bear  a 
different  aspect.  The  law  had  been  as- 
serted in  Ireland,  and  Ofder  had  been 
restored ;  but  when  Lord  Althorp announced 
that  no  further  tithes  should  be  collected, 
the  police,  who  on  one  day  had  put  up 
one  notice,  were  the  next  day  to  be  seen 
putting  up  another  of  a  different  tendency, 
and  the  authority  of  the  law  was  at  an  end. 
There  was  one  point  which  he  was  desirous 
of  impressing  upon  the  House;  namely, 
that  theClergy  of  Ireland,  whatever  might 
be  their  suffering,  were  a  body  of  men 
whose  integrity  was  not  to  be  corrupted ; 
and  he  would  tell  the  noble  Lord  that 
nothing  could  induce  them  to  forego  their 
paramount  duty,  or  abandon  the  work  for 
which  they  had  been  appointed.  They 
would  accept  of  no  personal  or  temporary 
relief  at  the  expense  of  any  principle  which 
to  them  appeared  subversive  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  in  Ireland.  They  never 
could  forget  the  language  of  the  dignified 
Prehte  who  presided  at  a  meeting  held 
some  time  since  in  Ireland,  and  who,  in 
stating  the  sentiments  of  the  clergy  of 
that  country,  said  that  they  were  prepared 
to  sacrifice  every  personal  consideration, 
even  life  itself,  for  the  preservation  of  the 
Church.  The  time  was  now  come  when 
the  question  was  to  be  decided  whether 
there  should  or  should  not  be  an  Established 
Church,    If  there  was  to  be  no  Establish* 
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plainly  stated ;  and  let  not  the  House  or 
the  country  be  deluded  by  this  Appropri- 
ation Clause,  and  the  Clergy  of  Ireland 
insulted  and  mocked  by  the  noble  Lord's 
51.  provision.  The  object  of  this  Bill  was 
to  set  a  fine  upon  the  heads  of  Protestants 
and  to  hold  out  an  obvious  inducement 
to  their  reduction,  and  eventually  their 
extirpation,  by  means  of  tumult  and  out- 
rage which  he  oould  not  stop  to  detaiL 
Would  the  noble  Lord  stand  up  in  his 
place,  and  say  that  his  Bill  would  not 
have  this  effect?  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  his  measure  was  purely  retrospective. 
But  if  the  noble  Lord  attempted  to  quiet 
himself  or  the  House  with  such  a  notion, 
he  was  under  a  sad  delusion.  The  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  do  away  with  the  duties 
and  thestipend  of  theProtestantdergyman 
in  every  parish  which  did  not  contain  fifly 
Protestant  souls.  What  would  the  noble 
Lord  do,  however,  when,  some  short  time 
hence,  parbhes  which  now  contained  fifty- 
one  or  upwardsof  Protestants  were  reduced 
below  that  number,  by  what  means  he 
need  not  say  ?  When  that  came  to  pass, 
as  it  inevitably  would  come  to  pass, 
would  not  the  noble  Lord  find  himself 
ui^ed  on  by  the  same  pressing  necessity 
which  now  actuated  him  to  sweep  away 
those  parishes  also  ?  it  was  quite  puerile 
to  talk  of  this  Bill  operating  only  retro- 
spectively ;  its  baneful  operation  would  be 
worked  forward  until  the  whole  Protestant 
Establishment  in  Ireland  was  undermined, 
and  the  religion  left  unprotected  in  the 
country.  If  it  was  the  noble  Lord's 
intention  to  destroy  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland,  let  him  do  so  in  a  mora  noble, 
a  more  manly,  a  more  honest,  and  a  more 
humane  manner  than  the  one  he  now  pro- 
posed to  adopt.  Let  him  bring  to  a  Bill 
expressly  and  directly  for  the  abolitioo  of 
the  Irish  Church,  and  not  let  the  extinction 
of  the  Church  depend  upon  the  extinction 
of  its  members  and  adherents.  He  would 
not  longer  detain  the  House  upon  Ac 
principles  invoWed  in  this  Bill.  He  had 
already  said,  that  he  did  not  propoee  to 
oftr  any  opposition  to  it  in  its  prasent 
stage;  but  he  gave  the  noble  Lord  notice 
that  it  was  his  determination,  in  aO  its 
subsequent  stages,  whenever  it  might  be 
brought  fbrwanJ,  to  ghre  it  his  most 
determined  oppositkm.  Before  he  set 
down,  he  wiriied  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  m  the  Chair,  relation 
to  the  regularity  of  Ute  coane  the  BoUa 
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He  vnAei  to  pnt  it  to  tha  noble  Lord  and 
to  the  Hodset  whether  it  wascostomary  to 
bring  forward  a  Motioo  upon  a  grave  and 
important  matter  of  religion  or  finance  in 
any  other  way  than  before  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House.  He  certainly  had  under- 
stood that  it  had  been  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  take  up  the  Resolution 
passed  by  a  Committee  of  -the  whole 
House  in  an  earlier  part  of  the  Session, 
relating  to  the  appropriation  of  Church- 
property;  and  upon  that  Resolution  to 
found  a  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
had  not  done  so,  however;  and  what  he 
wanted  to  be  informed  of  was,  whether 
the  noble  Lord  was  strictly  in  order  in  the 
oourse  he  had  pursued? 

Lord  Morpeth  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  had  precedents  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  Tithe  Bill,  and  also  in  that  of  the 
English  Tithe  Bill  of  1832,  to  warrant  the 
course  he  had  pursued  that  night* 

Mr.  Charles  A.  Walker  would  not  have 
said  one  word  but  for  the  observations 
which  had  been  made  from  the  opposite 
side  of  tha  House.  But  as  a  Protestant 
Member,  be  begged  to  return  bis  best  and 
warmest  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  to 
bis  MajestVs  Ministers,  for  bringing  in  a 
measure  which  would  not  injure  the  Pro* 
testant  religion,  but  must  materially  serve 
it.  He  believed  that,  looking  to  past 
experience,  Protestantism  in  Ireland  would 
diminish,  and  that  Church  would  cease  to 
be  the  Established  Church.  He  thanks 
the  Government  for  this  measure,  which 
he  hailed  as  a  boon  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, because,  if  any  thing  could  christian- 
ise the  Church,  it  was  a  measure  like  this. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  seemed  to  claim  to  themselves 
the  exclusive  representation  of  the  Pro- 
testants 0^  Irdand;  but  he  would  say, 
that  he  and  others  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  were  the  persons  who  really  repre- 
sented the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  though 
they  did  not  represent  the  Orange  faction. 
If  that  measure,  or  oneof  ecjual  efficiency, 
were  postponed,  the  collection  of  tithes  m 
Ireland  as  well  as  the  Church  itself  would 
be  gone  for  ever.  It  had  been  stated,  that 
the  plan  on  which  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
ceeded was  altogether  inapplicable  to  the 
state  of  Ireland;  but  he  (Mr.  Walker) 
knew  a  case  in  his  own  neighbourhood  in 
which  the  clergyman  of  one  parish  received 
the  sum  of  4/.  a^year,  fordoing  duty  in  the 
next  parish,  in  which  there  was  no  church. 


Lord  SUadey  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
expressing  a  hope,  aa  upon  the  present 
occasion  there  seemed  not  to  be  the  small- 
est disposition  on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
throw  any  impediment  in  the  way  of  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  that  hon.  Members 
would  not  continue  a  discussion  which 
might  prevent  a  fuller  discussion  hereafier, 
but  delay  their  observations  till  the  proper 
time  came,  which  would  afford  the  oppor- 
tunity of  entering  fully  into  the  debate. 
When  that  time  arrived,  as  his  noble 
Friend  very  well  knew,  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  express  his  opinion  on  this  Bill, 
and  on  the  subject  of  the  Appropriation 
more  especially.  He  need  not  tell  his 
noble  Friend  that  he  should  give  it  every 
possible  opposition  in  his  power.  He  well 
knew  the  courage  of  his  noble  Friend  and 
those  with  whom  he  was  associated  in 
bringing  forward  this  measure,  but  he 
confessed  that  the  boldness  of  the  measure 
and  its  details  did  far  exceed  his  most 
fearful  anticipations.  First  of  all,  entering 
his  protest  against  the  Appropriation  part 
of  the  Bill  in  principle--<against  almost 
every  detail  in  reference  to  the  Appropri- 
ation— also  against  the  princinle  of  doing 
away  with  the  practicability  or  redemption 
— and,  almost  as  much  as  any,  against  the 
power  to  re*open  composition,  which  could 
not  now  after  so  many  years  be  safely  re- 
opened— he  wished  to  ask  for  explanation  on 
one  or  two  points  upon  which  he  did  not 
know  whether  or  not  he  had  accurately 
understood  his  noble  Friend.  First  whe- 
ther bis  noble  Friend  meant,  that  for  the 
sum,  such  as  it  might  be,  which  was'  in 
future  to  be  appropriated  to  the  clergy, 
the  State  was  to  make  itself  liable,  with- 
out deduction,  whatever  its  power  might 
be  of  collection  or  to  appropriate  ? 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  understood  him  correctly  in  taking 
that  in  the  affirmative. 

Lord  Stanley  then  wished  to  know  how 
far  back  his  noble  Friend  meant  to  go 
with  the  power  of  collection  ? — next,  from 
whom  he  purposed  the  collection  should 
be  made  ?  he  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  say  from  the  landlord.  He  knew  the 
practical  difficulty  there  would  be  in  that, 
for  he  had  considered  the  subject  well, 
but  did  the  noble  Lord  propose  that  the 
collection  should  be  from  the  landlord  at 
the  head  of  the  scale,  or  from  the  person 
immediately  above  the  occupying  tenant, 
and  then  so  go  on  ascending  in  the  scale? 
He  asked  that,  in  reference  to  those  who 
2X2 
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were  between  the  head  landlord  and  the 
tenant,  and  whose  interests  might  be  most 
materially  affected  by  the  measure.  A 
third  question  was  with  regard  to  the 
parishes,  for  his  noble  Friend  had  first 
stated  there  were  about  840  parishes  that 
would  come  within  the  operation  of  that 
provision  of  the  Bill  by  which,  there  not 
being  fifty  Protestants  within  each  of 
them,  the  clergyman  would  be  deprived 
of  the  income  derived  from  those  parishes. 
His  noble  Friend  had  said  parishes,  and 
had  not  said  benefices;  and  this  difficulty 
would  arise  under  his  noble  Friend's  Bill 
— for  he  apprehended  the  suspension  would 
be  compulsory ;  if  the  Protestant  popula- 
tion did  not  amount  to  a  certain  number, 
this  case  might  and  would  arise;  a  clergy- 
man might  be  in  possession  of  three 
parishes,  one  of  which  contained  a  large 
Protestant  population,  but  which  might 
actually  fail  in  producing  any  income; 
the  two  others  might  contain  a  very  small 
proportion  of  Protestants,  and  a  numerous 
body  of  Roman  Catholics;  and  for  the 
very  reason  that  they  paid  a  considerable 
amount  in  tithes,  and  did  not  contain 
many  Protestants,  they  had  been  added 
to  the  other  parish,  which  contained  a 
large  body  of  Protestants,  but  few  Catho- 
lics, and  yielded  no  revenue ;  would  the 
operation  of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  not  be, 
that  in  such  a  case,  the  clergyman,  losing 
the  income  derived  from  the  two  parishes 
which  were  competent  to  pay,  and  did 
pay,  would  be  left  with  a  large  body  of 
Protestant  parishioners,  and  absolutely 
deprived  of  any  income  from  his  living 
whatever?  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  able  to  contradict  the  supposi- 
tion that  this  would  be  the  effect;  if  not, 
he  would  commit  by  his  Bill  a  very  gross 
injustice.  The  last  question  was,  whether 
the  whole  produce  of  those  840  parishes 
i— whether  all  the  pecuniary  advantages 
he  proposed  to  derive  from  this  suspen- 
sion, was  the  miserable  sum  of  SBftOOl, 
a-year?  He  thought  his  noble  Friend 
had  said  so,  but  he  could  hardly  believe 
that,  for  the  inducement  of  58,000/.  a-year 
his  noble  Friend  would  for  so  small,  so 
pitiful  a  consideration,  venture  upon  the 
discussion  and  argument  of  so  great  and 
so  hazardous  a  principle.  He  only  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  asking  for  these  ex- 
planations, and  of  expressing  a  hope  that 
the  discussion  at  present  wonid  not  be 
prolonged,  reserving  to  himself  the  right 
of  comment  hereafter  on  every  detail  and 


every  part  of  this  Bill.  He  moit  say, 
with  respect  to  a  Bill  of  this  descriptioo, 
and  so  violent  a  Bill,  he  had  never  seen 
one  introduced  to  that  Bouse  in  so  mode- 
rate a  manner.  His  noble  Friend's  speech 
was  temperate,  calm,  and  perfectly  proper 
throughout  in  its  tone  and  manner.  He 
only  wished  the  substance  of  the  speech 
and  of  the  measure  had  been  as  gratify- 
ing to  him  as  was  the  tone  of  his  noUe 
Friend  in  introducing  it. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  he  would  very  briefly 
answers  the  questions  put  to  him  by  his 
noble  Friend.  In  answer  to  the  first  ques- 
tion, he  did  not  propose  a  revision  of  all 
agreements  with  reference  to  the  commu- 
tation of  tithes,  but  still  some  of  them 
were  open  to  revision.  He  believed  be 
would  secure  the  object  they  had  in  view 
without  involving  himself  in  any  of  the 
difficulties  anticipated  by  his  noble  Friend. 
In  answer  to  the  second  question,  he  pro- 
posed to  recover  from  the  head  landlord, 
and  if  they  did  not  succeed  they  would 
descend  till  they  got  to  Uie  occupying 
tenant. 

Lord  Stanley  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  pardon  his  interruption  by  asking 
upon  that  whether,  supposing  ue  head 
landlord  discharged  the  tithes,  he  being 
then  entitled  to  recover  it  from  the  inter- 
mediate person,  it  was  intended  he  should 
be  liable  to  the  payment,  which  by  no 
covenant  he  had  before  been  liable  to, 
and  that  he  should  afterwards  have  thrown 
upon  him  the  trouble  and  expense  of  re- 
covering it  without  any  indemnification  ? 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  they  should  come 
upon  the  immediate  occupying  tenant,  the 
amount  being  deducted  from  the  rent. 
He  had  certainly  distinctly  said,  that  die 
suspending  powers  of  this  Bill  applied  not 
to  benefices,  but  to  parishes,  with  re- 
ference to  the  case  which  had  been  put  by 
his  noble  Friend  of  the  three  parishes,  in 
pursuance  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
th^  would  certainly  think  themselves 
autnorized  to  declare,  that  in  any  parish 
where  there  was  not  a  sufficient  number 
of  Protestants,  the  emoluments  arising 
from  that  parish  should  cease,  except  In 
certain  cases,  where  they  might  deem  it 
right  to  make  a  special  provision  that  the 
suspension  should  not  take  place;  if  the 
Loitl-lieutenant,  for  instance,  should  with- 
hold his  consent  to  it,  in  such  cases. 
58,000{.  was  not  all  that  was  expected 
to  arise  from  this  system.  There  was  a 
sum  which  would  arise  from  the  glebe 
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homes  and  glebe  lands,  and  the  reduc- 
tions of  incomes  in  those  parishes  in  which 
the  net  annual  value  exceeded  300^.  a- 
year.  58,000/.  a-year,  however,  was  all 
they  could  calculate  upon  at  present  as 
standing  to  the  account  of  the  commis- 
sioners of  national  education.  The  whole 
of  the  other  income  would  not  be  realized 
as  savings,  because  they  would  not  only 
have  to  pay  out  of  it  ministers  for  labour- 
ing among  their  flocks,  but  also,  where 
there  were  not  churches,  to  provide  suit- 
able places  of  worship. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  on  account 
of  the  advanced  period  of  the  night,  he 
should  not  detain  the  House  many  minutes. 
As  be  wished  to  see  this  Bill  in  a  printed 
form,  he  should  abstain  from  entering  into 
any  observation  on  its  details.  The  Bill, 
he  apprehended,  in  two  important  elements 
of  it,  was  nearly  conformable  in  principle 
to  the  Bill  which  was  introduced  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  As  far  as  regarded 
the  remission  of  the  million,  which  had 
been  advanced,  he  entirely  concurred  in 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  believed 
the  difficulty  of  recovering  the  arrear  of 
tithes  would  now  be  so  great  that  there 
was  nothing  to  be  done  but  to  remit  that 
amount ;  not,  however,  to  the  clergy,  not 
to  the  Established  Church,  but  to  the 
landlords.  It  was  not  that  it  was  to  be 
remitted  to  the  Church,  but  to  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland ;  because  it  would  be  a 
mockerv  to  call  on  the  clergy  for  repay- 
ment without  giving  them  the  means  of 
recovering  it  again  from  the  occupying 
tenants.  He  hoped,  therefore^  the  fact 
would  not  be  mistaken.  The  remission 
was  a  bonus  to  those  by  whom  it  must 
have  been  repaid.  With  respect  to  the 
bonus  or  remission  of  thirty  per  cent, 
whether  it  should  be  twenty-five  or  thirty 
per  cent,  there  was  no  material  differ- 
ence of  the  principle  between  this  and 
the  Bill  brought  in  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  He  should,  therefore,  not  say  a 
word  on  that.  On  other  points  he  differed 
most  materially  from  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  abandoned  altogether  the  prin- 
ciple of  redemption ;  he  took  away  the 
opportunity  of  abolishing  annual  payments 
in  lieu  of  tithes,  by  giving  an  equivalent 
in  land,  in  so  far  that  he  made  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  pensioners  on  Qovernment, 
instead  of  being  entitled  to  permanent  in- 
comes from  their  parishes,  and,  in  that 
respect,  he  thought  the  Bill  disadvantage- 
ous as  compared  with  the  Pili  of  bis  right 
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hon.  Friend.  As  to  the  prmciple  of  open- 
in^  the  composition,  he  must  bear  the 
pnnciple  detailed  on  which  that  opening 
was  to  take  place,  before  he  stated  the 
full  extent  or  bis  objections.  He  could 
conceive  the  possibility  of  its  being  so  ex- 
tremely limited  that  in  one  or  two  extreme 
cases  it  might  be  admissible,  but  the  dif- 
ficulty he  knew  it  would  occasion,  and 
the  injustice  it  would  work  in  many  cases, 
where  evidence  of  the  value  was  destroyed, 
would  be  so  great  that  he  must  have  the 
conclusive  proof  of  some  great  practicd 
convenience  to  be  obtained,  and  some 
great  benefit  to  be  achieved  by  it,  before 
be  could  give  his  consent  to  the  opening 
of  those  compositions  which  took  place 
with  the  voluntary  consent  of  all  parties. 
With  respect  to  the  detail  part  of  the  Bill, 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  introduce  his 
new  principle  of  distribution,  even  if  be 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
general  principle  of  the  Bill,  if  there  was 
no  great  difference  of  opinion  between 
them  on  the  question  of  appropriation,  he 
must  say,  he  never  could  believe  that  the 
wit  and  ingenuity  of  any  man  could  have 
devised  so  ill  a  mode  of  carrying  his  in- 
tention into  execution*  If  selecting  a 
number  in  a  parish,  and  fifty  were  the 
number  at  which  curtailment  were  to  take 
place  as  a  principle,  the  mode  in  which 
the  noble  I/>rd  proposed  to  execute  his 
own  intention,  appeared  to  him  to  be  open 
to  insuperable  objections.  He  could  not 
but  think  that  the  noble  Lord's  proposal 
to  allot  to  any  clergyman  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  whohaoi  obtained  an  educa- 
tion, and  acquired  habits  fitting  him  for 
the  duties  he  had  to  discharge,  to  allot  to 
him,  with  a  family  to  support,  65Z.  a-year^ 
appeared  to  be  an  allotment  utterly  in- 
adequate for  the  performance  of  soch 
duties.  He  might  have  mistaken  the  noble 
Lord,  but  he  understood  him  to  say,  GsL, 
although  originally  he  said  75L  a-year. 
In  those  cases  where,  admitting  the  rro- 
testants  to  be  very  small,  they  were  yet 
sufficient  to  justify  having  a  separate 
curate,  in  his  opinion  an  allotment  of 
any  such  stipend  as  75L  a-year  was 
equally  injurious  to  the  interests  of  he 
individual  as  to  the  Establishment  itself. 
It  was  no  answer  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  say,  that  he  could  show  instances 
now  where  curates  received  only  75/.  a- 
year.  That  was  no  answer,  because  when-, 
ever  the  subject  had  been  considered,  and 
when  tbenecessity  of  a  fresh  distribution 
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of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  and  a  fresh 
appropriation  had  beenadmitted»  providing 
for  licclesiastical  purposes,  que  of  the 
great  advantages  always  expected  to  be 
derived  from  those  new  distributions  was 
to  correct  those  anomalies,  and  to  give  to 
the  clergyman  that  which  would  be  at 
least  sufficient  for  the  maintenance  of 
himself  and  his  family.  And  he  had  heard 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat  near  to  him 
on  his  left  hand  (Mr.  Hume)  himself  main- 
tain this  principle,  that  whenever  in  Ire- 
land it  was  necessary  to  maintain  an  in- 
dependant  clergyman,  he  would  contend 
that  that  man  was  fairly  entitled  to  3002. 
a-year.  He  was  not  now  contending  so 
much  for  the  individual*  because  he  had 
an  option  to  exercise,  but  for  the  interests 
of  his  flock  and  the  general  interests  of 
the  Established  Church.  If  they  were  to 
have  any  clergy  in  any  part  of  Ireland,  it 
was  for  the  interests  of  Ireland,  for  the 
interests  of  the  Protestants,  nay,  for  the 
interests  of  the  Roman  Catholic  popula- 
tion, that  they  should  be  men  possessing 
those  general  attainments  that  would  afford 
that  guarantee  of  character  for  which  3002. 
a-year  was  little  enough.  To  station  an 
educated  clergyman  in  some  remote  part 
of  Ireland,  to  deprive  him  of  the  advant- 
ages of  society,  and  to  allot  to  him  the 
sum  which  had  been  mentioned,  would 
be  utterly  unworthy  of  the  character  of 
the  British  Legislature.  It  was  competent 
for  the  noble  Lord  to  amend  that  ^art  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  did  hope,  that  if  the 
House  should  come  to  the  consideration 
of  this  measure  in  detail,  and  this  part  of 
the  Bill  remained,  he  did  hope  the  noble 
Lord  would  find  a  very  general  and  con- 
current opinion  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
that  any  such  allotment  as  65/L  a-year  to 
a  minister  of  the  Church  of  England,  ex- 
ercising the  cure  of  soulsi  was  utterly  iu' 
adequate.  As  to  the  great  principle  of 
appropriation  of  the  Church  revenues  to 
other  purposes  than  those  strictly  Ecclesi- 
astical, and  connected  with  the  Church 
establishment,  he  could  only  say,  that  his 
mind  remained  unaltered,  and  to  that  he 
should  offer  his  most  strenuous  opposition. 
At  the  same  time,  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
take  a  proper  view  of  the  interests  of  the 
Church,  it  would  not  be  difficult  for  him 
to  see  that  he  would  have,  in  point  of 
fact,  no  surplus  to  appropriate ;  that  was 
to  say,  if  the  clergymen  were  merely  to 
have  a  decent  maintenance  for  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties  as  ministers  of  the 


Church  of  England,  even  admitting  the 
propriety  of  deductions  in  certain  cases  in 
large  towns,  there  could  be  no  difficulty 
in  showing  that  there  would  remain  no 
surplus  for  the  noble  Lord  to  appropriate. 
If  the  noble  Lord  was  about  to  open  the 
composition,  and  if  he  would  admit  this 
principle,  that  even  where  there  was  a 
single  Protestant,  or  where  there  was  only 
a  casual  congregation,  still  it  was  thedaty 
of  the  Legislature  to  make  provision  for 
the  performance  of  religious  service ;  and 
if  he  would  admit  that  other  principle, 
that  where  there  was  a  clergyman  perma- 
nently established^  he  should  be  able  to 
maintain  his  family  in  decent  and  be- 
coming competency,  it  would  not  be  diffi- 
cult to  show  that  they  were  fighting  about 
a  shadow,  and  that  there  would  actually 
be  no  surplus  to  deal  with.  If  that  were 
the  case,  if  diey  were  to  gain  nothing  by 
this  principle  beyond  msuring  discord, 
why,  he  asked,  should  it  now  be  as- 
serted ?  Did  the  noble  Lord  really  believe, 
that  with  all  his  extravagant  calculations 
about  50,000/.  which  would  accrue  from  the 
suspended  benefices — did  the  noUe  Lord 
really  believe,  that  after  meeting  all  the 
contmgencies  and  the  debts  accumulated 
on  the  Perpetuity  Fund— after  taking  all 
those  incidents  of  deduction  into  con- 
sideration, did  he  reallv  believe  that  any 
surplus  would  be  found  to  exist.  fLora 
Morpeth:  The  Bill  does  not  touch  the 
Perpetuity  Fund.]  Yes,  but  there  was  a 
debt  upon  it  which  must  be  paid  ofL 
After  making  his  deduction  of  30  per  cent 
on  the  present  amount  of  tithes — rafter 
making  every  allowance  which  he  should 
find  practically  necessary  in  realizing  his 
rent-charee—- after  having  opened  compo- 
sition— after  having  provided  for  the  new 
Churches,  and  the  new  glebe-houses  be 
was  about  to  build — after  providing  for 
the  augmentation  of  the  curates*  salaries 
in  the  new  parishes — the  noble  Lord  might 
depend  on  it  he  might  save  himself  the 
trouble  of  providing  in  detail  for  the  ap- 
propriation of  his  surplus.  The  noble 
Loid's  calculations  were  erroneous,  and 
there  would  actually  be  no  50,000I.  to 
distribute.  Let  them  make  a  fresh  distribu- 
tion of  the  Church  Revenues— let  them  do 
away  with  the  allotments  of  5L  where  there 
was  no  Protestant  congregation,  instead  of 
65Z.  to  the  curate— let  them  allot  260/.  to 
enable  a  man,  in  decency,  to  maintain  his 
family,  and  the  noble  Lord  would  have  no 
surplus   to  appropriate  for  secular  par- 
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poses.  Let  tkem  maintain  the  principle 
of  an  establishment.  Let  them  provide 
for  its  adequate  maintenance.  Let  them 
secure  it  by  doing  away  with  all  pluralities 
"—by  doing  away  with  all  sinecures,  In  the 
sense  in  which  that  word  was  used*  Let 
them  plant  in  every  parish  in  Ireland  a 
clergyman  to  perform  his  sacred  functions^ 
and  allow  him  a  fair  and  becoming  main- 
tenance,  and  while  there  would  be  no  snr- 
plon  to  appropriate,  there  would  be  no 
quarrel  to  foment  and  maintain  on  ac* 
count  of  it. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  observed,  that  he  would  not 
enter  on  the  present  occasion  into  any  of 
the  details  <n  the  measure,  yet  in  a 
small  compass  he  had  alluded  to  manv 
details.  In  order  to  save  time,  he  would 
not  say  a  word  with  respect  to  that  part 
of  the  measure  which  related  to  tithes. 
On  a  future  occasion  there  would  be  suffi- 
cient opportunity  to  compare  that  part  of 
it  with  the  measure  of  last  year,  which 
failed  in  the  other  House,  and  with  the 
subsequent  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  He  must,  however,  be 
allowed  to  make  a  few  observations  with  re- 
spect to  the  hardships  which  it  was  said  the 
present  Bill  would  occasion  to  the  clergy  of 
Ireland.  With  respect,  then,  to  the  allot- 
ment of  5/.,  which  bad  been  described  as 
an  insult  to  the  establishment,  he  would 
only  quote  a  passage  from  a  report  which 
he  held  in  his  hand,  signed  by  two  of  the 
Irish  Archbishops  and  three  Commis- 
sioners, two  of  whom  were  appointed  by 
the  Government,  and  the  other  by  the 
Primate,  and  who  therefore  must  all  be 
sufficiently  attached  to  the  interests  of  that 
Church.  In  pursuance  of  the  116th 
Section  of  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities' 
Act,  they  had  five  benefices  to  dispose  of, 
in  two  of  which  there  was  no  Protestant, 
in  one  only  nine,  and  in  the  other  two  only 
thirty ;  on  consideration,  however,  of  the 
circumstances,  they  had  not  thought 
proper  to  suppress  them  altogether,  and 
they  therefore  appointed  an  officiating 
curate  with  from  42.  to  25L  a-year*  That, 
therefore,  which  had  been  described  as  an 
insult  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  because 
it  would  be  unbecoming  in  any  clergyman 
to  accept  of  it,  had  actually  been  ap- 
proved, recommended,  and  adopted  by 
the  diocesan  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  in 
more  than  one  instance.  But  it  was  said 
that  it  was  equally  inadequate  that  the 

fttm  of  761,  a-year  should  be  allQtted  to 


the  curates  to  be  appointed  to  parishes 
coming  under  the  purview  of  the  Act.  The 
great  complaint  was  this,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mention,  that 
where  there  were  heavy  duties  to  per- 
form, and  at  the  same  time  a  large  income 
to  be  received,  that  large  income  was  re« 
ceived  bv  one  man,  while  the  heavy  duties 
were  left  to  another,  with  a  very  small 
stipend.  He  would  give  a  single  instance, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  would  not  be  at  all  injuria 
ous  to  that  class  who  performed  the  duties, 
l^e  case  was  no  imaginary  one,  but  was 
communicated  to  him  by  a  curate  of  the 
Established  Churdi.  His  statement  was 
shortly  this — There  were  four  parishes  in 
which  he  and  a  labouring  curate  perform- 
ed the  whole  duties.  The  congregation 
consisted  of  about  200.  The  sum  received 
from  the  benefice,  when  the  tithes  were 
regularly  paid,  was  2,O00Z.  a-year,  and 
they  had  done  the  duties  for  two  years  at 
a  sum  of  75/.  each.  If  those  parishes 
were  to  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  the  effect  would  be,  that  there  being 
some  Protestants  in  each  of  them,  the 
curates  would  receive  150/.  each;  still 
leaving  a  considerable  surplus  of  income, 
even  after  all  the  deductions  made  by  the 
Bill ;  but  instead  of  its  being  devoted  to 
the  support  of  some  distant  clergyman  who 
did  not  visit  or  superintend  the  parish,  it 
would  go  to  the  benefit  of  the  parochial 
population,  who  would  be  instructed, 
guided,  and  educated,  by  the  funds  which 
were  originally  drawn  from  them.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  said, 
he  must  always  protest  against  that  prin- 
ciple ;  and  so  did  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Lancashire,  as  he  (Lord 
Stanley)  had  always  done.  His  noble 
Friend  put  the  case  of  three  parishes 
united  together,  two  of  them  containing  a 
considerable  number  of  Protestants,  but 
not  producing  sufficient  income  for  the 
clergyman;  but  luckily  it  happened,  the 
nei^bourtng  parish  contained  a  vast 
number  of  Catholics,  and  hardly  any  Pro- 
testants, and  therefore  they  should  draw 
from  the  Catholics  the  means  of  educating 
and  comforting  the  Protestants.  Now  it 
was  that  very  system  which  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  wished  to 
maintain,  but  against  which  he  (Lord 
John  Russell)  must  always  protest.  He 
did  not,  and  never  should,  think  it  right, 
that  the  great  mass  of  the  population  in 

the  South  of  Ireland  ihould  be  made  to 
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coDtribute  in  the  shape  of  tithei  or  in  any 
other  shape,  not  for  their  own  advantage, 
but  for  the  sake  of  supporting  a  Church 
Establishment,  to  which  they  are  consci- 
entiously and  religiously  opposed.  Nor 
was  it  sufficient  to  tell  him  Uiat  the  Church 
wanted  support,  or  that  its  funds  might  be 
useful  in  some  other  quarter.  That,  he 
maintained,  was  not  the  purpose  of  tithes, 
tt  was  intended  that  tithes  should  go  to 
the  benefit  of  the  county  and  district  from 
which  they  were  drawn,  in  the  spiritual 
and  moral  instruction  of  the  people.  Bad 
as  the  system  was  at  present,  it  would  be 
still  worse  if  they  drew  the  whole  of  the 
tithes  from  the  south  of  Ireland,  and 
transferred  the  income  to  the  more  Pro- 
testant and  rich  part  of  the  country,  so 
that  the  Church  Establishment  might  be 
supported  in  those  parts  at  the  expense  of 
the  poorer  and  more  Catholic  population. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that, 
after  all,  there  would  be  no  surplus.  No 
doubt  if  the  Ministers  proceeded  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  principles,  there 
would  be  no  surplus.  But  according  to 
the  principles  which  they  had  adopted  in 
the  Bill,  taking  the  Income  from  more  than 
800  parishes  in  which  there  was  no  suffi- 
cient number  of  Protestants  to  form  a  con* 
gregation,  they  would  find  a  surplus  which, 
whether  great  or  small  in  amount,  would 
show  that  they  were  prepared  to  say  that  the 
moral  and  religious  instruction  of  the  g^eat 
mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland  was  an  object 
which  they  had  at  heart — an  object  to  which 
the  Church  revenues  should  be  applied ; 
and  that,  hereafter,  while  they  gave  that 
support  which  they  considered  adequate, 
and  provided  those  means  which  were  re- 
quired for  the  spiritual  instruction  of  the 


ProtesUnts,  the  6,500,000  Catholic^ 
enumerated  by  the  Commissioners  in  their 
Report  were  regarded  as  worthy  the  pa- 
ternal regard  of  a  gracious  Soveragn,  and 
the  superintending  benevolence  of  the 
British  Parliament.  The  present  was  un- 
doubtedly a  Bill  complicated  and  difficult 
in  its  details ;  and  he  believed  it  was  im- 
possible to  frame  a  measure  to  which 
plausible,  and  even  reasonable  objecUons 
might  not  be  ui|;ed.  But  treating  as  it 
did  of  so  intricate  a  subject,  he  would  re- 
sort from  all  its  details  to  the  novel,  and 
yet  he  believed  sound  principle  on  which 
it  was  founded  ;  for  that  he  believed  was 
the  first  time  that  a  Bill  had  ever  been 
proposed  to  Parliament  on  such  a  subject, 
which  went  on  equal  principles  towards 
the  whole  population  of  Ireland.  He  felt 
it  deserved  support,  and  he  was  ready  to 
encounter  all  the  obloquy  which  could  be 
heaped  on  it  upon  that  ground. 

Mr.  GwMum  wished  to  know  whether 
in  the  numerous  instances  in  which  (com 
four  to  five  parishes  were  united,  having 
a  considerable  Protestant  congregation, 
though  none  of  them,  to  the  amount  of 
fifty,  and  a  regular  incumbent,  that  in- 
cumbent should  be  superseded,  and  the 
produce  applied  to  the  funds  they  were 
about  to  raise? 

Lord  Morpeth  was  understood  to  say, 
that  those  cases  would  certainly  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act,  unless  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland  thought  cir- 
cumstances justiHed  the  contrary.  With 
respect  to  the  other  details  of  the  Bill,  he 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  forbear  can- 
vassing them  till  the  measure  was  before 
the  House. 

Leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 


fiND  OF  VOL.  XXVIIL— THIRD  SERIES, 


AMD  or 


THIRD   VOL.  OF  SESS.   1836. 


GENERAL    INDEXES 


TO 


VOL.  XXVI.,  XXVIL,  XXVIII.  (THIRD  SERIES)  SESSION  1836. 


OF 


HANSARD'S  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


(A.)— S  UBJECTS    OF    DEBATES. 


N«  I.  HOUSE  OF  LORDS.— NO  IL  HOUSE  of  COMMONS. 


«MIMIMM«MW«W<M«IMMIMM>M*>MIMIW 


N»L  DEBATES— LORDS. 


««»MMWIMMW« 


Address  in  Answer  to  the  King's  Speeob, 
Tol.  zzri.  67 

Agricultural  Distress,  xzri.  731.->-zxTii.  1117 

Answer,  the  King's  to  the  Address,  xzvi.  304 

Appeal,  zxTii.  780 

Assistant  Clerk  in  Fftrliament,  ixriii.  975, 

1121 
Anstriai  jxn.  732 

Beer  Act,  xzviii*  977 

Bribery,  zxti.  318 

Brougham,  Lord,  his  pension,  xxriii.  710 

Canada,  xzri.  1132, 1181.— xx?ii.  165 

—  Commissionen  to,  izriii.  716 

Catholic  Clergy  (Ireland)  Provision  for,  xriu 
490 

—  Complaints  of,  xxviii.  1203 

Central  Criminal  Court,  xxvii.  1017.— xxviii. 
572 

VOL.  xxvm.  {jjw} 


Chester,  Execution  of  Criminals  at,  xxvi.  930 

Child,  Mr.,  case  of,  xxriii.  168 

Church  of  Scotland,  xx?i.  657.— xxvii.  777— > 
828, 1063 

Church  of  Ireland,  xxviii.  340 
Church  Rates,  xxviii.  168 

Church,  Reform  of,  xxvi.  319*— 'XXvii.  1, 457, 
828, 1159 

Property  of,  xxvii.  539, 640.— xxviii.  641 

Conspiracy,  xxviii.  892 

Com  Lavrs,  xxviii.  642 

Corporation  Commissiou,  (see  also  Debates 
on  the  Address),  xxvi.  304.— xxvii.  96 

Criminal  Justice  (Ireland),  xxvii.  359, 455 

Criminal  offences,  xxviii.  44 

Devon,  Earl  of,  xxviii.  975, 1121 
Dissenters  Marriages,  xxvii.  308 
Down,  county  of.  Petition,  xxviii.  340 
Dublio,  Procession,  xxviii.  1, 46 

2Y 


INDEX. 


Ecclesiastical  Coorts,  zm.  930, 1055 
Education,  General,  xxvii.  1293.— loviii.  710 

— ^Ireland,  xxvi.  5  75 
Elections,  Bribeiy  al,.xxTi.  318 
Entails,  (Scotland)  wviii.  170 
Execution  of  Wills,  xxviii.  887, 977 

Foreign  Affairs,  xxviii.  202,  338 

Gaols  (Scotland),  xxvii.  457 

Islington  Market,  xxviii.  202,  365 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of,  his  resignation, 

xxviii.  339 
London  University,  xxvii.  876, 1017, 1064 

Malt  Duties,  xxvii.  3 
Marriage  Law,  xxviii.  203 
Ministry,  xxvii.  832, 974, 997, 1011 
Mutiny  Bill,  xxvii.  992 

Naval  Discipline,  xxvii.  1019 
Newcastle  Railway,  xxviii.  646 
Newspaper  Stamps,  xxvii.  85,  779, 1125 

Oaths,  Unnecessary  ones,  xxvi.  415,  460. — 

Aholition  of,  xxvii.  360, 987 

At  Universities,  xxvi.  576. — ^xxviii.  129, 

642 

Orders  in  Council,  xxviii.  779 
O'Loghlen,  Mr.,  xxvii.  1291 

Parliamentary  Returns,  xxvi.  460 

Parliament,  New  House  of,  xxvi.  489.— xxvii. 
307.— xxviii.  774 

— -*  Opening  of,  xxvi.  1 


Patent  Law,  xxviii.  472, 891 

Pilots  at  Folkstone,  xxvi.  955 

Poor-laws' Amendment  Act  xzfi«1056«^xzni« 

154, 1194 
Ireland,  xxvi.  490.— xxviii.  646, 1201 

prison  Discipline,  xxvii.  155,  1015. — ^xxviii. 

45 
Processions  (Ireland),  xxvii.  1118 

Proxy,  Vote  by,  xxvi.  460 

Public  Instruction  (Ireland) Commission, xxvii. 
986, 1016, 1159.— xxviii.  129,  976 

Russia,  xxvi.  732 

Embassy  to  xxvi.  1004.— xxviii.  339 


Savings  Banks,  xxviii.  637 

Slavery,  Effects  of  the  Abolition  of,  xxvi.  416, 

1059. 
Slave  Trade,  xxvui.  169,  642,  711 
Spain,  xxf  iii.  202,  338,  779 
Spanish  Auxiliaries,  xxviii.  716 

Speaker,  his  M^esty's  approval  of  the  Com- 
mons' choice  of,  xxvi.  61 

Speech,  the  King's,  xxvi.  67 
St6ke  Pogite,  xxvii.  154 
Stoney,  Mr.,  case  of,  xxviii.  129, 1206 
Sunday  Travelling,  xxviii.  646 

Taxes  on  Knowledge,  xxvii.  1125 

Universities,  Oaths  taken  at,  xxvi.  576 
—  Subscriptions  at,  xxviii.  129, 642 

Witnesses,  Indemnity  of,  xxvii.  988 
Western  Railway,ixxviii.  580  * 
Whitehall  Chapel,  xxviu.  978 


N^IL   DEBATES— COMMONS. 


I^MMMW 


Address,  in  Answer  to  the  King^s  Speech, 
xxvi.  151,  243,  325,  425 

Adjournment,  xxvii.  1006 

Admiralty  Flag,  xxvii.  364 

Agriculture,  Distress  of,  xxvi.  1018 

— —  Marquess  of  Chandott*  Motion,  xxviii.  85 

—  Mr.  Cayley's  Motion,  xxviii.  244,  580 

Answer,  the  Sing's  to  the  Address,  xxvi. 
468 


Armagh^  ontrages  in,  xxvi.  589»  868.— -ncvii, 
991, 1071 

Army  Estimates,  xxvii,  1158.-<^xxviii,  39 

Assizes  (Ireland),  Removal  of,  xxvii*  903.P— 

xxviii.  187 

Bankrupts,Seqttestrationof(ScotUmd)xxvLa71 
Ballot,  xxviii.  369 
panqueting  Hall,  xxviii.  769 


Belgium^  the  King  of,  nti,  «8d 

Berbioe,  smU.  6S8 
BerittaDfCaad  8eh«ol,  xXfiU.  Ilt7 

Boroughf,  the  New,  xxvL  4S4 
Bnsioess  of  the  House,  xxvl.  3«0,  e50.*-«x?iil. 
31, 77a 

Cabriolets,  zxvi.  1118 

Carrii^es,  Public,  in  the  MetropolU,  xxvii- 

1057 
Carlow,  Uagistffttes  of,  »?i.  690 
Canada,  xrvi.  660,  1013-— wvi».  ^SO,  836, 

1134.*-xxviii.  875 
■  I    ■■  Commissionert  to^  xxviii.  39 
Canterbury  Election,  xxvii.  95,  263,  975 
Chadton,  Mr.  Lechmere,  jxmu  485 
Chatham  Election,  xxti.  1193.— «vii.  204 
Chancellor,  Lord,  Pensions  of,  xxriL  1112 
Channel  Islands,  xxfii.  1253 
Chanties,  nnii.  675 

Chester,  Execution  of  Criminals  at,  xrn.  555 
Child,  Mr.  case  of,  snriii.  51 

Church  of  Ireland,  xxri,  9^$  lOlO^xxrii. 
313,  361,  466,  547,784,  790,  837,878.— 

xifiii.  178, 368, 843, 874, 1319 

Scotland,  nrii.  540,  76S,  1085,  1255. 

--zmii.  209, 654, 695, 888 

Chureb  Rates,  zzrifi.  51 

Cinque  PorU  Pilots,  zxfi.  902 

CiTil  Contingepces,  txrii.  1148 

CItU  Bm  Courts  Bill  (bdand),  xifii.  1248.— 

xxviii.  772 
Co£fee  Duties,  nviiL  1053 
Committees,  Chairman  of,  zxti.  485 
Cork  (County)  Election,  xxTii.273 
(Town)  Election,  xzviU.  782 

Com,  illegal  impoitalion  of,  xzTi*490y-^xriL 

1253 
— —  Trade  (Ireland)»u?ii..218 

Coroners  County,  nviiL  624 
Corporation  Commisiioners^  xxriii.  242 
— —  Reform,  Ministers  plan  of,  nnii.  541* 
820, 998,  1054, 1181 

Dasent,  Mr.  xxviii.  727, 1278 
Petition,  zxTiii.  1125, 1299 

tebtyAboUtioD  of  Imprisomaent  for,  (Eng* 

land)  xxvi.  538,  1144.— xxvu.  781,  1054, 

1158.— xxYiii.  577 

Scotland,  xxvi.  574, 1169 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  xxri.  1073.— xxviii.  32. 
Distress  (Ireland)  xxviiL  727 
Divisions  of  the  House,  xxvi.  524, 570.- 

1243 
Dorchester  Unionists,  xxviii.  172, 1235 
Down  Petition,  xxviii.  588 


INDEX. 

iDublin,  City  of,  Eleetion,  xzH.  il^^ikfli, 
9,1065 

-— —  Procession  at  xxviii*  589 


East  India  Companv's  Maritime  officers,  xxvi. 

839.— xxviL  1059 
Ecclesiasticat  Courts,  nvi.  908.--xxviii.  1120 
Education  in  the  Colomes»xxvi. 464 

p— —  Ireland,  xxvL  926.p-xxvii.   1199  (Ap- 
pendix).— xxviii.  1130 

i—  National,  xxvi*  495 

Election,  Bribery  at,  ixvi,  516, 873 

— —  Expenses  o(  xxvi.  865.— Committees^ 

absence  from,  xxvii.  1336 
Eliot,  Lord,  Mission  to  Spain,  xxviii.  905 
Ennis  Election,  xxviii.  ioiy  620 
Exchequer  Bills  xxviii.  1132 
Explanations,  xxvii*  1006 

Factory  Act,  xxvi.  526.— xxviii.  894 
Foreign  Enlistment  Act,  xxviii.  1138 

Secretary,  xxviii,  38 

Franchise,  Measures  to  Protect,  xxvi.  1170 
Freshford,  case  at,  connected  with  the  Poor- 
laws,  xxvi.  596 
Game  Laws  (Scotiand),  xxviii,  1873 
Gaols,  xxviii.  997 

Good  Hope,  C^  of,  xxvi.  725   • 
Gosford,  Earl  of,  xxvii.  991, 1071 
Gravesend  Block  House,  xxvii.  221 
Gieat  Seal,  in  Commission,  xxvii.  1029 
Greene,  Mr.,  xxvii.  1336 
Greenwich  Pensioneie*  ixvi.  CSfi 
Greisley,  Sir  Roger,  xacvii«  788 

Hogg,  Mr.  xxviii.  242 
Hudson,  Mr.  xxviii.  1311 
Hull  Election,  xxviii.  162 

Impressment,  xxvL  1 120.— xxvii.  1290 
Intimidation  at  Elections,  xxviL  809, 888 
Ipewich  Eleetion,  wiii^  695,  668, 727, 787,; 

1231, 1278 
Ii^and,  Parliaments  in,  xxviii.  533 
Johnston,  Mr.  A.  ease  o^  xxviii.  220 
Juries  (Grand),  Irelan49  xxviii.  576 

Kerry  Election,  xxvii.  1129 
Kingstown  Harbour,  xxvlfl.  769 
Kirkham,  TiUies,  xxvii.  1167 

Labouring  Poor,  xxviii.  917 
Lambeth  Election,  xxviii.  1051 
Legal  Appointments  (Ireland)  xxviii.  85 
Leicester  Election,  xxviL  268|  462, 544 
I  2Y2 


LibelyXxvi.117B 
Light  HouseBy  xxvii.  246 

literature,  mterchange  of,  zxTii.  232 

Liverpool  Pdice,  xxfiii.  14 

London  University,  xxvii.  279, 540 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of,  zxvi.  93B,  1018 

— —  Meeting  at^  xxviii.  785 


Magistracy,  (Ireland),  xxyi.  1135 
Malt  Duties,  xxTi.  737, 1233 
Margaret's  (Saint)  Westminster,  xxTi.  533 
Mauritius,  Slaves  in,  xxviii.  726 
Maynooth  College,  xxviii.  529, 896 
Merchant  Seamen,  xxviii.  194 

Military  in  Ireland,  xxvi.  510 

— -*  Employed  at  Elections  in  Ireland,  xzvi. 

903  ♦  • 

Ministers,  Hesignation  of,  xxvii.  980 

Ministry,  formation  of,  xxvii.  993|  994 

Moldavia,  xxvii.  314 

Museum^  British,  xxvii.  1186 

Mutiny  Bill|  xxvii.  874 

Navy  Estimates,  xxvi,  1031 
Newfoundland  Fishery,  xxviii.  164 
Newspapers,  Prosecution  of,  xxvi.  534 
-*-—  Measure  to  relieve  them,  xxvi.  718 
— —  Stamps  for,  xxvii.  1196.— xxviii.  784 
North  American  Boundary,  xxvi.  494 
Nottinghamshire,  New  Writ  for,  xxvi.  846 

Oatha  of  Catholic  Members,  xxvii.  1012.-- 
xxviii.  655, 979 

O'ConneD,  Mr.,  xxvii.  1065, 1129 

4 

Omnibuses,  xxvi.  1118 

Oppenheim,  Mr.,  xxviii.  784 

Orange  Lodges,  (Ireland)  xxvi,  525, 536, 604 
xxvii.  135, 305 

Orders  in  Council,  xxviiu  1133 
Oidnance  Department,  xxvii.  1185 
— —  Estimates,  xxvii.  1187 

Parliament,  New  House  of,  xxvi.  469.^— xxviii. 
771 

Parliament,  Opening  of,  xxvi.  1 

Reform  of  (Scotland)  xxviii.  635 

Passengers'  Act,  xxvi.  1235. — ^xxviii.  854 

Persia,  Mission  to,  xxvi.  1233 

Physidans,  CoUege  of,  xxvi.  533 


INDEX. 

Pilgrim,  Mr.  xxviii.  1278 

Polls,  Limitation  of,  xxviii,  524,  852 

Poor-laws'  Amendment  Act,  xxvi.  596.— xxnL 

1025, 1052 

Commissioners  under,  xxvii.  357 

— —  Ireland,  xxvi.  1206— xxvii.  202 

Post-offiee,  xxvi.  1240 

Preston,  Riots  at,  xxvii.  1266 

Priests,  (Catholic)  xxvi.  1135 

Prisoners,  Counsel  for,  xxviii.  628,  865 

Privileges,  Breaches  of,  xxviL  97, 168,  224. — 
xxviii.  485, 605, 663, 727 


Rathcormac,  Afiray  at,  xxvL  486, 523 
Registration  Barristers,  xxvii.  1148 
Registration,  General  (Scotland)  xxvi.  886 

—  of  Voters,  (England),  xxvii.  45. — ^xxviii. 
846 

Regium  Donum,  xxvi.  528 

Richmond,  the  Duke  of,  xxvii.  1025 

Roman   Catholic   Marriages,   xxvi.  1231.— 
xxviii.  509, 858 

Russia,  Ambassador  to,  xxvi.  938, 1018 

Sabbath,  Observance   of,  xxvL  861w— «zffii« 

233, 1128, 1268.— xxviii.  503. 
Saint  Ptocras,  xxviii.  186 

Seamen,  Enlistment  o^  xxvii.  1290.— «xviiL 
621 

Seamen,  Registration  of,  xxvi.  1120 

Session,  Court  of  Scotland,  xxvi.  572, 1167 

Shannon,  Navigation  of,  xxvii.  1030 

Sinecures,  xxvi.  536 

Slave  Thide,  xxvii.  1039, 1233r-xxviti,  587 

Slavery,  xxviii.  918  •   - 

Smithfield  Market,  xxvi.  880 

South  American  States,  xxviii.  733 

•— —  Sea  Duties,  xxviii.  1274 

Spain,  xxvii.  837dP-xxviu.  1183 

Speaker,  Choice  of,  xxvi.:2 

-*-*  ^ng's  approval  of,  xxvi.  63 

—  his  Levees,  xxviiL  578 

Spirit  Licenses,  xxviL  1236 

Stafford  Borough    Diifirandusemenly  xxvii. 
1174.— xxviii.  208 

Sugar  Duties,  xxviii.  960 
Sunday  Travelling,  xxviii.  150 

Supplies,  xxvi.  471, 554, 602,  884, 990, 1047. 

—xxvii.  226, 315, 864, 1147, 1 186w— xxviii. 

769 
Symonds,  Captain,  xxvii.  864 

Taxation,  Revision  of,  xxvi.  734 
1048, 1051 

Commutation  of,  xxviii.  786. 

Tea  Duties,  xxvii.  1070 

Timber  Duties,  xxvii*  213 


INDEX. 


Tithes,  (England),  Plan  to  Commute,  xx?ii. 
iro,  1197 

Tkhe^  (EaglsBd),  xxfiii,  478  (on  Tarnips) 
898 

^eknd),  UTii.  13,  t08,  787,  1172^ 

nviii.  484, 785 

— —  Ministers  Plan  ibr  settling  this  QnestioB 
«viii.  1319 

Tripoli,  Consnl  al,  zxTiii.  634 
Univenities,  xx?iii.  772 


Van  Diemen's  Land,  Trial  by  Jury  at,  xxvi.  532 

^ater  for  the  Metropolis,  xxriil.  535 

Weavers,  Hand-loom,  zxvi.  715 

Western  Railway  zxviii.  150 

Wills,  Execution  of,  xxvi.  854.— xxvii.  1283 

Window  Tax,  xxviii.  688 

Wolverhampton,  Disturbances  at,  xxviii,  228 

Yarmouth  £tectkm>  xxviii,  1275 


(B).~MEMBERS  WHO  HAVE  SPOKEN  IN  DEBATE  : 


I.— HOUSE  OF  Lords. 


'MMMNWiMMiMMMW 


Abekdbbn,  the  Earl  of,  xxvi.  419, 423, 1054, 
1132,  1134,  lia»^xxvii,  165, 166, 168— 
xxvm.  716,  722,  725 

Abingdon,  the  Eari  of,  xxviii.  1124 

Abinger,  Lord,  xxviii.  889,  890,^  977 

Alvanley,  Lord,  xxvii.  999,  1001,  1002.— 
xxviii.  367 

AudOand,  Lord,  xxvii.  1020.— xxfiii.  169, 
170 

Ashburton,  Lord,  xxviii.  645 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bishop  o^  xxvii.  829 

Beresfbrd,  Viscouot,  xxvii.  1020, 1021 

Brougham,  Lord,  xxvi.  88,  98,  J  28, 137, 139, 
140, 149,  304,  305, 307,  315,  316,  318, 319, 
320,  422, 489,  584, 586»  781,  732,  734, 930, 
1055,1056,1061,  1134,  1135,  1181,1188, 
1189,  1192.^xxvii.1,  85,  154,  158,  163 
164, 167, 308,  359,  361,  456,  460, 646, 829. 
830,  831, 876,  974,  987,  988,  989,  990, 996 
1001, 1017,  1018,  1019,  1020,  1021,  1022. 
1023, 1024>  1063,  1064,  1124,  1125,  1194. 
1293, 1336.-xxviu.  140, 143, 168, 169, 170 
171,  205,  207,  365, 472,  527, 639, 642,  644, 

977,978,1123,1221  '       *       *       > 

Buccleugh,  Duke  of,   xxvii.  1024,  1064.- 
xxvui.  581 


Canterbury,  Archbishop  of,  xxvii.  1334.— ^ 
xxviii.  357,  358 

Carbery,  the  Eari  of,  xxviii.  646 

Carnarvon,  The  Eari  of,  xxvii.  829.— xxviii. 
583 

Chancellor,  the  Lord  High  (Loid  Lyiidhur8t)9 
xxvi.  162, 127, 128, 137, 140,  304,  305, 306> 
313,  316, 930,  934, 1055, 1056.— xxvii.  650> 
989 

Colchester,  Lord^  xxvii.  1028, 1024 
ColviUe,  Lord,  xxvii.  1024 

Cumberiand,  H.  R.  Highness  the  Duke  of. 
xxvii.  647 

Denman,  Lord,  xxvii.  1335.— xxviii.  640.  779. 
892,975,1124  '        ' 

Downshire,  Marquess  of,  xxviii.  350 

Doncaanon,  Viscount,  xxvii,  986, 1016, 1017, 

1206,1218  * 

Ellenborough,  Lord,  xxvi.  305,  310, 319 
Exeter,  Bishop  of,  xxvii.  2, 461 ,  641, 643,  831. 
986*  1016.  10l7i  1159.-xxviii.  136,  142 
148,  207,  976,  977, 1203, 1205,  1206,  1227. 
1228 


Buckingham,  Duke  of,  xxvi.  1011, 1012. 1055> 
1056,  106O.-xxvii:  154,  160, 1003 

Bhte,  the  Marquess  of,  xxvi.  657, 658 
Camdeo,  Marquess  of,  xxvi.  731i-xxva.  360 


Famham,  Lord,  xxviii.  11, 149,  395,  1205 


FitiwiUiam,  Earl,  xxviii.  353^  357,  358, 642* 
644 

0«ge,  I*rd,  nvi.  «8,  Appmd^  %UT^ 
lamu,  643  ^*^    ^^    ^ 


INDEX. 


OltMlg,  Loi4^  iJtfiii.  ri2,  715, 721, 7i2 

Gloucester,  Bishop  of,  xxvi.  588, — ^xxvii.  1 334 
Gosford,  fiarl  ^  iKYiii*  969 

Haddington,  the  Earl  o^  xxvii.  1123.— -xxviii^ 
5,369 

Hallerton,  Lord,  xxviii*  355^  35d,  1225 

Hardwioke,  the  Earl  of,  xxvi*  67 

Harrowby,  £^rl  of^,  xxviii.  9 

Hereford,  Bishop  of,  xxviii.  j646 

Kenyon,  Lord,  xxvii.  458, 830, 1001 

Lansdowne,  the  Marquess  of,  xxri.  305,  416, 
730,  1008,  1011.-rXXVii.l6.0,  166,  307, 
1018,  1064.— xxviii.  12,  13,  14,  44,  777, 
779 

Leitritn,  the  Earl  of  xxviii.  48,  50 

Limerick,  the  Earl  of,  xxviii.  779, 1201, 1202 

Llandaffy  Btshop  of,  xxvi.  581, 586, 587 

London,  the  Bishop  of,  xxvii.  830. — xxviii. 

202,  653 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of,  xxvi*  l004.«-^xkvll. 

1003,1004,1121,1124,1291,1292.— xxviii. 

8,  13, 14,  49,  202,  338,  339,  340,  364,  716, 

779 
Lyndhurst,  Lord,  xxviii.  203, 207, 1123 

Malmeshury,  the  Earl  of,  xxviii.  584, 643, 644, 
776,  777,  77«,  779,  890,  891,  978 

MtlboQme,  Lord  Visoouat,  xxvi.  75,  87»— 

xxvii.  828,  997,  1002,  1003,  1004,  1005, 

.  1117«1130,1123, 1124, 1291,  1833.-^xxviii. 

.  11, 18, 14,  46,  47,  50,  302,  338,  340,  347, 

639,  646,  716,  760,  78l,  975,  977, 1121 

Melville,  Lord,  xxvii.  1020 

Mulgrave,  Lord,  ttVt.  140,  416,  423, 1053, 
1055,  1132, 1135.-!^xvu.  988,  991 

I^unkett,  Lord,  xxvi.  31 1.— xxviii  360,  539 

640,  644 

Radnor,  Lord,  fitvl.  31 S,  576, 586, 588, 935. 
xxvui.  129,  583,  642, 1228 


Richmond,  Dttk«  of,  xxvi.  14»,  ^15, 466^  4tf  , 
—xxvii.  155, 162,163,  360,  361,968,  908, 
1015, 1017,  I117.-Haviii«  12^  45,  a66»  640^ 
652, 1201, 1202 

BipOAi  the  Earl  of|  xxvi.  142, 422, 118d,  1188. 

— ^jtxvii.  167.-«>xxviii.  715 

AoOmi,  tb«  Earl  o^  xtvi*  675,  780,  731<-« 
xxvii.  162.— xxviii.  1,  12,  14, 46,  47f  149, 
358,  651,  892 

Rolle,  Lord,  xxviii.  977 

Rosebery,  the  Earl  of  xtTi.  657<^^x]tViii  4Af  • 

— xxviii.  170 

Rosslyn,  the  Earl  of,  xxvi.  490.— xxvii.  877. 
— ^xxviii.  774,  777 

^Salisbaiy,  Mamuesa  o^  xxvii.  160,  1022. — 
xxviii.  366,  368,  637, 640,  641 

Seaford,  Lord,  xxvi.  422 

Shaaesbuiy,  Earl  of,  xxvii.  1194.  — xxviiL 
1124 

I  fikelniersdaU,  Lord,  ntvii.  1 160 

Strangford,  Viscount,  xxviii.  716 

Suffield,  Lord,  xxviii.  367 

Teynham,  Lord,  xxvi.  732.— -xxvii.  [3,  994, 
1004 

Wallace,  Lord,  xxviii.  648 

Ward,Lord,  xxvii.  832 

Wellesley,  Marquess  of,  xxviii.  7,  8, 9, 11, 840 

Wellington,  the  Duke  of,  xxvi.  82,98,  149, 
312,  421,  489,  490,  576.  580,  733,  935, 
1006, 1059.— xxvii.  161, 860,  455, 832,  974, 
986.-*^xxfiii.  129,  339,352,  855,  716, 112« 

Westmeath,  Marquess  of,  xxviii.  355 

Westmitt^t^,  the  Maiqtiess  of,  xxvi.  2,  466, 

490,  930.— xxvii.  307,  457,  462,  644 
Westmoreland,  the  Earl  of,  xxviil.  641 

Wharncliffe,  Lord,xpi.  317.— xxvii.  156, 159: 
—xxviiL  580^  585, 652 

Wicklow,  the  Earl, of,  xxvii*  650,987^  966 

989,  990,  1002,  1118,  1292.— xxviiL  6,  9. 
13,  49,  357,  640,  778, 1224, 1229 

WUton,  Earl  of,  xxvii.  1159 


tI.«.H0U8E  OP  COMMONS. 


mmi0tm0»iitiitt  *nm 


JUsacftOitBiB,  Mr.  ttvt.  26, 36,  (Sea  Speaker) 

Adam,  Admiral,  xxvi.  1003,  1047,  1130.— 
XXVUI.  201 

Achem,^Vbeoimf,tXfii.  992;  1103 


Advocate,  the  LDtd,  (Slf  W«k  Raa)  nvi.  mt^ 

574,  575p  872,  888^  1166»  X169,1170.  (Rigbl 
Hon.  John  A;Bfarray)— xxvii.  2dd,  1243^^ 
xtviii.  526, 635, 702, 1274 


INDEX. 


1248.— »viii.  685,578, 729,654, 806,1041, 
1044, 1256,  1305, 1308 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew,  jxyu  8654-«nvu*  943, 
1273, 1279.— zzviii.  161»  508 

Ainsworth,  Mr.  zx?i»  494 

Aihlcy,  Lord,  xxvi.  609,  808»  990, 1001, 1009, 
1004,  1047,  1050.--xs?ii.  225,  226»  865, 
867, 868, 869, 872, 873 

Attoniey  General,  the,  (the  Hon.  and  Learned, 
Sir  DaTid  FoUock)  xxti.  518,  555,  565, 
794,  854,  855,  908,  924,  1110.  (Sir  John 
Campbell),— zxvii.  971,  276,  545,  910, 
1027, 1129,  1158,  1159,  1277, 1279, 1283, 
1287,  1288.— xxTiii.  77,  154,  190,  525, 
526, 576,  610,  611, 617, 627,  674,  687,  819, 
821,  850,  865,  872,  901,  999,1015,1018, 
1020^  1039, 1041, 1045,  1047,  1049,  1061, 
1065,  1076, 1120, 1287, 1263 

Attwood,  Mr.  Thomas,  aezri.  463, 716.— xnrii. 
lOL—xxTiiL  694, 1126, 1236, 1305 

Alsager,  Mr.  xzriii.  200, 874 

Alston,  Blr.  xxyiiL  1127 


Barnard,  Mr.  xxviii.  484, 857 

Bagshaw,  Mr.  xxvi.  725, 729.— xxviii.  201, 967 

Baincfl,Mr.  xx?i.  527,723, 1097. — xxvii.852, 
1281.— xxviii.  83, 243, 507,  525, 574, 1049, 
1060 

Baldwin,  Mr.  xxtiii.  534, 782 

Barclay,  Mr.  Charles,  xxvi.  483.— xxvii.  1239- 
--uWii.  586, 1084,  1294, 1296 

Barclay,  Mr.  David,  xxvi.1131.— xxvii.  820* 
— xxviiL796. 

Baring,  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  (President  of  the 
Board  of  IVade),  xxvi.  300,  389,  408,  493, 
494,  522,  r09,  715,  716,  803, 1128,  1147, 
1148, 123r.--xxvii.  191,214,217,289,869, 
887^  (See  Lord  Ashbnrton). 

Badng,Mr.  Pnnds,  xxvii.  218,  1006,  1148, 
1149.^^CXViii.  565,  580,  633, 770,  771. 

Biffing,  Mr.  fiemy,  xxviii.  733 

Baring,  Mr.  Thomas,  xxviii.  1276, 1277 

Barron,  Mr.  xxvi.  929.— xxvii.  116, 119, 120. 
132.F-xxviii.  188, 191 

Barry,  Mr.  xxvL  212 

Bateson,  Sir  Robert,  xxvi.  550, 096, 928, 1286, 

— -xxviL  238,  803,  806,  1232.— xxviii.  19Z, 

485, 506,  601,  657, 785, 786,  787 
Beauclerk,  M^or,  xxvi.  322, 483,  598.— sdv. 

347,  875,  1096,  1054^xxviiL  241,  770, 

674, 1179 

Benett,  Mr.,  xxfi.  602, 7B2.-*xxviiL  108, 310, 
1974 

Beresford,  Sir  John,  xxvi.  1195«— xxvii.  869 

Beileley,  Mr.  Orantley,  xxvi.  335,  1041 
1048 

Berkeley,  Captahi,  xxvi.  955,  995,  1129.— 
xxvii.  967.-^QQrviii.  178, 199,  tOt,  1105 


Bish,  Mr.,  xxviii.  539 

Bladcbume,  Mr.  Ireland,  xxviii.  249, 243,796, 

830, 866 
BUckbume,  Mr.,  xxviii.  624,626,  1015, 1187, 

1193, 1269 
Blackstone,  Mr.,  xxviu.  527,  611, 1294 
Blamiie,  Mr.  xxviL  192 
Borthwick,  Mr.  xxvii.  714, 824,  826, 839 
Bowrittg,  Dr.  XXvL  293, 887, 1000, 1048, 1119, 
1173.— xxvii.  217,  230,  932,  233,  809,  821, 
1150,    1152,    1186,    1191,    1254,    1261, 
1966.— xxviu.  25,  44,  77,  403,  526,  634, 
635, 771, 910 
Brunston,  Mr.  xxvi.  169 
Brotherton,  Mr.  xxvi.  497, 1045.— xxviii.  179, 
572,  839,  894,  1043,  1044,  1049,  1055, 
1059, 1065 
Browne,  Mr.  Dominick,  xxviii.  174 
Bruce,  Major  Gumming,  xxvi.  340,344,869. 
— xxvu.  1262.— xxviii.  210, 894 

Bmeo,  Mr.  Francis,  xxvii.  848 

Bmen,  Colonel,  xxvL  59t>  594, 907, 1136 

Buckingham,  Mr.  xxvL  1126.— xxvii.  1158, 

1291.— xxviii.  155, 196,  200, 536,  629, 784, 

951,  972 
Buller,  Mr.  C.  xxvi.  1002, 1048-— xxvii.  264, 

265,  268,  349,  975,  977,  978,  980,  1012, 

1281, 1286^xxvui.  84, 429,  849,  853,  868, 

1103 
Buller,  Mr.  Edward,   xxvii.  1183.— xxviii. 

484 
Buller,  Sir  John  Yaidley,  xxviii.  483 
Burdett,  Sir  Francis,  xxvi.  871.— xxviii.  459, 

540 
Bttlwer,  Mr.  Ueniy  L.,  xxvi.  484,  533,  989, 

—xxvii.  245,  835,  846^xxviii.  187,  536, 

1173,1179 
Burrell,  Sir  Charles,xxvi.  10.— xxviii.  33, 335, 

633. 
Buxton,  Mr.  Fowell,  xxvi.  464,  465,  729.— 

xxvii.  701, 1039, 1050, 1233, 1236.— xxviii. 
225,  537, 726,  918, 931,  936,  942,  960 
Byng,  Sir  John,  xxvL  488.— xxvui.  187 
Byng,  Hon.  Captain,  G.,  xxviiL  587 


Callaghm,  Mr.,  xxviiL  847 

Campbell,  Mr.  Walker,  xxviii.  789, 790,  798, 

1288 
Campbell,  Sir  Hngh,  xxviii.  729 
Campbell,  Sir  John,  xxvi.  440, 520,  523,  535, 
556,  558, 592,723,  734,  735,  860, 866,  872, 
877,  887,  914,  925, 1112, 1144, 1148, 1152, 
1169,  1204,  1231,  see  Appendix.— xxvii. 
654.— xxviii.  577,  (see  Attorney  General) 

Carrulhers,  Mr.  xxvi.  1157.— xxviu  216, 216, 

1055, 1062, 1159,  1240.— xxviii.  194 
Carter,  Mr.  Bonham,  xxvi.  795w— xxviii.  665, 
^ ^ ^  __  1018,1037,1060 

BemaV  Mr.,  xxvi.  486,^1160,'  1199.— xxviL  I  CasUereagh,  Viscount,  xxvL  210,— xxvii.  807^ 
945,  678, 1285«^nvili«  1050, 1096  |  '  1173.^xxviii.  588, 592 


INDEX. 


Cave,  Mr.  Ottway,  xxvL  953 

Cayleyj,  Mr.  xxvi.  843.— xxvii.  190,  908.— 
zxriii.  244,  336,  337, 527 

Chapman,  Mr.  Aaron,  xxri.  725, 1047, 1129. 
— xxvu.  257,  872.— xxviii.  195,  671,  967 

Chapman,  Mr.  Montague,  xxviii.  729,  769, 
1267, 1298 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
xxvi.  115,  214,  242,  278,  321,  424,  425, 
469,  470,  474,  479, 481,  482,  483, 484, 485, 
494,  497, 509,  510,  512,  516, 520,526, 529, 
530,  534,  536,  539,  540,  541, 543,  548,603, 
616,  619,  699,  712,  713,714, 734,  756,  844, 
848,  849,  850, 852,  885,  889, 890,  893,  917, 
920,  925,  926,  957,  962,  968,  969,  996, 
1003  1017, 1018, 1019,  1020,  1027,  1029, 
1030, 1032, 1039, 1052,  1073,  1084,  1094, 
1115, 1143,  1226.— xxvii.  31,32,  33,  48, 56, 
62,  76,  81, 83, 100, 102, 104,  110,116, 126, 
128,  132,  135, 170,  181, 185,196, 199,  202, 
210,  212,  224,  231,  232,  271, 291, 295, 303, 
313,  331,  343,  728,827,  828,831,  832,867, 
868,  879,  945,  957,  980,  993,  994.  (Right 
Hon.  Mr.  Spring  Rice)  1027,  1029, 1032, 
1038,  1048,  1050, 1055, 1067,  1069, 1070, 
1097,  1109,  1113,1135,  1144,  1145,1146, 
1147, 1148,  1151, 1153,  1154, 1185,  1193, 
1194, 1229,  1234,  1238, 1245,  1247,  1252, 
11273.— xxviii.  71, 118,  329, 496,  575,  691, 
752,  771,  772,  773,  854,  962,  965,  971, 
1030, 1054,  1132, 1181, 1188 

Chandos,  Marquess  of,  xxvi.  492,  737,832, 
1018.— xxvii,  854.— xxviii.  85, 126 

Charlton,  Mr.  Lechmere,  xxvi.  280. — ^xxvii. 
675.— xxviii.  240,  464,  490,  501,  502 

Chatterton,  Colonel,  xxvii.  35 

Chetwynd,  Captain,  xxvii.  1178.'Xxviii.  208 

Clay,  Mr.  xxvi.  200,  844,  1119, 1163.— xxvii. 
241, 1062.— xxviii.  106,  857 

Clements,  Lord,  xxvii.  150 

Clerk,  Sir  Oeorge,  xxvi.  525, 729, 869,  886.— 
xxvii.  205,541, 1151,  1152,  1153,  1265.— 
xxviii.  705,  787,  797,  1034,  1233,  1273, 
1298,1302,1303,1304 

Cobbett,  Mr.  xxvi.  52,  424,  737, 780.— xxvii. 
1025,  1026, 1027,  1049, 1153,  1157,  1158, 
1172,  1181,  1186,  1190, 1192, 1193,  1273. 
—xxviii.  31,  41, 43,  71, 101,  106, 109 

Codrington,  Sir  Edward,  xxvi.  424,  876,  995, 
1001,  1047,1050,  1198,1199.— xxvii.  168, 
224,  862,  865,  868,  873,  874.— xxvUi.  200, 
201,501,1129 

Colbome,  Mr.  Ridley,  xxvii.  1248 

Cole,  Mr.  xlvii.  150 

ConoUy,  O)lonel,  xxvi.  528, 530,  551.— xxvii. 
347 

Conyngfaam,  Lord  Albert,  xxvii.  356 

Crawford,  Mr.  Sharman,  xxvii.  1172.—ttviii. 
484,  592,  593,  604 

Crawford,  Mr.  William,  xxviii.  962. 

CronptoD^  Mr.,  xxviii.  478, 484 


Curteis,  Mr.  Herbert,  xxvL  462, 463, 534, 535, 
723,  832, 893.— xxviii.  153, 771 

Dalbiac,  Sir  Charles,  xxvi.  505,  507,  509. — 
xxvii.  325,  349, 1157.— xxviii.  41 

Dalmeny,  Lord,  xxvii.  542 

Darner,  Colonel,  xxvii.  497 

Darlington,  the  Earl  of,  xxvi.  785.— xxviiu 
38. 39,  92 

Denison,  Mr.  xxvi.  11 

Divett,Mr.  xxvii.  115,  1174,  1236,  1241^— 
xxviii.  1039, 1042, 1197 

Dobbin,  Mr.  xxvi.  589, 590,  888, 890,  902 
Donkin,  Sir  Rufane,  xxviii.  41 
Dottin,  Mr.  xxvii.  835 

Duncombe,  Mr.  Thomas  S.,xxvi.  385,  .884.— 
xxvii.  837, 1279^ — xxviii.  905,  017 

Duncombe,  Mr.  William,  xxviii.  161,  625, 
586, 855 

Dugdale,  Mr.  xxvii.  263, 264, 266 
Durham,  Sir  Philip,  xxvi.  1130, 1199 

Ebrington,  Lord,  xxvi.  779, 983, 1201 

Egerton,  Lord  Francis,  xxvi.  3,  717.pr-xxvii. 
273,  278,  286,  906.— xxviii.  18, 176,  180, 
181 

Elley,  Sir  John,  xxviii.  1174 

EUice,  Mr.  E.  xxvii.  338,  652 

Elphinstone,  Mr.  xxvi.  897. — xxviii,  220, 221, 
222,  224,  226,  524,  901,  970 

Estcourt,  Mr.  xxvi.  1111.— xxvii.  193,  300, 
1158^— xxviii.  1060, 1185 

Evans,  Colonel,  xxvi.  462,  595, 623, 658, 902, 
903,  907.— xxvii.  121,122,  124,128,  133, 
143,  314,  350,  834.— xxviii.  180,  500,  538, 
915,1150,1151,1180 

Ewart,  Mr.  xxvi.  182,  320, 324, 483, 538, 558, 
567,  592,  853,  989,  1106,  1164,  1177.— 
xxvii.  239,  258, 1031,  1151,  1281.— xxviii. 
77, 199, 524,  572,  693,  769,  827,  854,  965, 
1042, 1230 

Fancourt,  Major,  xxviii.  1179 

Fector,  Mr.  xxvi.  1176. — ^xxvii.  835,  866.<^ 
xxviii.  693, 1164 

Feigusson,  Sir  Ronald,  xxvii.  209 

Ferguson,  Mr.  Robert,  xxvi.  35,  37 

Ferguson,  Mr.  Cutlar,  xxvi.  573, 574,  851, 854, 
858,  871,  872,  916,  945,  1031, 1098,  1167, 
1233.— xxvii.  57,  150,  186,  256,  540,  543, 
1243,  1285,  1289.— xxviii.  209,  706,  801, 
852,  866,  960, 1046, 1050 

Fielden,  Mr.  John,  xxvii.  357.— xxriii*  1068 

Fielden,  Mr.  William,  xxvii.  312 
Finch,  Mr.  xxvi.  330,  929.*-xxvii.  314 

Finn,  Mr.  xxvi.  459,  525,  536,  889,  1136, 
1230.— xxvii.  135,  543.— XXviiL  23,  43, 177* 
193, 575, 658|  769, 1179 


INDEX 


Fituimo&y  Mr.  xxvii.  261.— -xxviii.  732 

Fleetwood,  Mr.  Hesketh^  xx? i.  826. — ^xxviii. 
1044,1046 

Follett,  Sir  WiUiam,  xxvu.  1283,  1286.— 
xxviii.  612,  801,  1065,  1069,  1086,  1088, 
1100, 1197 

Forbes,  Mr.  zxvi.  877 

Forster,  Mr.  xxvii.  1183.— xxtiii.  230,  239 

Freemantle,  Sir  Thomas,  xxvi.  554,  1119> 
1239-— xxvii.  1150, 1181, 1191 

French,  Mr.  Fitzstephen,  xxrii.  1031«— -xxviii. 
727,  771, 1179 

Fteshfield,  Mr.  xxni.  208,  209,  267,  279, 
1158.— xxviii.  875, 1297, 1298. 

Foalkes,  Sir  W.  xxviu.  51 

Gaskell,  Mr.  Milnes,  xxtI.  192.*-xxviii.  440 

Gillon,  Mr.  xxW.  337, 1048.--xxTii.  349, 1255. 
-^xxviii.  217,  225,  335,  708,  902 

Gisbome,  Mr.  xxri,  360,  893,  516,  523, 955. 
— xxvii.104, 109, 184,  268,  465,  929, 1337. 
— xxviii.  400,  470,  606,  608,  617,  663,  670, 
671,  727,  731,  788,  790,  797,  814, 815,816, 
818, 1108, 1233, 1278, 1292, 1297, 1298 

Gladstone,  Mr.  Ewart  William,  xxvi.  464, 465, 
1015,  1119, 1235.— xxvii.  462,  507,  654 

Gladstone,  Mr.  Thomas,  xxvi.  533 
Gordon,  Captain,  xxvi.  1129 
Gordon,  Mr.  Robert,  xxvi.  818 
Gore,  Mr.  Ormesby,  xxviii.  655, 661 
Coring,  Mr.  xxvii.  120.— xxviii.  628 

Goulburn,  Mr.  Sergeant,  xxvi.  355 
Goulbum,  Mr.  (Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment)  xxvi.  287,  527,  537,  538,  539, 
541,  558,  597,  598,  599,  611,  710,  1178, 
1181, 1220, 1232.— xxvii.  58, 147, 149,  203, 
240,246,  261,  264,  270,  279,  281,  358,  691, 
873,874,1277,  1336.  xxviii.  27,  29,  163, 
221,  243,  506,  767,  772,  848,  856, 870, 974, 
1019,  1031,  1047,  1129, 1184, 1188 

Graham,  Sir  James,  xxvi.  390,  393,  811,  818, 
998, 1042, 1047,1050, 1051,  1120,  1144.— 
xxviu  227,  229,  419,  872,  873,  1290.— 
xxviii.  194,  195,  186,  197,  198,199,200, 
201, 621,  773, 1020,  1025,  1089, 1098 

Grant,  Mr.  Charles,  xxvi.  511 

Grattan,  Mr.  Henry,  xxvi,  282,  284,  486,  503, 
889,  907.— xxvii.  69, 143,  354,  890 

Grattan,  Mr.  James,  xxvi.  871. — xxviii.  189, 
534 

Greisley,  Sir  Roger,  xxvi.  336, 827 

Greene,  Mr.  xxvii.  195, 337 

Grey,  Sir  George,  xxvi.  873,  1197.— xxvii. 
211, 866, 1028.— xxviii.  634,  726,  858,  876, 
882,  931,  938,  942, 1232, 1234 

Grimston,  Lord,  xxviii.  1127, 1129 

Grosvenor,  Lord  Robert,  xxvi.  557 


Grote,  Mr.  xxvi.  189,  825,878,  1165.— xxvii. 
196, 202,  246,  270.— xxviii.  181,  369,  428, 
470,  828, 1040, 1065,  1275, 1277 

Handley,  Mr.  xxvi.  747,  880 

Hanmer,  Sir  John,  xxvii.  209.— xxviii.  162, 
163, 164 

Hardinge,  Sir  Henry,  (Secretary  for  Ireland> 
xxvi.  456,  463, 479, 486, 501,  515, 516, 523» 
524,  543, 546, 589,  595,  653,  870,  888, 889* 
890, 894, 897,  903,  904, 905, 906,  907,  908^ 
937,  1018,  1025.^xxvii.  13,  49,  58,  115, 
118, 119, 120, 123,124,133, 142, 149,  151, 
225,  245,  303,  351,  585,  598,  862,  873, 876, 
883,  1012.  — xxviii.  235,  770,  809,  1177, 
1344, 1346 

Hardy,  Mr.  xxvi.  514, 557, 863,  875, 1204.— 
xxvii.  969,  1129,  1336.— xxviii.  84,  527, 
732,  759,  810, 1038, 1288 

Harland,  Mr.  xxviii.  844 

Harvey,  Mr.  D.  W.  xxvi.  292, 496, 499, 1101< 
—xxvii.  60,  223, 271, 274, 1029, 1113, 1129- 
—xxviii.  539, 608, 617, 675, 688, 820, 1000> 
1080, 1236, 1263, 1280, 1294 

Hawes,  Mr.  xxvi.  569, 865.— xxvii.  238, 1113, 
1159, 1268, 1278, 1281.— xxviii.  761, 1051, 
1053,  1231, 1232,  1289, 1292,  1296 

Hay,  Colonel  Leith,  xxvii.  221,  222,  1187, 
1191, 1192, 1193.— xxviii.  1179 

Heathcote,  Mr.  Gilbert,  xxvii.  1197, 1254 

Henniker,  Lord,  xxviii.  51, 1234, 1297 

Heron,  Sir  Robert,  xxviii.  604 

Herries,  Mr.  xxvii.  228,  273,  315,  342,  344, 
553,  874 

Hindley,  Mr.  xxvii.  358,  544. — ^xxviii.  895 

Hobhouse,  Sir  John  Cam,  xxvi.  968,  969, 
1026.— xxvii.  529,  1061.— xxviii.  1318 

Hodges,  Mr.  xxvi.  829,  1193,  1205.— xxvii. 
196,204,206,1241 

Hogg,  Mr.  xxvii.  942.— xxviii.  1060 

Hope,  Mr.  xxviii.  1232 

Howard,  Mr.  Philip,  xxvi.  1096. — ^xxvii.  1129. 
— xxviii.  1274 

Howick,  Viscount,  xxvi.  375,  549d — ^xxvii.  28 
32,  440, 1155.— xxviii.  40,  43, 44, 225, 425, 
428,  997,  998,  1019,  1024,  1027,  1028, 
1042, 1049, 1064,  1190, 1192,  1257, 1304 

Hoy,  Mr.  Barlow,  xxvii.  866^ — xxviii.  405, 
440 

Hughes,  Mr.  Hughes,  xxvi.  439.— xxviii.  1018, 
1019, 1061, 1181,  1182 

Hume,  Mr.  xxvi.  324,  425, 438,  469, 470, 480, 
481,  482,  510,  516,  522,  524,  531,532,536, 
548,  554,  602,  603,  705,  717,  844,852, 853, 
854,  818,  865,  884,  885, 886,  888, 920, 926, 
950,  962,  995,  998, 1003,  1004, 1021, 1022, 
1029,  1031, 1032, 1039,  1047,  1050,  1225, 
1233, 1234,  1237, 1239.— xxvii.  32,  52,  56, 
83,  103,  146,  229,  243,  246,  367,  305, 
316,  325,  343,  352,  357, 543,  652,  868,  870, 
874,  875,  1025,  1027,  1028,  1048,  1056, 
1068,  1069, 1106,  1110)  1111,  1112, 1144, 


INDEX. 


1146. 1M7»  1146, 1149^  1151, 11£9»  1158,|LiishiiigtmiyDr.xzvLStfS^8€<^887, 
1185|  1186^  1190,  1191,  1193,  1234,  1M9,        926,  1084,  1093,  1094.— xrtiL  »^ 


1248, 12r«^«mu.  3^  39, 4S^  51,63,  186, 
189,201,220,  221,  222,  239  ,485,  502,  537, 
571,  578,  785,  890,  849,  853,  856,  858, 
878, 882,  902,966, 1011, 1041, 1118,  1232, 
1234, 1291, 1803, 1307, 1346 
Halt,  Mr.,  xrru  717.— xxni.  216.— xxriii- 
1042,1060 


InglHuii,  Mr.  zx?l.  ll8i.-*-snrii.  263 

IngUs,  Sir  Robert,  xxvi.  1024,  1199w— xxvii. 

189,  282,  283,  499,  1012,  1165^xxnu. 

23,  24,  36,  42,  154,  187,  820,  902,  979, 

980, 1192, 1193 
IitOD,  Mr.  xxnL  1174 

Jackfloo,  Mr.  Sergtailt,ttvi.859.— <XXfii.926. 
^xxriii.  191,  485,  523,  788, 810, 812, 813, 
851,  862,  865,  872, 896, 1307 

Jenri^  Mr.  zxri.  522, 558^— xzTii.  1058, 1148. 
— xxviii.  507,  626,  640,  1015,  1036,  1044, 
1047, 1060, 1065,  1274, 1277, 1304 

JohnstOR,  Mr.  Andrew,  xxn.  926<— 4ac?ii« 
ia82.--xz?iik  320,  223^  884,  286, 659,  882 

KaYailagh,  Mr.  xxti.  592, 594, 1136 
Kearsley,  Mr.  xxvi.  212.— xxviil.  1234 
Kelly,  Mr.  xxvi.  734.— xxvii.  1241.-— xxviii* 

56 
Kerry,  the  Earl  of,  xxvii.  1030, 1039 
Keimedy^  Mr.  J.,  aucvi.  1114-— xxvii.  277,875 
KerrisoD,  Sir  Edward,  3»yiii.  1179 

KDatchbttll,  Sir  Edward,  xxvi.  485, 793, 977, 
982, 1202.— XxWi.  95,  125,  204,  210,  222, 
266,  653,  979i— xxviii.  33,  35,  811,  997, 
998)1129 


Labouchere,  Mr.  xxvi.  710,  994, 1000,  1048. 
— xxvii.  226,  869, 1147.— xxviii.  577,  578, 
857, -879, 881 

Lambton,  Mr.  Hedwortb,  xxviii.  843 

Law,  Mr.  xzTii.  269, 875, 876, 1287.— XXfiii. 
78, 819,  1899, 1300,  1801 

Lefem,  Mn  Sbaw,  lOCviii.  535 
Leftoy/Mr.  xrAl  273, 478 
Lafroy,  Mr.  Antiiony,  xxvi.  544,  878 
Lennard,  Mr.  xxri.  1106.o«4Dndi.  184, '238 
Jj^uax^  Lord  O.  xxviiL  105 
Ijmmrfy  Lord  W»  xxviii.  106 
Lennox,  Lord  A.  xxviii.  108 

LittUloiip  the  Rigfat  Hon.  Mr.  xxvi.  488, 507* 
625,  590,  698,  889^-«mi.  50,  133, 304, 
673, 697, 806  (See  Loid  UatbertonJ     . 

Lowther,  Mr.  xifiii.  784, 785 

Lmi%  Mr«  txnii  8461 946 


1084,  1086,  1110,  1283, 1289 
37, 79, 522,  539,  693,733,  866,  87D 

Loahington,  Mr.  Stephen,  xxviL  978 

Lynch,  Mr.  xxvi.  1231,  l232.-^«xvu 
1248, 1285.— xxviii.  192,  509,  864 


Mackenzie,  Mr.  Stewart,  xxviL  10^  1X4, 
xxviii.  529 

Maclean,  Mr.  xxvi.  346.— xxvii.  309,  1281. — 
xxviii.  1019, 1176, 118    9 

Mahon,  Lord,  xxvi.  947.— xxvu.  158, 153»  314» 
837.— xxviii.  495,  734,  911,  1133,  114», 
1150, 1180 

Mandeville,  Lord,  xxvL  891,  894.  ■■nil* 
1071,1086,1111 

Manle,  Mr.  Fox,  xxvi.  343, 344, 1173*— iQorau 

187,  624, 1273 

Maxwell,  Mr.  Jolm,  xxvi.  715^  1169    juwii, 

142,  843.— xxviii.  336. 

Maxwell,  Mr.  Henry,  xxvi.  927 

Member,  an  Hon.  xxvL  538.— xxvii.  I8I3 185» 
867, 957,  978, 979, 1171, 1338^-xxviii.  788, 
789,  809,  813, 849, 856, 858,  866,  872,  916, 

1015,1178 

Methueo,  Mr.  xxvii.  lOOO.-'^xxvia.  222 
Miles,  Mr.  William,  xxvii.  1128.— xxviii.  496> 
Molesworth,  Sir  William,  xxviii.  395 

Morpeth,  Lord,  xxvi.  165,  526,  538. — (Sec- 
reUiy  for  Ireland)  xxvii.  1289.— xx^^  150, 
507,  524,  526,  598,  787,  787,  855,  1138, 
1319,  1346, 1349,1352, 1360 

Moseley,  Sir  Oswald,  xxvii.  1129. — xxviiL  189 

Mullins,  Mr.  xxvi.  325, 656, 903 

Murray,  Mr.  673, 870,  871, 1168»— mii.  861 

Mns^ve^  Sir  Richard,  xxvi.  1804,  1211.— 
xxvii.  203.— xxviii.  194,  676 


Nicholl,  Mr.  xxvi.  664, 915.— XxviL  118^  1887* 

—xxviii.  483 

Norreyii  Lord,  xxvi.  780 

(yBrieii,  Mr.  ComeBm,  iexvL  901 

O'Brien,  Mr.  Smith,  xxvi.  180^  1830«--ixvii. 
203,  1228.— xxviii  498,  527,  656, 85%  857 

O'Connell,  Mr.  xxvu  388,  394,  409^  484, 487, 
508,  509, 633,  648,  648,  568,  665,685,685, 
645,  646,  846,  853,  855, 856,  864,  870»3t$, 
902,906,922,1139,1141, 1143,tl8$,im, 
1178, 1212.— xxvii.  9,  10, 11»  39,  101,  TH, 
716, 1008, 1030,  1087,  1108,  118^  1181, 
1134,  1174,  1236,  1279,  1888,  ISH 119^ 
*-xxviiL  25,  29,  125,  160,  163,  18%  18), 
198,  ^35,  325,  461, 498  502,  619.  S^^7, 
573,  595,  615,  659, 662, 727, 738, 80),  »or, 
811,  812, 813,  850, 858, 859, 867, 869^  897, 
898,  916, 1169, 998, 1816,1088, 1169^  1167, 
1178, 1185^  iSMf  U»  1814 


I  N  D  B  X. 


a57, 8M»  911, 
rii.  28f»9Nt 
9.— xxriii.  36, 
5,870 

978 

'•mi.  1038, 

m 

063, 1264.-* 
J09, 1281.- 

2, 15a,  314, 
133,  iW, 

94.-4ZTU, 
3.-xrFiii. 

169— mii, 


121,125, 
iTui.788, 
872, 916, 

22 
viii.496' 

{.-(Sec- 
mi.  150, 

m.l89 

pii.261 
211.- 


1287. 


am. 
,857 

487, 
685, 
876, 
175, 
277, 
132, 

83, 
^7, 
07, 
?7, 
^1 


yCttM^  lit*  Mnpo  T.  nttt.  It,  34 

|>'Goimtr|  Mr.  FMr|;i%  txn.  46^.  MS,  694« 
615, 619,  8d2, 905,  I2l4.--zxnl.  |11|  tU, 
514, 123d.— xzTiiL  43 

b'Dwyeri  Mf.,  ttvi.  410^  500^  508»  690«  «9l, 
592, 593»  59i,  646,  678,  904, 1131,  1136.— 
ttfii.  62r.'--Xkyiit.  190^  483, 609,  TM,  706, 
863,896 

O'LongUen,  Mf .  66lgMII|  itvL  545|  54f  •'i* 
. .  »nu  87%  303^  304 

Ord,  Mr.,  xXft  14|  9M««»»rii«  tOO,  8389  846- 
855 


I^lmer,  Bftr*  nviii.  62Q 

PalmerstOD,  Viscount  (Secfetaiy  for  Portifn 
Affkirs)  jxyiii.  734,  1144,  1149,  1160^ 
1176 

PttMty  Mt.  skvtt.  196y  189 

FiBffoeU,  Sir  HtBfy)  ttvi.  f  041.^kk¥ii.  346 

Pany,  Colontl  Jotttt,  uri*  883.^-Ufiii.  44 

Piltra,  Mr.  WilMUt,  ixviii*  181»  484 

P8Ue,  Mr.,  ttvi.  5rO|  884^-*gttvii«  887, 1116, 
1864.-««8Xfftt«  36,  77,  109»  86e»  62/1 688, 

765,  846,  969, 1042, 1044 

FSdtell^  Gaptiift,  tt?L  785,  1049,  1167^- 
xxTii.  201,263,1158.— xiTiii. 482, 694,808, 
003 

Peel,  SirRoberti  xxvii*  1025, 1037, 1054,1068, 
1070,  ^183, 1186,  1274, 1278,  App8n<Us— 
xzTiii.  32,  33,  34,  35, 37,  64, 109, 162,  S24, 
343,315,  464, 480, 558,  565,  57t»6lO,  611, 
616, 66B,  670,  671, 79t|  799, 830, 849, 998, 
990,  1014,  1015,  1020^  1084,  1027, 1037, 
1030, 1040, 1043, 1047, 1048,  1049,  1050, 
1054, 1055, 1056, 1155, 1186,  1193,  1835 

FelhttB,  Ml.  CiMMt,  ATI.  807,  954.»-4aTii. 
1055, 1158.— xxYiii.  82^  841,  534»  608|  616, 
762,1269,1353 

Pembertoft,  Mr.  xxvi.  174—- xxfiii.  852,  881, 
882,  914 

Percefft1,ColOD8!,nvl.384, 623, 1231.— ttvil. 
1109.— BLYiii.  513,  520, 772|  783,  804, 807, 
809, 810, 860^  865, 1138,  ia07>  1388^  18O0» 
1310, 1311 

Perrin»  Mr.  fi«ig88nt»  nffi.  0a4«^»-4anrill.  864, 
865 

PhinipB,  Mr.  Mkrit,  tiii.  1165.-^£iviL  1641.— 

xx^ii.  25,  35,  77, 176,  539, 578,  895,  972, 
1041,1045,1049,1268 

Plmnptre,  Mr.  ttWi.  il99w»i»tttiii.  1801 

Pollock,  Sir  Frederitk,  istiii  1657.-^4»?iU. 
813,  lOiei  1086 

PoDBonby,  Mr.  William,  xxfiii.  1236 

Ptittef,  Vb.  txvi.  862,1198.*-ttvii.  335, 1188, 
1271, 1279— IXtill.  30,  86,  77, 151, 166, 
•86,1187 

Amlter,  Mr.  xxvi.  194, 861,  865. 1170^  1178. 
— xxviL  237,  8441 602,  lt71|  l8f6«'t-4aflii. 
504,  507,Mr|  10801 1168 


Pn8d,  Mr.  WMiiaf,  itxti.  871, 848,  Uim.^ 
zxYii.  246, 553,  976, 1059^zx7iii.  82, 1000, 
1014, 1068, 1106, 1109, 1180 

Price,  Mr.  Oiore,  ssri.  888iFi»ssfil.  185. 
— xxviii.  1170 

Maglo,  Mr.»  xxvL  888«*-ttirii.  84B^-Hanriit, 
700 

PVjB^  Mr.,  linri.  685, 869|  6l6^xltfli.  194, 
230, 1236,  l289.^8XViii.  17|  88,  883, 769, 
827, 1047, 1048 

ItMi  SirWiniia,  tt7!Ll849,  lft6(t-tt7iU. 
695 

Bioe^  Mr.  Spring,  scfi.  449,  68^  712,  794, 
869, 879, 928, 1052, 1141,  lee  Appendix.— 
xxrii.  63,  81,  99,  597,  826,  827,  978, 991 
(See  ChtnoiUor  or  Iht  B]tdMqttf^) 

Richards,  Mr.  ixvi.  185, 480, 566,  667, 1144, 
1824,  see  ApptDdix.— xxrii.  273,  666^— 
xxfiii.  445, 482, 494,  750 

Bidl47,  Sir  Mattliew  Wyu,  xirri.  451,  479, 
1181.^»tt?iL  189,  l69«-4ttylu.  1004, 1060, 
1185 

Rippott,  Mr.  Cttlbbert,  xx^.  645 

Robinson,  Mr.,  xxtL  55,  243,  494, 530^  531, 
'  538, 697, 698, 735, 839,  846»  903,  IOI6.— 
xxvii.  216, 272, 653, 1056. 1059, 1062, 1068, 
1235,  1240,  1277— «Tiit.  153,  164,  195, 
197,  200,  222,  609,  693,  735,  878, 1009, 
1040, 1049,  llOi,  1102, 1186, 1189 

Rocbe,  Mr.  Willian,  xxn.  462,  1882.— xxrti. 
218,  856.— vxviu.  494 

Roebuck,  Mr.  xxti.  495,  497,  498,  499,  592, 
896|  597, 598, 600^  608,660,  697,713,880, 
1015, 1107, 1118.-4Dmi.  07, 658,  883,885, 
836,  1128, 1134,  1142,  1143,  1150,  1151, 
1 152, 1193, 1194, 1196, 1279, 1280.— xxirUI. 
154,  288,  464,  507,  575,  606,  784,  857, 
875,  881,  1045, 1287,  1856 

Rolfe,  Mr.  tX9i.  570,  859,  1166.-^«vii.  187, 
202,272,545 

ftotiayne,  Mr.  tvA,  537, 547.— UVli.  878, 860. 
xxriii.  604 

tUtsseU,  Lonl  Johtt,  ttfi.  37,  49, 848, 887, 
471,  418,  485,  499,  514,  648,  655,  850, 
851,037,938, 1017, 1018, 1019, 1080,1*31, 
1098.-*-XXVii.  22, 101,  102,  103, 119, 169, 
190, 224, 832, 245, 846, 873, 297, 313, 329, 
861, 766, 803, 821,  825, 827, 837, 888, 879, 
880,  886,  969,  986,  994.«^ttviii.  32,  34, 
35,  38,  39,  60, 85, 94, 162, 163, 164,  228, 
817,  8to,  886,  447,  469,  541,  571,  674, 
575,  609,  OlOy  616, 619, 688, 661, 867, 666, 
786, 799»  841, 846, 858.  900|  917,  607, 999, 
1000, 1005, 1618,  1014,  1015, 10I6»  1080, 
1021,1026,1086,1088,1946,1041,1044, 

<  1047, 1048/1050^  1061,  1056, 1069, 1060^ 
1061, 1063, 1066,  1092,  llOO,  1102, 1108, 
1120, 1181,  1184,  1185, 1190^  1199, 1800, 
1388, 1986»  1236i  1889,  1860^  1878,  I604| 

i  1308»1309»t61<tfl86a 


RiumH,  Mr.  zXTii.  1196.--zxviii.  412, 661 

Ruth?en,  Mr.  xxvi.  572,  929,  1143,  1238  — 
xxvii.  13,  305.— xxviii.  44,  179,  180,  201, 
534»  694, 769, 864, 1276 

[•»ii«M«  TamI  wvi  lici.  iiivr  iinft.  i^ar^— 


INDEX. 


400, 

609, 

656  787,  848,  980,  989, 1200 

ibthorpe,  Colonel,  xx?i.  199,  829,  852, 1118, 
1234.— zzvii.  824,  826,  941, 1007,  1241.— 
zxviii.  25,  39,  42,  125,  506,  526,  854, 
1009, 1107,  1120, 1183, 1185 

Sinclair,  Mr.  xxnu  225,  878,  890,  994,  1009 
1129, 1134, 1243.— xxviii.  727, 871 

Smith,  Mr.  Vernon,  xx?iii.  540, 1088, 1089 

Solicitor  General,  xxvi.  535,  536,  557,  718 
735.— uvii.  520, 546,  (Sir  William  Rolfe) 
1114,  1159,  1284.— xxTiii.  163,  195,625, 
671, 1060, 1082, 1266 


— , , y  —  -^  — 

1317 

Stanley,  Lord,  xxvi.  27,  35,  257,  631, 694, 

952, 1021.— zxTii.  72, 231, 330,  618,  1161. 

.— Ufiii.  30,  23,  463,  672,  730,  822,  851, 

936,  1013,  1036,1040, 1041, 1062,  1063, 

.1064, 1065, 1106, 1350, 1352 


1917 

Stanley, 

953,  luvi. — zzTu.  'r4f  '4;>i,  djsu,  oio,  iioi. 
.— Ufiii.  30,  23,  463,  672,  730,  822,  851, 
936,  1013,  1036,1040, 1041, 1062,  1063, 
.1064, 1065, 1106, 1350, 1353 

Stanley,  Mr.  John,  zx?i.  538, 539,  540 
Sianley,  Mr.  £.  T.  xxvii.  195 

SteiiArL-  Mr.  RolMrt.  xtvi.  877.  ft 


,, , ,  ...,  540 

Sianley,  Mr.  £.  T.  xxvii.  195 

Sleuart,  Mr.  Robert,  xxvL  877,  886,  888,^ 
xxTii.  1361, 1364.— xXfiii,  1333^  1334 


Stewart,  Mr.  Patrick  M.,xx¥i.  373,  713, 1013, 
1015,  1238.— zzyiii.  605,  606,  608,  G09, 
61 1,  667, 674,  729, 731,  795, 796,  797,  81 4* 
815,  817,  971,  1053,  1876,  1386,  1393» 
1803,  1306 

Stormont,  Visoonnt,  xxvi.  354.— xxviiL  186, 
495,  1273,  1398,  1393, 1396, 1300 

Strickland,  Sir  George,  xztL  528,  981.— zxrir 
1240,  1284.<— xxviu.  483,  625, 628 

Stnitt,  Mr.  xxWiL  409,  496,  571 

Stoart,  Lord  Dudley,  xxtI.  54, 8SS,  904,  l<tt4» 
— zxriii.  1022,1034, 1025, 1035 

Sutton,  Sir  Charles  Manners,  xxfL  17,  36»  49 

Talfourd,  Mr.  Sergeant,  xxfii.  547.— zxriii- 
871 

Tennent,  Mr.  Emerson,  xxvi.  440 

Thompson,  Mr.  Alderman,  xxri.  1119,  1139* 
—xxvii.  317.— xzviii.  194, 199 

Hiompson,  Mr.  Beilby,  xxvii.  570 

Thomson,  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Poulett,  zzv. 
490,  494,  809,  1100.— xxviu75,  80,  313, 
1353.  — xxviii.  166.  398,  763,967,  1046, 
1054,  1194, 1874 

Thomeley,  Mr.  xzviii.  17,'  336,  239,  898, 
1230 

Tooke,  Mr.  xxvii.  321,  379,  883,  894,  395, 
1153.— xzviiL  186, 772,  1046 

Trench,  Sir  Frederick,  xxvii.  323, 1030 

Trevor,  Mr.  Arthur,  xxvi.  198, 832, 871, 1177. 
— xxviii.  77,  85,  161,  181,  183,  369, 481, 
495,  506,  843,  845,  903,  917,  918,  1066, 
1109, 1116,  1120, 1184 

Trevor,  Mr.  Rice,  xxvi.  864 

Trowbridge,  Sir  Thomas,  xxvi.  903,  1303. — 
xxvii.  866,  871,  873 

Talk,  Mr.  xxvii.  1277— xxviu.  771, 1367 

Turner,  Mr.  xxvii.  313 

Twiss,  Mr.  xxvii.  709. — ^xxviii.  629|  1039 

Tynte,  Mr.  xxvii.  1254 

Tynte,  Mr.  Kemeys,  xxviii.  1877 

Vere,  Sir  Broke^  xxviiL  1301, 1303, 1804 

Vemer,  Colonel,  xxvL  554,  897,  903.— xxviL 
305,  801, 1094,  1279 

Vernon,  Mr.  xxvi.  846, 849 

Villiers,  Mr.  Frederick,  xxviL  96 

ViUiers,  Mr.  C.  P.  xxviii.  238 

Vyvyan,  Sir  Richard,  xxvii.  833, 834 

Wakley,  Mr.  xxvi.  533.— xxviL  96.-*zxviiL 
172,496,  508,  626, 1338,  1239, 1371 

Walker,  Mr.  Charles  A.^  xxvii.  304««*xxviiL 
190 

Wall,  Mr.  Baring,  xxvii.  844 

Walter,  Mr.  xxvii.  1058, 1185, 1160 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY 

HISTORY    AND    DEBATES. 


Thb  high  tenns  of  commendation  in  which  this  work  has  been  bo  often  mentioned  this 
ieasion  by  the  leading  Speakers  of  all  parties,  cannot  but  have  nrored  a  source  of  high 
ratification  to  its  coiMUctor  and  all  associated  with  him  in  his  aiduous  undertaking ;  and 
(b,  Hansard  now  most  respectfully  returns  his  sincere  thanks  to  those  Members  or  both 
louses  who  haye  approved^  by  word  and  by  deed,  the  fidelity  and  accuracy  of  their  reports* 

The  new  arrangements  for  publishing  PEBiODiCAiiLr,  vix.,  in  CtotK  at  intervals  of  a 
Fotltt^f  appear,  as  far  as  tried,  to  have  given  general  sati^tioiv— the  Subscriber  ^us 
eoeiving  the  earlier  portions  of  the  debates  nearly  a.  month  before  the  publication  of  the 
olume; — and  these  Pabtb  are  delivered  by  any  bookseller  in  town,  or  sent  into  the  country 
nth  the  Magazines,  free  of  expense. 

The  new  arrangements  have  also  enabled  the  conductor  to  keep  as  nearly  with  the  debates 
a  the  Houses  as  is  consistent  with  authentic  revision, — and  Mr,  HANaARD  again  assures  his 
Jubsoibers  that  the  short  delay  that  does  take  place,  does  not  arise  from  anjr  defect  in  his 
nangements  in  the  editorial  or  printing  depertmenU^  but  solely  from  the  time  inevitaUj 
ionaiimed  in  obtaining  revision  from  the  oest  sources. 

Although  no  <me  reporter  attends  the  Houses  exchuhelg  tat  HAMBARO^a  JParIiU- 
fBHTART  Dbbatssj  yot  tnore  are  nMrny  in  either  House  whose  assistance  is  engagedi  and 
wbo  are  always  ready  to  receive  oommaoos  for  the  work 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY 

mis  oommeneed  in  the  year  180S,  under  the  editorial  management  of  gentlemen  now  welL 
known  to  the  Utenry  Public,  and  was  undertaken  at  the  solicitation  of  the  Statesmen  and 
Parliamentary  Gentlemen  of  Uie  day,  who  felt  seriously  the  want  of  an  arranged  and  mdfonn 
Digest  c£  the  Parliamentary  History  of  the  country.  Before  this  time,  the  constitutional 
enquirer  had  to  undergo  the  fatigue  of  oonsultinff  upwards  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  ponderous 
and  desultory  volumes.  That  tfis  publication  fully  anawoed  its  purpose  is  proved  by  the  fiict 
that  these  works  are  no  longer  to  be  found,  save  in  the  forgotten  comers  of  some  vast  library, 
whUe  the  Parmambntary  Hibtory  occupies  a  prominent  place  in  the  libraries  €£  the 
Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons,  in  all  public  and  in  most  large  jnivate  libraries. 
In  this  work  will  be  found  embodied,  divested  of  thdr  extraneous  matter^^- 

Tho  Parlismtntuy  or  Constitatimsl  Hiskxy*  S4  vols. 

Sir  SimoDd  D'Ewas'  Jonmsl  of  Qnaaa  SUaalwtli's  PtrtiMBsnL 

Debates  of  the  Commoiui  in  16S0  and  1691»  firom  tiie  MSb  of  a  Maaiber,  found  in  the  Lilnvy  of  Queen's 

College,  Oxford. 
Chandler  and  Timbeiland'a  Debates,  SS  vela. 

Debateaof  theCoB»ionsftoialfi67tol694,  collected  by  the  Hon.  Anebena  Gwy,  lOvob. 
Almon's  Debat^i.  H  vols.— Pebrett'a  Debales,  63  vols^^The  Haidwieke  Papen» 
Debateain  ParUamenti  by  Vt,  Samnel  Jobasoo,  tba  tathealiaty  of  wUeb  at  ona  tfaaa  was  denied  j  but  the 

diacoveiy  of  a 

MAKuflcaxPT  YotOHB  Of  DtSATM  IK  TBB  HousB  or  LoRDS  IV  TBS  luvn-wniTiva  or  Dr.  SaCXBB, 
Abchbi9ho»  ot  Caiitbbbvry,  ftilly  Wndieatea  the  inteni^  of  the  Sage,  and  at  the  same  time  anppUea 
yaat  debates  and  inlbrmatiou  which  never  came  nnoer  the  Doctors  oognianoe*  This  Bfannacript, 
after  being  incorporated  in  the  Parliamentary  History,  was  deposited  in  the  British  Musenm. 

The  PARLlAMBWrABT  JOVBNAL  OV  TRB  HON.  PriLIV  YoBBB. 

A  Narrativb  or  thb  Political  Conduct  or  Sir  Philip  Francis,  sent  by  him  in  his  own  hand-writing  a 
fewdayabeibrehisdeathtDtheediKirof  this  woric,  with  a  most  samestieqneat  that  it  aught  bt  inserted 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  his  political  character  in  a  dear  light 

These  MSS.  are  m^al  sources  of  information;  and  it  is  beUeved*  are  to  be  found  nowhere 
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X         The  Journals  of  both  Houaes^  die  Public  Papers,  the  Magazines  of  the  time,  the  Histoi 
'  of  Eneland,  and  every  work  bearing  upon  the  8ubject/wer6  carefully  collated,  whereby  mil 
partiahty  and  immense  omissions  were  detected  and  rectified: 

The  whole  is  connected  and  illustrated  by  extracts  from  private  letters,  journals,  &c  fit 
MSS.  of  eminent  members  of  both  Houses,  and  derived  from  original  sources. 

This  Pabliambntabt  Histobt  of  England  is  now  offered  at  the  trivial  price  of  £l 
To  this  work  succeeded 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 

The  First  Sbbieb  consists  of  41  Volumes,  and  contains  the  Debates  which  took  place  betwc 
the  year  1805,  where  the  Parliamentary  History  ceased,  and  the  Death  t^- George  the  Th; 
in  1820.  Of  this,  less  needs  be  said  than  of  the  foregoing  work,  because  the^sources  fri 
which  it  was  compiled  are  better  known.  It  will,  however,  be  remembered,  that  the  period 
which  it  belongs  was  the  era  of  the  brilliant  career  of  Napoleon,  which  caused  sudi  a  h 
succession  of  national  anxieties,  and  of  the  glorious  triumphs  of  Nelson  and  Wellington,  whi 
so  completely  vindicated  the  conduct  of  the  ruling  powers.  So  many  grand  principles  a 
such  opposite  interests,  supported  or  opposed  with  such  brilliant  eloquence  and  political  acnmc 
were  at  this  time  brought  before  pubuc  notice,  that  it  may  be  sa^y  predicated  of  it  that 
was  a  period  of  unprecedented  excitement,  and  one  which  will  at  once  delieht  and  confuse  t 
future  Historian  and  Politician.  Of  these  mighty  movements,  of  these  bnlliant  displays,  t 
Parliamentary  Debates  is  the  sole  uniform  record — it  was  compiled  frwn  the  best  sources  tli 
known,  and  its  accuracy  ascertained  by  personal  application  to  the  various  orators.  It  n 
edited  fay  the  same  talented  eentleman,  and  with  the 

Sboond  Sbbibs,  of  25  volumes,  comprising  the  reign  of  George  IV.,  forms  ihe  gena 
reference  in  all  Parliamentary  Debates. 

The  publication  of  a  Gbnbbal  Indbx  to  these  worlis  has  enhanced  their  value,  becaii 
it  has  rendered  reference  easy  and  certain. 

The  THnu>^  Sbbibs,  which  commenced  with  our  present  Monarch,  contains  the  Del»< 
'on  the  Reform  Bill,  and  aU  the  various  subjects  of  greater  or  less  interest  whidb  the  events 
the  last  four  years  have  produced— given  at  great  leneth  and  with  admired  accuracy. 

The  Debates  of  a  Session  have  hitherto  occupied  five  or  sis  volumes — ^it  is,  however,  hope 
that  now  that  ihe  greater  discussions  have  beradi^qposed  of,  they  will  not  exceed  four  volume& 

This  work  b,  therefore,  far  cheapbb,  as  a  comparison  dT  contemporary  Sessions  w 
abundantly  prove— much  more  convenient  in  regard  to  sise— quite  as  fuU,  with  the  improv 
ment  of  not  allowing  secondary  matters  to  take  a  prominent  plao&— and  quite  as  correct,  wi 
the  advantage  of  allowing  time  for  more  toiple  revision— than  any  similar  publication. 
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